BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY,
MUMBAI

COMPLAINT No. CCO05000000011759

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Compiainant
Versus
Sagar Palel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1740

Twinstar Infrastructure . Complainant
Versus
Hareshkumar Patel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No, CC0050000000117 62

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Rarmanial Patel .. RESpONdent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No, CCD05000000011743

Twinstar Infrastruciure ... Complainant
Versus
Arvindbhal Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCOOS500000001 17 54

Twinsiar Infrastruciure: . Complainant
Versus
Fravinbhai Patel .... Respondent
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Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo. CCO0500000001 17465

Twinstar Infrastructure .... Complainant
Versus
Mitesh Patel ... RESpOndent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1744

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complaoinant
Versus
Maheshkumar Patel ... Respondent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO0500000001 1747

Twinstar Infrastructure .... Complainant
Versus
Kantilal Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No, CCO050000000117 48

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Fravinkumar Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCOO5000000011746%

Twinstar Infrastructure . Complainart
Versus
Rasiklal Patel ... RESpONdent
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Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1770

Twinstar Infrasfructure ... Complainant
Versus
Hiralal Patel .... Respondent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO05000000011771

Twinsiar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Nilesh Patel ... Respondant
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCOOS000000011772

Twinstar Infrastructure .... Complainant
Versus
Sandipkumar Pokar .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCDOS000000011773

Twinstar Infrastructure o Complainant
Versus
HNavinbhai Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1774

Twinstar infrastructure e Complainant
Versus
Deepakkumaor Patel ... RESpONdeEnt
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Alongwith
COMPLAINT No. CCO05000000011775

Twinstar Infrastructure coa Complainant
Versus
Chirag Patel o Respondent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT No. CCDDS000000011774

Twinstar Infrastructure o COmMplainant
Versus
Bnaatbhaol Dhoru e RESpONdent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO0S000000011777

Twinstar Infrastructure e Complainant
Versus
Arving Patel .... RFespondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No, CCO05000000011778

Twinstar Infrastructure .. Complainant
Versus
Haribhai Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No, CCOD5000000011779

Twirstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Deepakkumar Patel ... REspondent



Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCODR500000J01 1780

Twinstar Infrastructure s COMPloinant
Versus
Hansrajiohai Patel .... REespondent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1781

Twinstar Infrastructure .or. cOMplainant
Versus
Rarmanlal Patel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1782

Twinstar Infrastructure ... COmMplainant
Versus
suresh Patel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCD0500000001 1783

Twinstar Infrastructure .. COmplainant
Versus
Dakshaben Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1785

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Riteshkumar Patel .... Respondent



Afongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO05000000011 7848

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Ishwarbhai Pated .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO005000000011787

Twinstar Infrastructure ... ' complainant
Versus
Manish Patel .. RESpONndent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCODS00C00001 1789

Twinstar Infrastructure ... complainant
Versus
Rajubhail Patel ... FEspondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO05000000011790

Twinstar Infrastructure ... mOmMplainant
Versus
Miteshkumar Pokar ... RFespondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCROS00000001 1791

Twinstar Infrastructure e Complainant
Versus
Limbai Natwar ... Fespondent
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Alongwith

COMPLAINT No., CCO05000000011792

Twinstar Infrastructure ... COmploinant
Versus
Sureshkumar Patel .... Respondent
Alongwilh

COMPLAINT Mo, CCCO5000000011793

Twinstar Infrastructure e Complairant
Versus
Deepakkumar Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCOO50000000117%4

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Dakshaben Patel ... RESpOndent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCOOS00000001 1795

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Manojkumar Parel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCOOS0000000117%6

Twinstar Infrastructure o Complainant
Versus
Vipul Patel ..r- BESpOndent
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Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO0500000001 1797

Twinstar Infrastructure o Complainant
Versus
Tarukurnar Patel ... Raspondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CC00500000001 1798

Twinstar Infrastructure . COMplainant
Versus
Parth Patel ..., RESpONdent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO0S00000001 1802

Twinstar Infrastructure ... momplainant
Versus
Kirit Patel ... REspondent
Alonowith

COMPLAINT No, CCO0S00000001 1805

Twinstar infrastructure o COomplainant
Versus
Ramesh Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CC0O0500000001 1806

Twinstar Infrastructure oo Complainant
Versus
Pravin Patel .... Respondent
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Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1807

Twinstar Infrastructure ... COmplainant
Versus
Mitin Patel ... RESpONdent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT No. CC0O0500000001 1808

Twinstar infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Chandresh Patel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CC00500000001 1810

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Pankajkumar Patel ... Respondent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO05000000011811

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Ambalal Patel ... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1813

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Manojkumar Patel . Respondent
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Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO0S000000011814

Twinstar Infrastructure .... Complainant
Versus
Rashmikaben Patel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CC00500000001 1817

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Milesh Patel - REspondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No, CCO05000000011818

Twinstar Infrastructure ... Complainant
Versus
Vinodkumar Patel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No, CCO0S00000001181%

