
Mr. Gonesho Mohon
Versus

M/s. Nirmol Lifeslyle Ltd

Comploinont

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P5l B0OO03l BB Responde nt

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

Adv. Nllesh Dos oppeored for the comploinont.
Mr. Rohit Chovon oppeored for the respondent.

Order
(31s1 August. 201B)

L The comploinont/ollotlee hos filed this comploint seeking directions to the

respondent to refund the omount of Rs.73,34,296l- (Rupees Seventy Three

Lokhs Thirty Four Thousond Two Hundred Ninety Six) poid by him to the

respondent in respeci of booking of o flot No. 2306 odmeosuring 952 sq. ft.

corpet oreo in the building known os "Turquoise" beoring MohoRERA

Registrotion No. P51800003188 ot Mulund. Mumboi.

2. During the heorings, the comploinont hos orgued thot he hod booked the

soid flot in the respondeni's prolect ond on ollotment letter wos issued on 20th

November, 2012. The registered ogreement for sole wos olso executed on 26ih

December, 2013. The soid flot wos booked for the totol considerotion omount

of Rs.1,22,58,708/- (Rupees One Crore Twenty Two Thousond Fifty Eight

Thousond Seven Hundred Eight) ond the comploinont hos poid more thon 50%

omount towords the cost of the soid flot. According to the terms ond

conditions of the soid ogreement, the respondent wos lioble to hond over the
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possession of the soid flot on or before June, 2016 with o groce period of six

months i.e. by De. 2016. However, due to finonciol difficulties, the comploinoni

hos concelled lhe soid booking vide letter 17-1-2015. However, till dote the

comploinont hos not received refund from the respondent. Hence, this

comploint hos been filed.

3. Now, the comploinont is seeking refund of the omount poid by him olong wiih

the interest os well os compensotion of Rs.l 0,00,000/- towords mentol

horossment. Hence, this comploint hos been filed.

5. During the heoring, mother of the comploinont Mrs. Rogini Mohon, hos filed

intervention opplicotion on record of MohoRERA ond orgued thot ihe soid flot

wos jointly booked by oll the three fomily members viz. Mr. Gonesho Mohon,

his wife Mrs. Anito Gonesho ond Mrs. Rogini Mohon ond she hod poid

substontiol omount of Rs. 64,35,552/- 1o the respondent from her own occount.

Therefore, if her son is in the process of getting the soid booking concelled ond

toking refund, she orgued, thot she hos objection for the some.

6. The MohoRERA hos considered the submissions mode by both the porties.

Primo-focie, it oppeors thot odmittedly the booking of the flot wos jointly done

in three nomes i.e. the comploinont, his Wife ond Mother. However, the

registered ogreement for sole hos been registered in fovour of the comploinont

only. ln this cose, the Authority feels thot since there is o dispute by ond

between the fomily members, MohoRERA hos no jurisdiction to try ond settle

ihe fomily disputes. Though ihe ollotment letter wos issued in the joint nomes,

the some hos been culminoted into o registered ogreemenl for sole, wherein
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4. The respondent orgued thot he is reody to refund the omount poid by the

comploinont. However, os there is o fomily dispute roised by moiher of the

comploinont, one Mrs. Rogini Mohon, he could not refund the omount to the

comploinont so for.
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the nome of Mrs Rogini Mohon is not oppeoring in the registered Agreement

for Sole. The porties moy opprooch the Civil Court to resolve iheir disputes.

7. With the obove directions, the comploint stonds disposed of.

{Dr. Vijoy Sotbir Singh)
Member- l /MohoRERA
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