
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAI ESTATE REGUTATORY AUTHORITY,

MUMBAI
CoMPLAINI No: CC00600000001 2346

Disho Solion & Horish Modonkop

Comploinonls

Versus

M/s. Nirmol Lifestyle (Kolyon) Privote Limited

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P5l 70000551 8
Respondent

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

Mr. Sodik Pothon. CA oppeored in person for the comploinonls.

Mr. Rohit Chovon oppeored for the respondeni.

Order

(l 9ih Jonuory, 201 8)

l. The comploinonts hove joinily booked o flot beoring No. 8-,1201 in lhe

respondent's projeci, known os "Lifestyle City Kolyon - Excel B" locoted ol

Kolyon, Disl Thone, beoring MohoRERA regislroiion No. P51700005518. The

respondent hos issued o letter doted 29-06-2015 regording the soid booking

ond the terms ond conditions of. Accordingly, lhe comploinonts poid 20%

omount to the respondent. However, till dote the possession of the flot is

not given to them. Therefore, the comploinonts hove opprooched this

Authority seeking directions to the respondent to refund the booking

omount poid by them with interest.

2. This motter wos heord lodoy. Mr. Sodik Polhon, CA oppeored for the

comploinonts ond sloted thot the comploinonts hove poid 20% omount to

the respondent ond requested him to execute registered ogreement for



sole. However, the respondent did not execute the ogreement so for ond

deloyedthepossessionondeventhereisnoprogressinconstruclionon

site. Hence, the comploinonls requested for refund of the booking omounl

with inlerest.

3. The respondent disputed the cloim of the comploinonts ond stoted thot

thereisnoogreementforsoleexecutedbetweenthem'Further'thereis

no ogreed dote of possession' Hence' the present comploint is not

mointoinoble. However, wilhout prejudice lo their rights ond contenlions'

the respondent hos submitted o written undertoking on record of lhis

Authority stoting thot he will refund oll lhe omounl poid by the

comploinonts, within o period of tour months from the dote from which the

concellotion procedure is token ploce'

4. Considering lhe obove focts, this Authority is of the view thol there is no

violotion of Section-18 provisions of RERA Act' Rules ond Regulotions mode

there under, os no ogreement wos executed between the comploinonts

ondtherespondenl.Therefore,thecomploinontsorenotentilledforony

interest os proyed by him. However, the respondent hos given written

undertoking on record of this Authority stoting thot he will refund the

bookingomounttothecomploinonts.Thesoidunderlokingistokenon
record.

ln view of obove, the comploinl slonds disposed of'

(Dr. Vijoy Singh)
Member-l


