
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAI ESIATE REGUTATORY AUTHORITY'

MUMBAI

COMPLAINT NO: CC006000000001 070

Mr. V.M. Gowond
Versus

... ComPloinonl

M/s. Groce Erectors of Componies, Builder& Developers'

MohoRERA Registrotion No.P51 900003947

ResPondent
Corom: Hon'ble Dr. Vijoy Soibir Singh, Member 1

Advocote Mr. Phol oppeored for the comploinonl'

Advocote Mr. Modhur Surono oppeored for the respondent

Dote- 2TtnNovembet 201 7

Order

l. The comploinont who is the Choirmon of the Wodolo Co-operotive

HousingSocietyLtdhosfiledthiscomplointseekingdirectionstothe
respondent to immediotely give peoceful possession of 48 flots olong with

Occuponcy Cerlificoie to the members of the Society in the MohoRERA

registered project beoring NoP51900003947'

2. This motier wos heord todoy' The comploinont hos stoted thot their

Society viz. Wodolo Co-operotive Housing Society Ltd' hod executed o

devetopmenl ogreement. dt.5.l 2'2005 with the respondenl' Further' o

confirmotion deed wos olso got reglstered on 7 '2'2007 to give peoceful

possession of the 48 flols, odmeosuring 600 sq fl' corpei oreo eoch duly

constructed ond completed olong with Occuponcy Certificote free of cost to

the society through the Monoging commiflee wiihin 36 months from lhe dole of

commencement cerlificote. which wos given on 17 .11 .2006. Subsequently. lhe

respondentmodlfiedtheplonondgotopprovolons/l2l2oogondstorledthe



work. As such, the respondent wos supposed to give peoceful possessicn of the

48 flots of society building 'D' on or before the yeor 2012 to the Sociely lhrough

the Monoging Commitlee. However, till dote he hos not honded over lhe flois

to lhe Monoging Committee of the Society, despile severol requesls of the office

beorers of the Sociely. Thus, the respondent hos deloyed the possession for

obout more lhon 5 yeors. The comploinont further sloted thot they ore the lessee

of the plot of lond under the soid project ond now the respondent hos shifted his

responsibilily lo poy 25% lond premium on the comploinont. which is controry to

lhe lerms ond conditions of lhe developmenl ogreement.

3. However. lhe respondent hos denied lhe soid conlention of the comploinont in

loio ond stoted thot this is nol lhe forum wherein the comploinont con enforce

lhe terms ond condilions of the development ogreemenl ond therefore

requested to dismiss this comploint. Further, the respondenl is lioble to poy the

chorges for the development work ond nol for the lond premium.

4. Considering the orguments odvonced by both the porties, this Authority is

of the view thot by filing this motter, the comploinont is moking

grievonces for the breoch of lerms ond conditions of the development

ogreement. The MohoRERA is not the forum for settlement of such

disputes regording the specific performonce of the development

ogreement with the respondent. lt is evident ihot the dispute between

the comploinont ond the respondent is of civil noture ond does not

pertoins to ony violotion or controvention of the provisions of the Reol

Estote (Regulolion ond Developmentl Act, 2Ol6 or Rules or Regulotions

mode lhere under.

5. ln view of the obove, the comploinl stonds dismissed.

(Dr. Vijoy Sotbir Singh)
Member-l


