
COMPLAINT No: CC00500000001 1032

Mr. Amitovo Ghosh

Comploinont

Versus

M/s. Shree Soi Associotes

MohoRERA Registrotion No. p52lOOOl 19tO

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

The comploinont oppeored in person.

Mr. Yogesh Zogode oppeored for the respondent

Respondent

Order

(gt April 20'18)

l. The comploinont is on ollottee in the MohoRERA registered project beoring

No. P52,|0001 1910 belonging to the respondent, promoter. He purchosed

o flot beoring No. 1004, in Building known os " Phose V - Ml " ot Chokon in

Pune. He hos filed this comploint seeking directions from this Authority to

the respondent to :

i) comply with the order doted l6-01-2018 possed by the Consumer

forum,

ii) poy rent ot the rote of Rs. 8,500/- per month.

iii) poy interest @247" tor our own contribution.

iv) horossment chorges of Rs.4,50.000/-.

2. This motter wos heord todoy. During the heoring, the comploinont hos

orgued thot he hod booked the flot in the yeor 2015 for o totol

considerotion omount of Rs. 17.38 lokh. Out of this, he hos poid on omount
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of Rs 6.25 lokh. However, the respondent hos not conied out ony

construction on site so for. Hence, he wonted to concel the booking ond

to get his money refunded. He, therefore, opprooched the Stote District

Consumer Dispute Redressol Forum, Pune by filing comploint

No.APDF/267 ll7. The Stote District Consumer Dispute Redressol Forum hos

possed on order on 16-01-2018 ond issued certoin directions to the

respondent, which ore not yet been complied wiih by the respondent. He,

therefore, opprooched this Authority for oppropriote directions to the

respondent to implement the soid order.

3. However, the respondent disputed the cloim of the comploinoni ond

stoted ihot he wos going to chollenge the order doted 1 6-0.l-20,l 8 possed

by the Stote District Consumer Dispute Redressol Forum before the opex

court.

4. ln view of these focts, this Authority is of the view thot odmittedly there is

on order possed by the Siote District Consumer Dispute Redressol Forum

under the provisions of MOFA Act, which is still in force. Therefore, the

comploinon.l con not file the porollel proceeding before this Authority for

the some grievonces. Further, the comploinont is not oble to estoblish his

cose under ony provision of the Reol Estote (Regulotion & Development),

AcI ,2016 for which he is seeking such reliefs from ihis Authority.

5. Considering the oforesoid legol position, this Authority con noi entertoin

this comploint.

6. The comploint, therefore, stonds dismissed for wont of merits.

(Dr. Vijoy Sotbir Singh)
Member-l /MohoRERA
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