
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAI- ESTATE REGUTATORY AUTHORITY.
MUMBAI

COMPLAINT No: CC00600000004405 I

Piyush G. S. Soros Comploinont

Versus

Mohendro Konumgo Respo nden t

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P5l 700008205

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

The comploinont oppeored in person.

The respondent oppeored in person.
Order

(2no July, 201B)

l. The obove comploinont hos filed this comploint seeking directions from

ihis Auihority io the respondent to poy him for deloyed possession in

respect of booking of o Flot No. 202 on 20rh floor in 'B' Wing of the Building

known os "Pinnocolo", beoring MohoRERA registered Pro.iect No.

P5170008205 ot Miro Bhoyondor, Dist. Thone.

2 The comploinont hos orgued thot he hod booked the flot in the

respondent's project in the month of October, 2016 ond the registered

ogreemeni wos executed on llth November, 2016. As per the soid

ogreement, the respondent wos lioble to hond over possession of the

flot to the comploinont on or before 31il Morch, 2017. However, the

respondent foiled to hond over the possession of the flot on or before

the due dote ond orolly ossured him thot he would hond over the

possession of the soid flot by July, 2017 . But, even in the monih of July,

2017, the respondent could not give possession of the flot to the

comploinont.Thereofter,inthemonthofFebruory,20l8thepossession
of the soid flot wos honded over to the comploinont. The comploinont

is, therefore, seeking interest for ihe deloyed possession'

3.Therespondenthosdisputeoihec|oimofthecomploinontondsioied
thot os per clouse-17 of the registered ogreement for sole executed

t^,({ c r-,-



between the comploinont ond the respondent, the possession of the flot

wos to be honded over to the comploinont on or before 3l st Morch 2017

with groce period of one yeor i.e.3lst Morch,20l8 only ond within the

soid period the respondent hos completed the construction of the

building ond hod given possession of the flot to the comploinont.

Therefore, there is no deloy of qll ond olso no breoch of the terms ond

conditions of the soid ogreemenl. Hence, he is not lioble to poy ony

interest to the comploinont os proyed for.

4. This Authority hos exomined the orguments of both the porties ond olso

perused the registered ogreement for sole, registered on I I tn

November,20l6 which is submitted on record. Clouse-l7 of the soid

registered ogreement clorifies ihot the respondent wos lioble to hond

over the possession of the soid flot to the comploinont on 3lst Morch,

2018 including the groce period of one yeor. During the heoring, the

comploinont hos odmitted thot he hos been honded over the

possession of the soid flot by the respondent in the month of Februory

2018 itself, which shows thot within the stipuloted time period mentioned

in the soid ogreement, the possession of the soid flot wos given to the

comploinont. The porties to the ogreement connot re-write the terms

ond conditions of the soid ogreement ond the some is binding upon
both the porties. Moreover, Section-lB of the Reol Estote (Regulotion &
Development ) Act, 2016 will come into effect if there is ony breoch of
terms ond conditions of the registered Agreement.

5. ln view of the obove focts, this Authority feels thot there is no violotion of
ony terms ond conditions by the respondent, ond the comploinont
con't seek ony relief under Section- l8 of the RERA Act, 2016. Therefore.
he is not entitled to cloim ony relief from this Authority.

6. ln view of the obove, the comploint stonds dismissed for wont of merits.

j.-t* ul"
( Dr. vijoy So tOf-Sin g h, 1

Member-1, MohoRERA


