
BEFORE THE

MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

MUMBAI

COMPLAINT NOr CC0050000000224

Canesh Sahebrao Cole Complainant

N{oraya Developers
NGhaRERA Regn. No. P52100011636 Rrsp0ndent

Corum: Sh . Cautam Chatterjee, Chai:rPcrsoll, NtahaRERA

Complainant was hinrsell present.

Respondent remaincd absent.

Expdrte Otder

May 09, 2019

1. The Complainant has Pulchased. an aPartment in the ResPondent's Proiect 'Vedant Heights

situated at Haveli, Pune via registered agreement for sale dated November 5' 2015 and the

date of possession as stipulated by the said agreement was December' 2016 However' the

possession was handed over in Ntarch, 2018 Further' he has alleged that the work quality in

the said proiect has defects and that even though 70% of the allottees have taken posscssion'

the Respondent has not initiated the Plocess of society formation and handed over amenities

as promiserl. Therefo rc, he Ptayed intcralia that the ResPondent be diected to pay intelest'

on delay and compensation for the lack oI amenihes'

2. The Respondent remained absent on tDth the dates of hearing' desPite scrvice of notice'

3. Thc ComPlainant has already taken Possession of his aParkflent' though he claims that he

has re(eived or ) fitout Possessiorl

4. Section 14(3) of the Real Estate (Regulation and DeveloPment) Act' 2016 (hereinafter refered

to as the sldd Acf) reads as:

(3) ln cas afiy sttuctuml det'ect or any otfur defect in u)orkr nfis]\ip' qualit! or prottiston of sP-n'iols

or ony otlar obliSations of thc lrroiatrr as P?r ttu ageefie t lor sale relotiflS to such detelopnent is
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brought to th! notice of tle pronoter !'ithin a l:riod of f1'e years by tlE allL)ttLr ,ol,t tfu dat' of

lAniling o|et posscssion, it sh.4t1be the duty of tl? Pronoter to lectit'y suclt d.fexts l|ithout further

clnrge, lritltin lhi,'f! tlays, nnd in th" ewnt ofPrornobt's ltilure to rectifll such &'fttts t'ilhi su'h

tine, tla aggieT'ed alloltees shill be entitled to receioc aplltoPriote cornPt sntio in tlt| t mner as

protlided ufidet this Act.

In the instant case, since the ComPlainant has aheady been handed over Possession of his

apartment, the ComPlainant may in accoadance with the provisions stated above. notiJy the

Respondent oI the alleged concems in the work quality.

5. On review oI the Respondcn(s regisEation $'ebPage it is obsen'ed that the proiect

registration has lapsed on December 31, 2018. Therefore during the course of the hearing' it

was explained to the ComPtainant that thc alloftees should explore the possibility of

invoking the Provisions of section 7/8 of the said Act to comPlete the Proiect though the

ass(xiation of allottc€s.

6. tn view of the atDve facts, the Respondent is hereby directcd to handover the list of allottees

oI the said prorect. along with their contact detafu, to the ComPlainants within 30 days ftom

the date of this Order, to enable the a]lottees to take an inJolmed decision Pertaining to the

said project and if the association of allottees mav like to proceed under Scction 7/8 of the

Act as per the VahaRERA Order no 8/2019 dated lvtarch 29' 20-19 on Revocahon of

Registration of Pro,ecl

7. The Respondent may seek the approval of the association of allottees for order under Sechon

7(3) oI the said Act, as Per MahaRERA Older no7 / 2019 d'ated Febtuary [l' 2019 on Revocation

of Regishation o{ Project for reviving the said Proiect'

E- Consequently, the matter is hereby disPosed of

)\,.-^/- -(GXuta.trl Chatterjee)
Chairpelson, MahaRERA
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