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Appeal No.10565

Advocate Mr. Tanuj Lodha for the Appellant in Appeal No.10565.
Advocate Mr. Anil D'Souza for the Appellant in Appeal No.10660.

Advocate Mr. Harshad Vgadvgade a/w Ms. Sonam Singh for the
Respondents in all Appeals.

CORAM : SUMANT M. KOLHE.(Member J.)

DATE : APRIL 12. 2019.

Appea! Under Section 44 of RER ACT 2016.

COMMON JUDGMENT :

1. Legality, correctness and propriety of the impugned

order passed on 24.07 .2018 in Complaint No. 12TG0 by Ld.

Chairman, MahaRERA is challenged in this Appeal.

Status of Parties

2. complaint No. 12760 was filed by Association of some

Allottees against promoter. lmpugned order was passed on

24 07 2018 by RERA Authority. Appeat No. 10660 and Appeat No

10661 are separately filed by Shipra Chakraborthy and another, so

also by Ramkrishna Thite and another against impugned order

dated 24.07.2018 in respect of theirflat No. 1002 and flat No 402

They were also members of Olivia Buyers Association in complaint

No. 12760. Rest of the allottees i.e. members and Association have

filed Appeal No.10565 against impugned order. since, three

appeals are assailing same impugned order passed in complaint

No.12760 only, and their reliefs are also similar except some few

reliefs, all the three appeals are heard together and decided by this
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common judgment with consent of all the parties. Appellants are

allottees and Respondent is promoter. I will refer the parties as per

their status of allottees and promoter for the sake of brevity.

Reliefs granted as per lmpuqned order

3. As per impugned order, promoter was directed to hand

over the possession of the Apartments to the Allottees before

31.05.2019 failing which, the promoter was directed to pay interest

to the Allottees as per MahaRERA Rules from 01.06.2019 till actual

date of possession, on the entire amount paid by the Allottees to

the promoter.

4. lt is further directed that for those Allottees with whom

agreement for sale is yet to be executed and registered, the parties

are hereby directed to execute and register the agreement for sale

as per Section 13 of RER Act,2016 and Rules and Regulations

made there under within 30 days from the date of said order.

5. lt was also directed that promoter shall pay interest to

the Allottees for the payments not due but collected from the date

on which such payments were collected and such interest shall be

paid till 31't May, 2016 and shall be adjusted towards balance price

payable by the Allottees.

6. lt was also directed that Allottees shall make the

balance payment (principal amount of price only) as per the

payment schedule as agreed between the parties.

Admitted Facts

7. Promoter has launched project namely Nilkanth Woods
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Olivia at Majiwade District Thane. Allottees decided to purchase

Flats in this project promoter executed Allotment letters in respect

of two allottees and separate registered agreement for sale in

favour of rest of the allottees on 20.04.2015. Allottees have paid

about 90% or more of the price of the flats to the promoter'

However, promoter failed to give the possession of the flats as per

agreed terms and conditions of an agreement or letters' ln case of

transactions of registered agreement for Sale, promoter agreed to

hand over the possession on or before November,2017 and in the

remaining transactions of Allotment letters promoter is directed to

hand over the possession on or before May, 2018 as per impugned

order. Para 18 of each agreement for sale is evident on the point of

due date of handing over the possession. Allottees had paid the

price as per payment schedule mentioned in an agreement for

sale/Letter.

Reasons for delaved Possession

8. Promoter failed to hand over the possession on or

before due date to the allottees. Though the permission was issued

by competent authority for making construction up to 26th floor and

accordingly promoter started making construction and also

collected the payment from allottees up to the stage of casting

terrace slab of 26th floor and external plastering work promoter was

intending to make construction of additional six floors. On the basis

of new TDR policy granting double TDR to projects adjacent to wide

roads, Promoter submitted revised plan and sought revised

commencement certificate from competent authority for such

construction of additional 6 floors. According to the promoter, there

was change in policy of Fire Department in respect of ramp and

4121



Appeal No.10565

open space in project and moreover, there was stay of Hon'ble

Bombay High Court by which Thane Municipal corporation was

restrained from issuing occupation certificate or commencement

certificate for about six months and moreover, Thane Municipal

corporation made it mandatory to obtain the permission for

construction over and above the height up to 70 meters i.e. about

21 floors from High Rise Committee there was a delay in completing

the construction and in handing over the possession of the flats to

the allottees on or before due date as mentioned in an agreement

for sale. The above mentioned reasons for delay were beyond

control of promoter as contended by him. Promoter registered the

project with MahaRERA Authority as ongoing project since,

provisions of RER Act, 2016 were made applicable with effect form

01.05.2017

Points for determination

9. Heard Ld. advocates for the allottees. They mainly

submitted to award the interest to the allottees for the period of

delay in handing overthe possession i.e. from November,2olT (in

respect of allottees having registered agreement) and from May,

2018 (in respect of allottees having allotment letters) and to restrain

the promoter permanently by order of injunction from making

additional construction of Six more floors over the 26th floors. They

also prayed for compensation on the ground of mental agony and

harassment and expenses incurred by the allottees for litigation.

They prayed for giving direction to promoter to execute registered

agreement for sales in favour of four allottees who were given

allotment letters.
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10. After considering the respective cases of promoter and

alottees along with documentary evidence and submission made

by Ld. advocates of both the sides, the Ld. Chairman of MahaRERA

Authority passed the impugned order on 24th July, 2018 in

complaint No. 12760.

11. ln such circumstances the following points arise for my

determination;

POINTS

i) Whether the impugned order is just, proper and

legal?

ii) lt it necessary to modify the impugned order?

iii) What order?

My findings on above points for reasons stated below

are as under.

