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1. The Complainant in his complaint has stated that he is the owner of the land

admeasuring 742.5 E meters bearing final plot no.238 (hereinafter referred to as the

said plot) of Town Planning Scheme, Ghatkopar No. III situated at village Ghatkopar-

Kirol, Taluka Kurla, and the said plot is part of the proiect land which is is taken up

for development by the Respondent 1. The Complainant alleged that even though the

said plot does not have the required sanctions and approvals the Respondent t has

registered the said plot and Respondent 2 has marketed the said project. Therefole, he

prayed that Respondent 1's project registration be levoked and the Respondents be

restratined from issuing any advertisement or prosPectus in any form or manner

informing, offering or inviting for sale or purchase of any aPartment or building to be

constructed on, or utilizing the FSI fot the said plot.

2. On the first date of hearing, Respondent 1 was absent. The l,eamed Counsel for

Respondent 2 submitted that the Respondents initially were in talks for marketing the
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said project but the same have failed and that Respondent 2 is no longer associated

with the said project.

3. On the next date of hearing, Respondent 1 submitted that since the said Plot is not

approved by the planning authority it has been registered as part of the proposed

project and the same has been sufficiently disclosed in the legal title report and

encumbrance certificate uploaded on the registration webpage. Further, he submitted

that the Complainant's right over the said plothas been assigned to another party from

whom the promoter has agreed to purchase the plot and conveyance of the same is

still pending.

4. In view of the above, since Respondent t has made sufficient disclosures pertaining to

the said plot in the legal title report and encumbrance certificate uploaded in their

registration webpage, revocation of the project regishation at this stage is not required.

5. Consequently, the matter is hereby disposed of.

tam Chatterjee)
Chairperson, MahaRERA
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