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| had booked a flat in Nitesh Melbourne Park in Apr 2016 for a Flat in
A Block. | agreed to go ahead with the booking as it was promised by
the builder that the possession will be given by 2018.For which the
Booking amount and the initial 20% of the cost was asked to be paid
and | made the payment. | recently visited the site in Jun 2018 to




check the progress of construction and to my Surprise & Shock ,saw
that not even the foundation of this block was completed.

Due to this significant Delay in the completion of construction by
the builder and the false promise by Nitesh at the time of booking , i
requested them to refund my booking amount with interest. The
Builder is refusing to refund my amount.

Relief Sought from RERA :Nitesh to payback Booking amount with
Interest

81 O3F T, BRCOTOONIBROE ATNONR Bk JeBS0N.
0J008:27/07/2018 ToT émm& FSWTON QOSTOF TERTI Towd, BBWOTT®
Bowd0dY.  Qmw03:06/08/2018 S0 BROWNT » ToToN 353 DI
FORATRT.  OSIVETRTTI 20N * TRCO | DS Iy Tew ae@md
OTD, N LORTNTLIeFOD %e%ﬁo@valcg 83 BOWOR dd@wc@ QT I,
3800039 &ert Te¢0ZT.

It is submitted that as per clause 4 of the booking form in case the
customer cancels the alictment then company is entitled to withhold
sum of Rs.50,000/- tawards administrative charges and refund of the
balance amourit wculd be made within 6 months or resale of the
plot, whichzv=r I¢ later.
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NATIONAL CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL COMMISSION
NEW DELHI
REVISION PETITION NO. 4053 OF 2014

(Against the Order dated 17/07/2014 In Appeal No. 40/2012 of the State
Commission Delhi)

VINOD KUMAR GANDHI
Versus

PURI CONSTRUCTION PVT. LTD.,

We do not find any merit in the contention o learned counsel for
the respondent/opposite party because the atcresaid signed copy of
indicative terms and conditions of provizicnal allotment letter is
dated 28.12.2007 meaning therebv that at the time of taking of
booking amount, signatures of the petitioner on the indicative terms
and conditions was obtained. Subsequent to this, on 26.02.2008
provisional offer letter wa: sznt with a condition that if the petitioner
was agreeable to the {erms and conditions he should sign the letter
and indicative terms and conditions and send it to the respondent.
The petitioner-diG. not sign the provisional allotment letter and
accompanving t2rms and conditions meaning thereby he did not
accept the counter offer given by the respondent. Thus, it is clear
that nc va.id contract between the parties came into existence and
sinc= tiie complainant was not agreeable to allotment of flat at ot
floor, he sought refund of his money which should have been
refunded by the respondent without any deduction.
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