
BEFORE THE MAHARASHIRA REAI ESIATE REGUTATORY AUIHORITY,

MUMBAI

COMPLAINT NO: CC00600000000 I 474

Mr. Jignesh Burmekor

Versus

Comploinonts

M/s. Sopphire Spoce lnfrocon Pvt Ltd

MohoRERARegiskotionNo. P99000011436
Respondent

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

Mr. Rojendro Bhurmekor fother of the comploinont oppeored in person'

Advocole Ms. Deepo Pohujo oppeored for the respondent

Order

(20t, December 2017)

I . The comploinont hos filed this comploint seeking directions of this Authority

to the respondent to give eorly possession of the row house booked by him

the MohoRERA regislered project beoring No' P99000011436'

2. This motter wos heord todoy. During the heoring the representotive of the

comploinont hos stoted thot since lhe respondent hos deloyed the

possession of the row house, he wonts to wilhdrow from the project ond he

requested for refund of the omount poid to the respondent'

3. The respondent hos stoted thot due to the following reosons the proiect got

deloyed ond some wos beyond their control'

o. lmposition of blonkel bon by lhe Hon'ble High Court oi Bomboy on

dredging of river sond in or obout Seplember 2010 ond consequenl

shortoge in the supply of river sond. lt hod effected on whole reol

estole industry ond the work come to o stondstill ond lhe

constructionsworkgotodverselyimpocted.Thefirstcontroctor

oppointed by the respondent wos running beyond schedule' The

soid foct wos informed lo the comploinonts to poy bolonce

instollmeni omount to be poid by them on completion of lhe

construction milestone only. The respondent brought this to the

notice of ollotiees ond ollowed them lo poy the bolonce money on



thecomplelionofconstruction.Theshortogeofsondresultedin
price rise ond cosl escolotion.

b. ln the meonlime due to omendments in DCR in the yeor 2012

which resulted in the plons/ permissions being held up for

prolonged period, the prolect got deloyed'

c. After terminotion of the first controctor the respondent oppointed 2no

conlroctorinJon2Ol2tocompetethependingconstructionwork@

Rsl054.5persq.ft'Evenhefoiledtocompletetheconstructionwork

due to increose in construction cosl 0nd therefore his service wos olso

lerminoted in Jon 20,l3.

d. Thereofter due to business loss, the dispute orose between Shrirom

ond Conglome. Then, the project got deloyed'

However, the respondent stoted thot the row house of the comploinont will

get reody by Jonuory 2018 ond he will hond over the possession of the some

1o the comploinont bY thot time.

4. Considering the rivol submissions mode by both the porlies, this Authority

feels lhot in the comploint filed before this Authority, the comploinont hos

sought directions lo the respondent to give eorly possession of the row

housebookedbyhimondnoproyerforrefundorinteresthosbeenmode

byhim.Hencethecomploinontconnotcloimonyreliefwhichisnotproyed

for in lhis comploint. Moreover, the respondenl hos ogreed to hondover

possession of the row house to lhe comploinonl by Jonuory 2018. Since the

proiect is olmost complete, this Authority directs the respondent to

hondoverthepossessionoftherowhouselolhecomploinontby3lil
Jonuory 2018, foiling which he sholl be lioble to poy interest os per the RERA

Acl ond Rules mode there under from I st Februory 201 8'

5. With these directions, the comploint slonds disposed of'

(Dr. vijo tbir Singh)
Member-l


