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1) Comploint No: SC10000862
RAJESH KTJMAR

2) Compl.int No: SCl000l120
LJnnila Dineshchandra Dube] Complainanls

VICHNAHARIA I,NCLAVE B R]VERSIDE Respondent

Coram: llon'ble Shri Cautam Chafterjee, Chairperson, MahaRERA
Complainant

Complairant: Present

Respondent: Present

Ord€r
Datc: 3rd April20l9

L ln the above conlplaints. the Complainants are praying lor appropriatc direcli(n'\ rEu rrrl

lhe RcspoDdcnt lbr regislralion oflhe Residential project knoNn as VlCllNAllARlA

L.N(Ln vL ts RlvLRslDL ar Pan'"e].

2. It is the contention of the Complainants that they have booked aPartments in these

projects. Ho$'ever, no possession has been given to them. Hcnae, the Prescnt

complaint. So far as Respondent is concemed, he contended that in the vear 2012

CC was granted by the Gram Panchavat and since Gram PanchaYat is no longer

competent Authority and subsequentl)' NAINA has been estahlishod' 'lh'

Respondenl further pointed out that since the Proiect is incomPletc, thcy have

applied for revised CC from NAINA.

3. Thus, from the above, it is cleal that ResPondent is not having thc valid building

plan aPprovals along with CC which are mandatorv for the purpose of

registration under Section 3 & 4 of Real Estate (Regulation & I)eveloPmcnt) Act'



2016. Therefore, in the absence of mandatory compliance under section 4, the

Respondent cannot be directed to register the prqect, at this stage. However, the

Respondent shall apply for MahaRERA regishation of his proiect witlLin 30 clavs

of them obtaining the IOD and CC.
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