BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY,
MUMEBAI

1. Complaint No. CC005000000022517

Abhiruchi Prashant Kulkarmi L. Complainant
Along with
2, Complaint No. CC005000000022518
Mangesh Chougule e COMpiainant
Along with
3. Complaint No. CC00500000002251%
Kanchan KEothaowade .o COmMplainant
Alang with
4. Complaint No. CC005000000022551
Revah Ramesh Jashi v COmplainant
Along with

5. Complaint Ne. CC005000000022554

ChefonMame: = & LI =T'F. N 5 Complainant
Along with
6. Complaint No. CCO05000000022554
SUTHTE FORCROXGMZWOITT il % e st o Comglainant
Along with
7. Complaint No. CC005000000022550
Deepak Ghapure s Compliainant
Alang with
8. Complaint No. CC0050000000225464
Precti Choudhery L Comploinant
Along with
?. Complaint No. CC005000000022565
Chetan Vasarn! Mame L Complainant
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Along with
10. Complaint No. CC005000000022548

Rajendra Baban Mabale Compiainant
Along with
11. Complaint No. CC005000000022400
shorang Kedem L Complainant
Along with

12. Complaint No. CCO0S00000002257 3

Shargd Mahale e COomplainant
Along with
13. Complaint No. CC005000000022574
sandeep Shrikant Kondhare v Complainant
Alang with
14. Complaint No. CC005000000022588
Meera] Maheshwar e OMpPlQinant
Along with
15. Complaint No. CC005000000022575
swanand Madhusudan Eulkarni=s el S8 8 - Complainant
Aléng with
16.. Complaint No. CC005000000022587
Pritam Kulkami v COmplainants
Along with
17. Complaint No. CC005000000022578
Amol Ankush Bhandowalkor oo Comploinant
Along with
18. Complaint No. CC005000000022585
Swapnil § Sowargaenkar L Complainant
Along with

19. Complaint No. CC005000000022581
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Yishal Vinayak Divekor

sameer Bothre

Suresh Kaole

Chetan Udgir

Ajit Gujrathi

aAMIAY LUBHE

PRACH! 5 KOTASTHAMNE

EAILAS YEMPURE

e COMplainan!

Along with
20. Complaint No. CC005000000022541

e COmplainant
Along with
21. Complaint No. CC005000000022564
..... Complainant

Along with
22, Complaint No. CC005000000022571

..... Complainant
Along wilh
23. Complaint No. CC0050000000225%7

..... Complainant

Along with
24, Complaint No. CCO05000000022404

v OmMploinan!

Alora with
25. Complaint No. CC005000000022503
..... Complainant

Along with
26, Complaint No. CCO05000000022572

..... Complainant

Along with
27. Complaint No. CC0050000000225%8
LahuWagh L Complainant
Alang with
28, Complaint No, CC00500000002257%
Subas Pradeep Hanshchandre L Complainant

Alang with
29. Complaint No. CC00500000002258%
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Rajv Laxmikant Bhople .... Compiginant

Along with
30. Complaint No. CC0050000000225%94
Laxmikan! Mandole e COomploinant
Along with
31. Complaint No. CC005000000022584
Vilas Momdeo Pk Complainant
Along with
32. Complaint No. CC005000000022557
Milesh Premraj Ingole Complainant
Along with
33. Complaint No. CC005000000022550
sarang Tokalker L Complainant
Along with
34. Complaint No. CC0O05000000022555
Rakesh Kailash Agarwal .o Complainant
Along with
35 . Complaint No. CC005000000022563
AmarAmnaweli 0 0 TIFSIT B Complainarit
Along with
346. Complaint No. CC0050000000225%95
Privanka Niranjan Jadnav weees COMPlIQInGnt
Along with
37. Complaint No. CC005000000022591
Shrirang Shrikant Kumibhar vreee mOmplainant
Along with

