
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGUTATORY AUTHORIT'I,

coMPLATNT NO. CC00600000004448 I

Mr. Poros Sovlo ....Comploinont

Versus

l. Rokesh Agrowol,
2. Mls. Shree DPS Project ond Services Pvt. Ltd. .... Respondents

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P5180001 0461

Corom: Hon'ble Dr. Vijoy Sotbir Singh, Member-l

Adv. Sonjoy Choturvedi oppeored o/w Comploinont.

None oppeored for respondent No. L

Adv. Pondurong Khovonekor o/w Adv. Shreyos Vyos oppeored for the
respondent no.2

Order
{lQtn July 201 B)

L The comploinont obove nomed who is o registered reol estote ogent

hos filed this comploinl seeking directions 1o ihe respondent No.l to poy

the brokeroge/overdue chorges towords the commission os mentioned

in Tox lnvoice roised by ihe comploinont ond interest ot the rote of 1B%

till the finol poyment on the commission due in respect of booking of o

Flot no. 8-204, by the respondenl No. I on the 7th floor odmeosuring 68.77

sq.mtrs in the proiecl known os "Rudro", of Kondivoli Eost, Mumboi

beoring MohoRERA Registrotion No. P5l 800010461.

2. The motter wos heord todoy. The comploinont who is o reol esiote

ogent hos filed this comploint under Sec. 19 (a) of the RERA Act ogoinst
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the ollottee Mr. Rokesh Agrowol. ihe respondent No. I to poy his

brokeroge chorges in respect of booking of his flot in the project of the

respondenl No. 2. The comploinont hos sioted thot there is o controct

between the comploinont ond the respondent No. I ollottee for

pqyment of the professionol chorges poyoble to the comploinont who

is o registered Reol Estote Agent with MohoRERA ond the soid ollottee

is under controctuol obligotion to poy the ogreed brokeroge chorges

towords the professionol fees of the comploinonl for the services

rendered by him for booking of the flot by ihe respondeni ollottee.

However the comploinont hos clorified thot he is not seeking ony

brokeroge chorges from the respondent no.2 i.e. M/s. Shree DPS Projects

ond Services Pvt. Ltd.

3. The respondent no.2 hos stoted thot the comploinont is not o registered

reol estote ogent in respect of this project known os "Rudro" beoring

MohoRERA Regn. No. P5l 8000l0461ond did not oppoint him os o broker

while booking of the flot by respondent no.l. He further clorified thot the

dispute beiween the comploinont ond respondent no.l is of civil noture

ond there is no violotion of ony of the provisions of RERA Act.

4. This Authority hos exomined the orguments mode by both the porties. ln

the present cose the comploinont who is o reol estote ogent is seeking

relief under Sec. l9(6) of the RERA Act which pertoins to the rights ond

duties of the ollottee. The provisions of Section l9(5) of the RERA Act

reod os under :

19, (6) Every olloftee, who hos entered inlo on ogreemenl for sole to loke
on apartmenl, plot or building os lhe cose moy be, under secfion 13,

sholl be responsible fo moke necessory poymenls in the monner ond

wilhin lhe fime os specrfied in fhe soid ogreemenl for sole ond sholl poy

ol lhe proper lime and ploce, lhe shore of lhe regislrolion charges,

municipol foxes, woler and eleclricily chorges, mointenonce chorges,

ground renf, ond ofher chorges, ff ony".

2



The provision of Section l9(6) tolks obout the liobility of the ollottee

to fulfil his obligotion in terms of the ogreement for sole entered into os

per Section 13 of the RERA Act ond the soid liobility is towords the

poyment for purchose of the plot, oportment or building. The soid

provision does not specify the liobility of ihe ollottee to poy ony

brokeroge chorges to .the reol estoie ogent.

5. ln the present cose, it oppeors thot the comploinoni hos not octed os

on ogent on beholf of the respondent no.2 developer while booking of

the flot by the respondent no.l, ond therefore he connot seek relief

under the provisions of Sec. l9(6) of the RERA Aci. The developer hos

olso clorified thot the present sole wos directly between him ond this

ollotlee without ony involvement of the reol estote ogent. Further there

is no clouse mentioned in the registered ogreement executed between

the respondent nos. I ond 2 regording the poyment of brokeroge

chorge to the comploinont. The comploinonl is seeking specific

performonce of the controct signed by the respondent no.l with him

which is o civil motter. The comploinont therefore hos to exhoust the

remedy ovoiloble in the relevont provisions of low.

6. Considering ihe focts of this cose, this Authority feels thot there is no

violotion of ony of the provisions of

RERA Act, rules ond reguloiions mode thereunder ond therefore the

comploinont is not entitled to seek ony relief from this Authority. Hence

the comploint stonds dismissed for wont of merits.
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0"^n"
Dr.Vijoy Sot ingh

(Member-l/MohoRERA)


