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Respondent no. 2 was repres€nted by Mr. Sanjay Chaturvedi, Adv.
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2. The Complainant in his comPlaint has stated that he is the owner of the land

admeasuring 7,12.5 E. meters bearing finat Plot no.238 (hereinaJter refelred to as dle

sard /ot) of Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. III situated at village Chatkopar-

Kirol, Taluka Kurla, and the said Plot is part of the Ploie'ct land which js is taken uP

for development by the ResPondent 1. The Complainant alleged that even though the

said plot does not have the required sanctions and approvals the Respondent t has

registered the said Plot and ResPondent 2 has marketed the said Proiect. Therefore, he

prayed that Respondent 1's Proiect registration be revoked and the ResPondents be

restratined from issuing any advertisement or ProsPectus in any form or tn'umer

inJormin& offering or inviting for sale or purchase of any apartErent or building to be

conshucted on, or utilizing t}le FSI fo! the said Plot.
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1. Order was passed on July 04, 2018. Rectification Pertaining to the aPPealan'e of the

Complainant stands corected.



3. On the first date of hearing, Respondent 1 was absent. The Leamed Counsel for

Respondent 2 submitted that the Respondents initially weie in talks for marketing the

said proiect but the same have fai-led and that Respondent 2 i.6 no longer associated

with the said project.

4. On the next date of heaiin& Respondeflt 1 submitted that since the said plot is not

approved by the planning authority it has been registered as part of the proposed

project and the sarne has been sufficiendy disclosed in the legal tide report and

encumbrance certiJicate uploaded on the registration webpage. Futther, he submitted

that the Complainant's right over the said plot has been assigned to another Party from

whom the promoter has agreed to purchase the plot and conveyance of the same is

still pending.

5. In view of the above, since Respondent 'l has made sulficient disclosures pertaining to

the said plot in the legal title report and encumbrance certilicate uploaded in their

regisbation webpage, revocation of the project regi-otration at this stage is not iequired.

6. Consequently, the matter is hereby disposed ol
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