38. Complaint No. CC005000000022592

sagar Prakash Metha ... COMplainant
Along with
39. Complaint No. CC005000000022552
Anil Chovdas Chaudhary e Complainant
Along with

40. Complaint No. CC00500000002256%
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Rupesh Ramesh Medhekar e COMPlainont

Along with
41. Complaint No. CC005000000022580
sanjay Shankar Patil ..o COMplainant
Along with

42. Complaint Ne. CC005000000022577

ymesn Pl Complainant
Along with

43. Compilaint No. CC005000000011913

BHARAT CHAUDHARI ... COMplainant
Along with
44. Complaint No. CCO05000000022084

AKSHAY RAVINDRA SUDAME .r-r. Complainant
VERSUS
Frakesh Chavenr & [T T 0N | .. Respondent

Project Registration Na.

Coram: Hon'ble Dr. Vijay Satbir Singh, Member - 1/MahaRERA
The complainants present in person afw Adv. Mohile.

The respondent present in person.

ORDER
(6" May, 2019)

I. The above complainants are allottees in the project Sai Velocity-2 being
developed by the responden! at Karve Nagar, Pune, They have
execuled agreements for sale in respect of their opartments. The
agreed dale of possession in their respective agreements |[ie.
December 2017, May 2018 efc.) is over. As the respondent failed to
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complete projec! and handover the possession of their opartments
according to their agreements, they have filed these complaints with
MahaRERA praying for payment of interasi and complefion of the

project.

- The complaints were heard in the presence of concerned parfies. The
respondent agreed that the project had got delaved. He poinfed out
fhat the payment made by many complainants was not on fime which
o some extent, resulted in delay. He also submitted that he could not
gel necessary permissions of the planning authority such as Town
Planning Authority Pune and PMRDA on time which further delayed the
project. He informed that he was in a position to complete the project
by end of June 2019 ond he would be able 1o handover the possession

atter getting the cccupancy cerlificate in two months after that.

- The facts of this case as discussed above Clearty show thal the project
got delayed ond respondent failed to hondover the possession of flats
‘0 the complaingnts in accordance with the provisions in the

agreement.

- Most of the complainants have also paid 90% of the consideration value
of their flots. Hence, they connot to be held responsitle for respondent
not being able fo complete the project. Although the latter had difficulty
in gelting the necessary permissions from plionning authority, the

complainants can't be blamed for thot.

- According to the provisions of section 18 of the Real Estate (Regulation
and Development| Act, 2016, the complainants are entitled fo poyment

of interest, The provisions of Ihis section are reproduced below:

" Refurn of amount and compensation: (1] if the promoter fails fo

complete oris ungble fo give possessions of an apartment plot or

building
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a) In ogcordance with the ferms of the agreement for sale or, as the
Case Mt duly completed by the date specilied th ain!

b) Due to disconfinues of his business as a developer on account of
suspension of revocation of the registration under this Act or for Qny

other reason.
He shall be lioble on demand to the alloftess in cose the allottes

wishes fo withdraw from the project, withgut prejudice to any other
emedy available, fo return the amount received by him in respect

of that apartment, plot, building as the cose may be, with interest at

such rate as mo rescribed in this behaglf includgin

compensation in the manner as provided under this Act:

Frovigded theat where an alloffee does not intend ta withdraw from
the project, he shall aid the meoter, inferest for eve
month of delay, fil the handling aver of the possession, gf such rate

Q5 may be prescribed ™

8. In view of the aoforesaid facts ond discussion. the respondent is hereby
directed to pay the complainants, interest for the period of delay at the
rate prescribed by MahaRERA ie. MCLR + 2% on the maney paid by
them fill the actual date of possession of their respective apartments.
The respondent shall have the liberty to defer the payment till he
completes the project and gsts occupancy cerlificate, He is also
allowed to recover the outstanding dues from the complginants in

accordance with the provisions in the agreement,

7. Accordingly, all the complaints stand disposed of,

(D Vijay smbifﬁg/hjl’

Member - 1 /MahaRERA



