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Chandra Shekhar Sinoh
A-504, 10 Vrindavan "socierv

Dhanori Road, Dhanori.
Pune 411 015.

v/s.

M/s.Kul Developers A/t. Ltd.
Kumar Business Centre, 10s floor
CTS No.29, Opp. pune t.ntr"r 

- '
Bundgarden Road,
Pune 411001

. Appellant/s

Respondent/s

o

Adv. Ninad Deshpande for the Appellant

Adv. Nitesh Gala appeared for Respondent / Devetoper.

CORAM :Hon,b|e Shri K. U. CHANDIWAL, J.
Heard on : 20th March, 2018

Drctated/pronounced on: 20u March, 201g
Transcribed on : 21st March, 2O1g

.:oRAL JUDGMENT:-

1) Heard fina y.

2) fne order dtd. 2tu Jan. 2018 of.Ld. Member and Adjudicating Authorityof I4ahaRERA. Mumbai js subiect ol challenge. There is no controv;rsy of theAppeltant booking a flat in th; on(
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.. The Ld. Counsel for the Respondent on instruction says whatever werethe commitments effected / made at ihe iim; ;r Aft;;";;;;,i,;.Jrporateo inthe,Brochure shal be stricuy adhered to on tne oate oi trinoirfouJi'porrur.,o,
to the appeltant.

3) So far as the jO ft. prop. Regional road is concerned, the Ld. Counsel forthe respondent says that it is fo; Municipal Corporation, pun" [o.or#ua,t.

1)- _ In fact, it is for the respondent to discharge obligation under the lawand responsibility cast on it in respect of taying of"theioiJ-ro, ipproacn, ti,eresponsibility can't be shifted to the shoulders oi Municipal Corporat'i6n, eune asthe order of Urban DevetoDmenr Dept. dtd. 4.4.2008 ;;ecfi;i liii,ru,u,y tnuflat purchaser is concerned with access and naturatty it woutJ Oe if," ,"aponrioifityto comply the obligation by respondent.

Il Taking overa effect of the order dtd. 2.d )an.2O!B,I find that the Ld.Member and Adj. Omcer has discussed all the tssues iOr.n*O Jno tn" f"gufposition initiated in terms of Sec. 4 (2) (C) of RERA.

6) The Order has indeed cast responsibilities on the respondent / developerto adhere scruputousty in the time frame ano arso to-'ufioiJ- tomptetionCertificate as mandated under Sec. a (2) (C) of RE&c within; riJnth rrom theorder i.e. 2nd _lanuary, 2018.

7) In totality/ since the date of handing over possession of the apartment
Hj,:tJ.l r.-"g.h"q and it being on 103.2021, tne ipprenension nuiseo oy theappe,ant, are imaginary and i usory. The order under chalenge takes care toprotect interest of the appellant. Hence no interference.

:ORDER:

1) Appeal dismissed.

2) No costs.

3) The respondent to abide the directions dtd. 2"d lan. 2018 of Ld. Member and
Adjudicating Omcer, MahaRERA, Mumbai including ensuring tayinq of :O mtr.
wide proposed Regional ptan road earmarked in th; Noflfica[io;'d ti. q.+.zooa.
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Dictated and pronounced in open Court today.

(K. U, CH IWAL, ].)
President,

I4aharashtra Revenue Tribunal,
Mumbai

& I/c. lvlaharashha Real Estate
Appellate Tribunal, (MahaRERA),

Flumbai

o

Place: Mumbai
Dated: 21st N4arch, 2018


