
BEFORE THE

MAHARASHTRA REAL ESl'ATE REGULATORY ALIHORITY

MUMBAI

COMPLAINT NO: CC006000000023762

Barodawala Properties Pvt Ltd Complainant

Peninsula Land Limitcd
MahaRERA Regn. No. P51900005432 Respondent

Corum: Shri. Gautam Chatteiee, Chaitperson, N{aiaRERA

Complainant was represented by M/s. MDP Parbrc$, advocates.
Respondmt was represented by Nls. Rasika \taskar, authorised representative t

Order

May 24.2018

1. The Complainant had booked aparhnents bearing No. 2301-A and 2501-4 in the

Respondenfls project 'Celestia Spaces' situated at Scwri".Mumbai through an

allotment letter dated March 27, 2015. lhe Complainants atleged that they were

promised that the possession cif the said aparhltent will be handed over to them by

December, 2018 but has not put the proposed datc of completion of the said project as

31st December 2020 in their MahaRERA regishation webpage. Therefore, they played

that the Respondent be directed to refulrd the entire amount paid by them along with

interest and compensation as per the provisions of se(tion 18 of the Real Estate

(Regulation and Development) Act, 2016.

2. During the course of the hearing, the advocate for the Complainant submitted that

they are hilling to consider staying in the said project provided a reasonable timeline

for dclivery o[ handing over possession is mcntioned in the agreement for sale.

3. The advocate for the Respondent stated that thev are willing to execute dle agreement

for sale and that ihe apartments if ill be handed over bv December 2020 as stated in
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4. The advocate for the ComPlainant submitted that the Payment Plan executed between

the parties stated that the last Payment is to be done in December 2018 and therefole

the Respondent had agreed to handover Possession by December 2018 The advocate

for the Respondent submitted the Payment Plan was devised based on cost

negotiations that haPPened betlr'een the parties and was not lelated to the delivery for

handinS over possession.

5. As per the provisions of the Rule 4 of the Maharashtra Real Estate (Regulation and

Development) (Registration of Real Estate Projects, Registration of Real Estate Agents,

Rate6 of lnterest and Disclosx res on Websitc) Rules, 2017 the rcvised date of Possession

for an ongoing project has to be commensurate with the extent of balance development

and accordingly the timeline proposed by the ResPondent is leasonable.

6. In view of the above facts, the parties, if the ComPlainant is interested in continuing

in the said project, are direded to execute the agreement for sale as Per the Provisions

of section 13 of the Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Act 2015 and the rules

and regulations rnade thereunder within 30 days from the date of this Clrder. The

Respondent shall handover possession of the said apartrnent, with Occupancy

Certificate, to the Complainants tefore the pe od ending December 31,2020, failing

which the Respondent shall be liable to paJ' inteEst to the Complainant from January

1, 2021 ti1l the actual date of possession, on the entire amount Paid by the ComPlainant

to the Respondent. The said interest shall be at the rate as Prescribed under Rule 18 of

the Maiarashtra Real Estate (Regulation and DeveloPment) (Regishation of Real

Estate Proiects, Registlation of Real Estate Agents, Rate of Interest and Disclosures on

Website) Rlles, 201 7.
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Ma}laRERA

then MahaRERA registration webPage SPecifically, he submitted that the said prorect

is a 63-storev tower and that a timeline of minimum two years is required for

completion of the said Proiecl

7. Consequently, the matter is hereby disposed o[.



BEFORE THE

MAHAITASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

MUMBAI

COMPLAINT NO: CC006000000023762

Application for clarification of Order dated May ,20trB

Barodawala Properties PvL Ltd.

Peninsula t-and Lirnited
MahaRERA Regn. No. P51900009720

Complainant

Respondent

Corum: Sh . Gautam Chatteriee, Chairperson, MahaRERA

Complainant was replesented by advocates of M/s. MDP Paftrers.
Respondent was reprcsented by Ms. Rasika Waskar, Authorised repres€ntative.

Order

July 30, 2018

1. Complainant has filed an application for clarification of Order dated May 25,
2018 (hereinafter refered to as the said Ordel) passed by MahaRERA in the
present compliaint.

2. Matter was kept for hearing on July 23, 2018. Heard both the parties.

3. It was explained to the Complainant that the operative pait of the said Order
in para 6 is to be read in consonance with para 2 of the same.

4. IrI view of the above, no clarfication in the Order dated May 25, 2018 is
required.

Chatteree)
Ma}laRERA


