
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

MUMBAI
ComPloinl No. CC00500000001 1 598

M/s. G.T. Developers
Versus

Mr. Provin Uttomroo Kokode
Mohoroshtro Registrotion No. P52100006218

......... Comploinont

Respondent

Corom: Dr. Vijoy Sotbir Singh, Member- l, MohoRERA

Representotive of comploinont oppeored in person
None oppeored for the respondent

ORDER
(l9th September, 20lB)

The comploinont / promoter hos filed this comploint seeking directions from

MohoRERA to the respondent / ollotiee to moke bolonce poymeni with

compensotion or concellotion of the Floi No. 901 on 9th floor by the

respondent / ollottee in the proiect of the comploinont known os 'Mongol

Dhooro' ot Pune beoring MohoRERA Registrotion no. 521000062,l8'

2. The motler wos heord todoy. During the heoring, none oppeored for the

respondent. Hence, the MohoRERA heord the orguments of the

comploinoni. The representotive of the comptoinont orgued thot the

respondent/ollotteehosbookedoflotinhisprojectondexecuted
registered ogreement for sole ond on omount of Rs.40 lokhs is outstonding

os on dote. The respondent hos obtoined the comploinont's Noc in fovour

of LIC Housing Finonce Ltd. for o loon ond he returned the some' The

respondent / ollottee hos booked the flol for o totol considerotion omount

of Rs.54 lokhs out of which he hos poid on omount of Rs.l4 lokhs only till

todoy.

3. The comploinont further orgued thot the respondent is involved in criminol

octivity in ioking multiple funding from more thon one bonk for one flot. The

comploinont, therefore, sought directions from MohoRERA to the

respondenttopoytheoutstondingduesorconcellotionofthebookingof
the flot.
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4. None oppeored for respondent. Hence MohoRERA hos heord this on

merits. The comploinont hos orgued thot the respondent / ollottee is

neither poying the outstonding dues towords the booking of lhe soid flot

nor he is concelling the soid flot. Since lhe respondent is involved in the

coses of multiple funding, he wonts to concel the soid booking ond

therefore, he requested MohoRERA to issue directions for concellotion of

the respondenl's ollotment.

5. The MohoRERA hos exomined the orguments of the comploinont os well os

the relevont record produced. From the ogreement for sole submitted by

the comploinont on record, it oppeors thot the respondent hos purchosed

the soid flot for o totol considerotion of Rs. 54 lokhs. The soid poyment wos

to be done os per the schedule of ogreement for sole. The comploinont

hos orgued thot the respondent is noi poying the outstonding dues ond

therefore, he is seeking concellotion of the soid booking by the

respondeni.

5. ln this regord, the MohoRERA feels thot there is no provision under the RERA

Act,2o16 to issue such directions for concelloiion of booking. Further, in the

present cose odmittedly there is o registered ogreement for sole execuled

under the provisions of ihe MoFA Act ond the some is binding upon both

the porties. Moreover, there is specific clouse No.4.2 mentioned in the soid

ogreement which provides the concellotion of booking in cose of defoult.

Since both the comploinonts os well os respondents hove signed the soid

ogreement which is duly registered, the complolnont is ot liberty to ioke

recourse os per the soid clouse mentioned in the ogreement.

7 ln the light of these focts, ihe comploint sionds disposed of .

(Dr. Vijoy Sotbir Singh)
Member-1, MohoRERA
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