
M/s. Sonic Wares Pvt Ltd

Versus
M/s. D.S. Kulkarni Developers Pvt Ltd

Comploinont

Responde nt

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P52100005158

Corom: Hon'ble Dr. Vi.ioy Sotbir Singh, Member I

Adv. Poojo Goikwod h/f Adv. Son.ioy Choturvedi oppeored for the
comploinont.
None oppeored for the respondenl.

ORDER
(301h August,20l8)

1. The comploinont hos filed this comploint seeking directions from MohoRERA

to the respondent io execute registered ogreement for sole with ihe

comploinont ond olso to poy interest for the deloyed possession from lst

June, 2017 till the octuol dote of possession in respect of booking of o flot

beoring No. G-1005, on lOth floor, in Wing 'G' of the building known os "DSK

Anondghon", beoring MohoRERA regislrotion No. P52100005158 ot Pune.

2. The comploinont hos orgued thot they hod booked the soid flot for o totol

considerotion omouni of Rs. 50,84,000/-. Out of which, they hove poid on

omount of Rs.50 Lokhs till dote. The respondenl hos issued ollotment letter

wherein he ogreed to hondover possession of the soid f lot to ihe

comploinont by June, 20i 7. However , till dote the respondent hos neither

executed registered ogreement for sole with the comploinont nor honded

over possession of the flot to the comploinont. Hence, the present comploint

hos been filed by the comploinont seeking relief under section 13 ond lB of

the RERA Act,2016.
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3. This motterwos heord on l3-06-20,]8,29-06-2018' 3l-07-2018 ond some wos

finolly heord todoy. Though the notice for heoring wos duly served upon

the respondenis, they did not bother to oppeor before this Authority for

heoring. lt shows thot the respondents ore not willing to contest this motier.

Hence, this Authority hos no other olternotive but to proceed with exporte

ogoinst the respondents.

4. ln this cose, odmittedly the comploinont hos poid oround 977" omounl

towords the cost of the soid flot to the respondent' However, till dote the

respondent hos not executed registered ogreement for sole with the

comploinont. The respondeni hos therefore violoted the provisions of

section l3 of the RERA Act, 20]6. The comploinont is therefore entitled to

get relief under section l3 of the RERA Act, 2016.

5. Further, there is no ogreement for sole entered inio between both the porlies

ond hence there is no ogreed dote of possession. Even in the ollotment letler

issued by the respondent no dote of possession is mentioned to hondover

the possession of the soid flot to the comploinont. Hence, in ihe obsence of

the some, the comploinont is noi entitled to seek relief under section l8 of

the RERA Act. 2016 ond the Rules mode there under.

6. ln view of these focts, the MohoRERA directs the respondent to execute the

registered ogreement for sole with the comploinont os per the provisions of

the section l3 of the RERA Act, 2016.

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

(Dr. Vijoy Sotbir Singh)
Member-1, MohoRERA
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