
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY,

MUMBAI
COMPLAINT No: CC00500000001 1 485

Mr. Romesh Bhondori
VersuS

Comploinont

l. M/s. PSPB lnfrostructures
2. Mls. Romsor Builders Respondenls

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P52l 0001 5098

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

Adv. Vishol Kole oppeored for the comploinont.

Adv. Kolyoni Poihok oppeored for the respondents.

ORDER
(251h September, 2018)

1. The comploinont hos filed the present comploint seeking direciions of

MohoRERA ogoinsi the respondents for violotion of Section- 4 of RERA Act

ond to concel the RERA Registrotion Cerlificote of the respondents' proiect

No. P 521000015098 o1 Pune, till the finol settlement of dispute ond/or coses

ore resolved.

2. The motter wos heord on the given dotes ond finolly on 4-09-2018. During

the heorings, ihe comploinont orgued thot ihe respondents ore not ihe

originol owners of the project registered by the respondent No.l M/s. PSPB

lnfrostructures. The respondent No. 2 viz., Mls. Romsor Builders is ihe

owner of the lond wherein the project is underioken. The comploinoni

further orgued thot there ore title disputes pending before the Civil Court

ond thot there ore 2 FlRs, one beoring No.3l of 2015 ond onother No.26 of

2015 lodged ogoinst the respondents. However, while regisiering the soid

project with RERA, the respondent No.l hos not disclosed obout oll the

pending litigotions on the MohoRERA website. The comploinont further
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stoled thot there ore obout l4litigotions pending which ore required to be

disclosed on the MohoRERA website. ln oddition, the comploinont olso

orgued thot there ore discreponcies in title report given by odvocote, who

subsequently withdrew the title certificoie issued by him ond thereofter the

respondent No.I hos obtoined onother title certificote from onother

Advocote ogoinst whom the comploinont hos filed comploint. Even os

per Section 4(2)(b) encumbronces hove not been disclosed by the

respondents.

3. The respondents disputed the cloim of the comploinont ond orgued thot

oll the litigotions ore pending with regord to the title of soid lond ond this

hos been disclosed on MohoRERA website. The respondent No.l furlher

orgued thot the comploinont hos filed suit chollenging the permission

gronted by ihe Authorities in respect of the soid construction project.

However, in none of ihe soid suits the comploinont hos succeeded in
obtoining fovouroble orders. The respondent No.l hos shown willingness

to uplood oll the litigotions ond olso updote the MohoRERA website in

respect of lhe soid project.

4. Considering the submissions mode by both the porties ond willingness

shown by the respondents to updote ihe relevont informotion on the

MohoRERA website, MohoRERA directs the comploinoni to forword to the

respondenls the list of oll the l4litigotions to be disclosed on the MohoRERA

website. On receipt thereof the respondents ore directed to go through

the soid list ond toke necessory oppropriote steps to disclose lhe some on

MohoRERA website within 15 doys from the dote of receipt of the

communicotion from the comploinont.

5. ln view of the obove, nothing survives in the comploint ond hence, the

comploint stonds disposed of.

,e< -tt
(Dr. Vijoy Singh)lr

2

Member-l /MqhoRERA


