
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAt ESTATE REGUTATORY AUTHORITY,
MUMBAI

COMPLAINT No: CC006000000023863

Mrs. Voibhovi Porob
Comploinont

Versus

M/s. Moholoxmi Reoltors
Mr. Romdos Govos & Anr.

MohoRERA Registrotion No. P52900009862
Respondent

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

The comploinont oppeored in person.

Mr. Romdos Govos oppeored for the respondent in person.

Order
(l6tn August,201B)

1. The comploinoni hos filed this comploint seeking directions from

MohoRERA io direct the respondents to re-constitute the portnership firm

so thot firm hos cleor ond morketoble title over the complele project. After

re-constitution oll necessory chonges olong with proper documentotion

ore required to be done ond uplooded to MAHARERA website in respect

of MohoRERA registrotion No. P52900009862 known os "Moholoxmi Acrod"

ot Sowontwodi, Dist Sindhudurg. The comploinoni further proyed to toke

oction ogoinst the respondents if they found guilty.

2. The comploinont hos orgued thot the respondents while registering the

soid project with MohoRERA hove submitted folse ond incomplete

informotion on MohoRERA website such os declorotion form B. All

mondotory certificotes ore not uplooded ond the nome of loie Mr. Vosont

Gongorom Pondit, who hos olreody expired on 9-3-20,l6, hos olso shown os
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portner of their firm, without re-constitution of the portnership firm. lt is

totolly folse informotion ond the ollottees hove been cheoted by them.

The comploinont therefore requested to gront reliefs os sought by her.

3. The respondents on the other hond disputed the cloim of the comploinont

ond orgued thot the fother of the comploinont wos olso one of the

portners in the respondent's Firm viz., Moholoxmi Reoltors. After his deoth

the respondents hove requested the fomily members of the soid

deceosed portner to give detoils for re-constitution of the portnership firm.

However, the necessory detoils were not provided by the comploinont to

the respondents ond therefore, he mentioned the nome of his deceosed

fother os portner on MohoRERA website. He further orgued thot the

doughter in low of ihe lote Mr. Vosont G. Pondit hos olso sent him legol

notice cloiming shore in the soid portnership firm. The respondents

therefore ogreed thot he is reody to incorporote the nome of o member

os portner, in lieu of the deceosed, os per the recommendotions of the

fomily members.

4. This Authority hos exomined the orguments of both the porties os well os

the ovoiloble record. Primo focie, it oppeors thot the present comploint is

filed for violotion of section 4 of the RERA Act, 2016by the respondents.

The comploinont hos olleged thot the respondents hove uplooded folse

informotion on the website of MohoRERA ond oll mondotory certificotes

ore not uplooded. However, this Authority feels thot the mondotory

certificotes ore not visible in public domoin ond therefore there is no

substonce in the soid contention of the comploinonl.

5. In respect oi uplooding of folse informotion on MohoRERA website, it

seems thot there is o civil dispute going on between the porties ond ihe

soid motter will toke its own time. However, the provision of section 4 of

2

.r*-4I



the RERA Act,2016 provides thot the promoter should disclose oll correct

informotion on website. Therefore, since one of the portners of the

respondents' tvnfrUq@ expired ond his legol heirs ore yet to be

broughi on record of the soid portnership by re-constituting the soid firm,

the MohoRERA directs the respondenls to give declorotion to thot effect

on MohoRERA website.

6. With these directions, the comploinont stonds disposed of.

i

(Dr. Vijoy Sotbir ingh)
Member-l /MohoRERA
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