
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAT ESTATE REGUTATORY AUTHORITY,

MUMBAI

COMPLAI NI NO: CC005000000000640

Somrot Ashok SRA Co-operotive Housing Society & other three members

Comploinonts
Versus

M/s. Skylink Hospitolity LLP

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P5l 800000370
Respondent

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

Advocote Mr. Mohesh Kodom oppeored for the comploinont.

Advocote Mr. Chirog Komdor oppeored for the respondenl

Order

(lEth December 2017)

I. The comploinonts, o slum dwellers' Society ond other three members, hove

filed this comploint seeking directions to the respondent to revoke/concel

the project registered by the respondent with MohoRERA beoring No.

P51800000370 on the ground of vorious olleged illegolities done by the

respondenl while implementing the S.R. Scheme under regulotion 33(l 0) of

DCR-1991 reod wilh Appendix-tV.

2. This motter wos heord todoy. The comploinonis stoted lhol Somrot SRA

Co-operotive Housing Society wos formed by the occuponts of plot of

lond beoring CTS No.3670 to 3683/i.3684 to 3744,374411,3745 to 3752,

375211. 3753, 375311, 3754 & 3754/1 Io 6 of Villoge Kole Kolyon, Word HE.
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Ashok Nogor, Vokolo Bridge, Sontocruz (Eosl), Mumboi-400 055. The Society

oppointedlherespondentosit'spromoterloimplementtheirscheme
under SRA. However, the respondent storted moking chonges in lhe

locotionoftheSocietybyomolgomotingtheplotwithonodjoiningplol.
The comploinonts, therefore, filed on opplicotion under seclion l3(2) of the

MohoroshlroslumAreos(l,C&RlAcl,lgTlforterminotionofthe
oppointmentofiherespondeniospromoterbeforetheSRAondthesome

is pending. ln view of the soid focts, the comploinonts hove requested lo

concel the regislrotion certificote issued by the MohoRERA in fovour of the

respondent.

3. The respondent hos stoted, os per the terms ond conditions of the

Development Agreement with the Society. he hos every rights to

club/omolgomote lhe odiocent plots with the consent of the comploinont

society. Even while obtoining permissions from the SRA, the respondent hos

given on undertoking lo toke consent of the concerned, before obtoining

revised permissions for omolgomotion of the scheme. The respondent

further sloted thot lhere ore no volid grounds for concellotion of the

registrotion issued by the MohoRERA. Moreover, lhis is not the proper forum

1o chollenge the vorious permissions gronted by the SRA. The respondenl,

therefore, requested to reject this comploint.

4. Considering the rivol submissions mode by bolh the porlies, this Authority

feels thot by filing the present comploint, the comploinonts hove mode

grievonces oboul the permissions obtoined by the respondent from SRA.

This is not the oppropriote forum to chollenge the soid permissions ond for

thot the comploinonts hove to toke oction os per provisions of Mohoroshtro

Slum Areos (1, C &R) AcI, 1971. Even the comploinonts hove not submitted

ony documentory proof to show thot the respondent hos obtoined

MohoRERA registrotion certificote by froud ond misleoding the MohoRERA
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ond os on dote the respondent is not the promoter on record of SRA'

Therefore, it would not be proper to concel the soid registrolion'

5. ln view of the obove, there ore no merits in the comploint' Hence the

comploint stonds dismissed.

(Dr. Vijoy Sotbir Singh)
Member-1
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