Twinstar Infrastructure e Complainant
Versus
Rakeshkumar Patel ... Respondent
Alangwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1820

Twinstar Infrastructure o Complainant
Versus
layesh Patel .... Respondent
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Alongwith
COMPLAINT No., CCO05000000011823

Twinstar Infrastruciure vorr complainant
Versus
Jitendrabhai Patel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1824

Twinstar Infrastiructure ... COmplainant
Versus
Vinodkumar Patel .... Respondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CCO0500000001 1826

Twinstar Infrasfructure ... Complainani
Versus
Mukesh Patel .... RFespondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT No. CCO0500000001 1828

Twinstar Infrastructure v COmplainant
Versus
Girishkumar Patel ... REspondent
Alongwith

COMPLAINT Mo, CC00500000001 1829

Twinstar Infrastructure o Complainant
Versus
Mahendrabhai Chouhan ... RESpONdent

MahaRERA Registration Mo. P521000%9509

_ f
R & S
L AL



12

Coram: Hon'ble Dr, Vijoy Satbir Singh, Member-1

Mr. Micky Milani, C.A. oppeared for the Complainant.

Adv. Sumit Kate appeared for the reéspondents,

1

(QRDER)
[11* September, 2018)

The complainant/ promoter has fled these 57 complaints seeking directions
from MahaRERA to respondents/ofiofieess either fo execute the registered
agreement for sale in respect of bookings of their respective flats or lo cancel
the bookings of said fiots ond allow fhe complainants to forfeit the booking
amount paid by the respondent in respec! of booking of thek respective flats
in the buiding known os “Vastu Impenial - A Wing" beanng MahaRERA
Registration Mo, P5210000%509 ot Pune.

in the present case durng the hedarings held on 1482018 and 21.8.2018
MaohaRERA haod directed the complainant fpromoter to forward draft of modal
agreement for sale fo the respondents. Accordingly. the complainant sent the
droft agreaement to the respondents. However, no response has been given
by the respondents. The motter heard finally foday.

During the hearing the compiginant has argued thal the respcondents are
imvastors and they belong to Marwadl [ Gujarat flain community. In the year
2013, when the soid project was underoken by the complainont the
respondents have booked 2 BHK/3BHK flats In the sald project through ex-
partner of the complainant Mr. Amit Pofel. At that fime, they paid around 25%
to 30% of the booking amount. The respondents have also executed 2 MOLUs
with the complainant ond agreed for slab wise payment menficned in tha said
MO, The complainants further argued that due to non-payment of the
outstanding dues by respondents the project gof stuck and the consfruction
work has stopped. Even since the year 2013 the respondents are not coming
torward for execution and registration of the agreements nor canceling their
boakings. The complalnant therefore prayed for the drections of MohaRERA
U/8 13 of the RERA Act to the respondents to execute the agreement for sale
of in the alternative for directions for cancellation of the said bookings and
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refund fhe amounts poid by the respondents upon sale of the said flats by the
compdainanis.

4. The respondents have disputed the claim of the complainant and argued that
as per the MOU the complginant /promoter was liakle to hand over the
possession of the respective flats to the respondents in the year 2016, However,
no work has been commenced at the site and the complainont has failed to
give possession of their flats. The respondents further argued that they have
lest faith in the complainant as a promaotar and therefore refused to execute
the agreement for sale with the complainant.

5. The MaohaRERA has examined the arguments of both the parties as well as
available record. In fhe present case admittaedly, the respondents hove paid
mare than 10% of amount towards booking of thelr respective flats to tha
complainant, but the registerad agreements for sale have not been executed
between the parties. The complainant has shown his willingness for executing
the registered agreement for scle with the respondents. MOU has also been
entered into by and between the parties wherein the complainant has agreed
to hand over passession of the flets to the respondent by December 2014,
However, til date possession of the flats has not been given to fhe respandent,
Further the respondents have also agreed for siab wise payments, which has
not been done. The complainants argued that since the respondents did nat
pay the autstanding dues. they have not constructed the building and handed
over tha possession of the flats to the respondents. [t shows thal both the parties
are at default and failed o perfarm their iabiities as per the sald MOU,

&, From thase facts it appears that both the complainants as well os respondents
have folled to perform their part of confroct a8 per MOU executed by and
petween the parties. The MchoRERA has no junsciction to ensure specific
performance of the said MOL. Since more than 10% amount has been paid
by the Respondents for bookings of thair respective flats os per Section 13 of
the RERA Act. the complainant /promoter is bound o execute the agreement
for sale with the respondents.

7. In view of the oforesald focts, the MahaRERA directs the comploinant fo
execute the registered agreement for sale with all the 59 respondents within
o period of 45 days from the date of this order, The respondents shall make
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payments in accordonce with the work completed on site aleng with statutary

dues fowards taxes as opplicable,
8. With these directions fhe complaint stands disposed of,

) h
[ Lé-—{ L-u

| Dr. Vijoy Satbir Singh)

Memioer -1 MahaRERA



