
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY,
MUMBAI

Complaint No. CCoo6ooooooo576fl

M/s. S. Savla Constructions
M/s. Kunal Builders & Developers.
Mrs. Jayashree 5.5avla

Versus
M/s. Faithfull Developers & 1o Ors
Project Registration No. P5l9oooolr6r

...,, Complainants

Respond€nts

Coram: Hon'ble Dr. Viiay Satbir Slngh, Member - t/MahaRERA
None appeared for the complainants.
Adv. Nishant Sasidharan a/w Adv. Saurabh Utangale appeared
for the respondent No. 1, 2, 9 to 11.

The complainants have filed this complaint seeking directions from MahaRERA

to the respondent to handover peaceful possession of the flat Nos.

11011102,22c2 and 4401 to the complainant No. r and flat No. l8o2 to the

complainant No.2 along with 2 car parkings foreach flat and also to execute

agreement for sale with the complainant No. 3 with respect to flat No.. 4402

und€r the provision of Real Estate (Regulation & Developm€nt) Act, 2o16

(hereinafter referred to as "RERA") under the proiect registered by the

respondent in the name of "Victorlan" bearing MahaRERA registration No-

P519ooool161 at Lower Parel, Mumbai.

2. This complaint was heard on several occasions and the same was heard finally

on 3o-1o-2o19, when none appeared for the complainants. However, the

respondent No. 1, 2, 9 to 11 have appeared through their advocates. The

MahaRERA has heard the complaint on 12lo2l2ot9, 2610212019, 1110612019,
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410712019,261082019 and finally on )ol1ol2o19. lt is noticed that though the

notices for hearing have been duly serv€d upon the complainants, on last two

occasions i.e. on 26-o8-2or9 and lo-1o-2o19, the complainants failed and

neglected to appear for the said hearings. Hence, the MahaRERA hasperused

the record,

3. The respond€nts, on the other hand, appeared and informed MahaRERA that

they have filed criminal complaint against the complainants before the

Economics Offence Wing pertaining to the subiect flats and the said office

seized of the matter and has informed not to deal with the flats claimed by the

complainants.

4. Considering the facts brought to the notice of MahaRERA by the respondent,

the MahaRERA is of the view that the claim of the complainants with respect

to the flats as mentioned hereinaboye, the matter is subjudice before the EOw,

and hence it would be appropriate to wait till final disposal of the said

proceedings to avoid any conflicting orders, Moreover, on Iasttwo occasions

the complainants remained absent though the notices for hearing were duly

served upon them. lt shows that the complainants are not willing to pursue this

complaint.

5. ln view of the aforesaid facts, the complaint stands dismissed.

A_*"y-
(Dr. Vijay Satbir Singh)

Member - t/MahaRERA

Page2ofz


