
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAI. ESTATE REGUTATORY AUTHORITY,
MUMBAI

COMPLAINT No: CC00500000001 l4Z8

Mr. Bhorot Chovon ond Roni Chovon Comploinonls

Versus
M/s. Shivom Nokodo Buildcon

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P52l 0001 3657
.......... Respondent

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

The comploinoni oppeored in person.
None oppeored for the respondent.

Order
(25rh June, 20lB)

1. The comploinonts hove filed this comploint seeking directions from this

Authority to the respondents to refund the omount poid by them to the

respondent promoter with interest ond compensotion under the provision

of Reol Eslote (regulotion & Development) Act,2O16 in respect of booking

of o flot beoring No. 603 in Wing'B'of the building known os "Vrindovon

Regency ", beoring MohoRERA registrotion No. P52.l00005572 ot Pune.

2. The comploinonts hove orgued thot they hod jointly booked the soid flot

for o totol considerotion omount ot Rs.22,73,687 /-. Out of which. they hove

poid substontiol omount towords the cost of the soid flot lill dote. The

respondent hos executed registered ogreement for sole with them on 28tt'

June, 2013. As per the soid ogreement, the respondent wos lioble to

hond over the possession the soid ftot to the comploinonts by 31tt
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December, 2014. The comploinonts hove obtoined the home loon ond

poid to the respondent promoter ond now they ore poying monthly EMI to

the Bonk. However, till dote the respondent hos foiled to hond over the

possession of the flot to the comploinonts. Hence, the present comploint

hos been filed.

3. This motter wos heord on 18-05-2018. The respondent oppeored before this

Authority through his Advocote Mr. Shokeel Muloni. On thot dote, the

respondent sought further time to selile the motter omicobly with the

comploinonls. Hence, on request of the respondent, the motter wos

odjourned to 7-06-2018. Accordingly, the comploinont oppeored in person

ond none oppeored for the respondent. The comploinonts hove informed

this Authority thot they foiled to reoch ony mutuolly occeptoble solution.

They further informed this Authority in writing thot though they ore cloiming

refund of the omount under section -18 of the RERA Act, 2016, they ore not

seeking compensotion from the respondent.

4. ln the present cose, though the heoring notice wos duly served upon the

respondent, he did not bother to oppeor before this Authority for heoring.

It shows thot the respondent is not willing to contest this motter. Hence,

this Aulhority hos no oiher olternotive but to proceed with exporte ogoinsl

the respondents.

5. ln this cose, odmittedly the respondents hove executed regislered

ogreement for sole with the comploinont ollottee ond committed dote of
possession of the flot wos 3'lst December , 2014. However, till dote lhe
possession of the flot hos not been honded over to the comploinonts.
Therefore, this Authority feels thot ihe respondents hove breoch the
provision of section l8 of the Reol Estote (Regulotion & Development) Act,
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2015 ond hence, the comploinonts ore entitled to seek relief under section

18 of the RERA Act, 2016 with opplicoble interest.

6. This Authority olso feels thot the poyment of interest on the money invested

by the home buyer is not the penolty, but o type of compensotion for

deloy os hos been clorified by the Hon'ble High Court of Judicoture ot

Bomboy in obove cited judgmenl doted 6tn December, 2017 possed in

W.P. No. 2737 of 2017. The respondent is lioble to compensote the home

buyer occordingly.

7. ln the obove focts ond circumstonces of this cose, this Authority directs the

respondenls to refund ihe omount poid by the comploinonts wilh interest

ot the rote prescribed under the RERA Act,2016 ond the Rules ond

Regulotions mode there under.

8. With these directions, the comploint stonds disposed of.

(Dr. vijoy otbir Singh)
Member-1, MohoRERA
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