FINDINGS

Partly Affirmative.

Partly Affirmative.

As per final order.

REASONS :

Facts not in dispute

12. At the outset I would like to point out that 29 home

buyers have been involved in the present Appeal. Admittedly, home

buyers have paid about 90% or more of the price of the flats to the

promoter. Due date for handing over the possession of the flats was

i)

ii)

iii)
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November,2017 for 25 allottees and May, 2018for 4 home buyers.

Registered agreement for sale were executed in favour of each of

25 allottees and allotment letters in favour of remaining four

allottees. Admittedly, promoter failed to hand over the possession

as per the agreed due date mentioned in an agreement for sale.

Allottees have decided to continue with the project in spite of delay

in getting the possession of the flats as per agreed terms. Allottees

have chosen the option of claiming the interest on delayed period

without withdrawing from the project as per Section 18(1)of RER

Act, 2016. lt is not in dispute that promoter submitted revised plan

and sought revised permission for construction of additional 6 floors

from the competent authority. Promoter admitted that, he could not

hand over the possession of the flats to the allottees as per agreed

due date. There is pursis on record which was filed before

MahaRERA Authority by Ld. advocate for Allottees and by Ld.

advocate for promoter. Both advocates have put their signatures on

the said pursis. lt is mentioned in the pursis that they have agreed

to mutually settle the complaint with following terms.

13 The promoter shall pay interest at the rate of 10.45 %

from 1't November, 2018 till the possession on the entire amount

towards consideration paid by allottees till that date. Admittedly,

pursis is not signed by Allottees or the promoter. There is no order

on said pursis passed by MahaRERA Authority. However, the Ld.

advocate for promoter is quite fair enough to admit that the

promoter shall pay the interest from 1't November, 2018 as agreed

in the said pursis. Now as per impugned order promoter is directed

to hand over the possession of the flats to the allottees on or before
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31.05.2019 failing which, promoter was directed to pay interest to

the allottees with effect from 01 062019 till the actual date of

possession. The Ld. advocate for the promoter makes the

statement with confidence that promoter shall definitely hand over

the possession to all 29 Allottees on or before 31.05.2019 as per

the impugned order. Thus, promoter undertakes to comply the

impugned order in respect of handing over possession on or before

31.05.2019 and to pay the interest with effect from 01.06.2019 on

failure to hand over the possession. So, the dispute between

parties is in respect of claim of interest for the period from

November, 2017 to October, 2018 and from May, 2018 to

November, 2O1B in respect of 25 allottees and 4 allottees

respectively.

Submission of Promoter

14. The Ld. advocate for Promoter submitted that there

were genuine reasons and he relied on relevant documents

supporting his submission for delay in handing over possession aS

per due dates. The Ld. advocate for the promoter submitted that

new TDR policy granting double TDR to the projects adjacent to

wide road was implemented by the competent authority in

November,2016 and Chief Fire Officer modified the requirements

for ramps and open space in respect of all the projects and

promoter submitted application for approval of amended plan for

making construction up to 32 floors in February 2017 as the work

of casting 27th terrace slab was completed in the month of

November, 2016. He furlher submitted that building proposal

department of Thane Municipal Corporation directed promoter to

obtain no objection certificate from the Fire Officer in the month of
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April , 2017. Thereafter, he argued that in the month of May, 2017

Hon'ble Bombay High Court passed prohibitory order in Water PIL

matter and restrained Thane Municipal Corporation from issuing

any commencement certificate or occupation certificate in

Ghodbunder road area. He further argued that Urban Development

Department issued notification in the month of September, 2016

and directed to obtain permission or approval of High Rise

Committee in respect of project having height of construction above

70 meters. According to him in the month of October,2017 Hon'ble

Bombay High Court vacated injunction order of prohibiting the

Thane Municipal Corporation from issuing commencement and

occupation certificate. He also argued that in the month of January,

2018 permission for revised plan of the promoter was rejected as

criminal complaint was lodged against promoter and the work of

construction was withheld for one month due to stop work notice

issued by Thane Municipal Corporation. He finally submitted that,

only in the month of April, 2018 Thane Municipal Corporation

approved permission for revised plan of making construction up to

32nd floor. He furlher pointed out that the members of High Rise

Committee were appointed only in the month of January,2018 and

thereafter, it took much time for giving permission to the

construction of 6 additional floors as height of project was more

than 70 meters. According to him all the above mentioned reasons

were beyond the control of the promoter and hence, there was a

delay. He requested to condone the said delay for above mentioned

just and genuine reasons and submitted that interest should not be

allowed on the period of delay for the above mentioned reasons

and promoter will pay the interest from November,2018 onwards
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on the other hand, the Ld. advocate for the allottees
argued that agreement for sale or allotment letters were executed
in the year 2014 and 2015 and the original sanctioned plan was
only of 26 floors and promoter decided to make construction of
additional 6 floors only with intention of getting more profit and by

causing delay in handing over the possession to the allottees. They
argued that due to the decision of promoter in making construction

of additional 6 floors, the delay is resulted. According to the
allottees, promoter was well aware of all the probable difficulties of
obtaining permission for revised pran on account of change in policy

of rhane Municipal corporation. They also submitted that above
mentioned reasons do not come within the ambit of force majeure
for giving benefit of exemption to pay the interest to the Ailottees on

account of delay in giving the possession. At this stage, the Ld.

advocate for the promoter invited my attention to relevant clauses
in an agreement for sare, which are in respect of right of promoter

to make construction of additional floors even without the consent
of allottees.

16. lt is true that as per terms of agreement, promoter has
reserved his right of changing the plan by making the additional
construction of floors without the permission of allottees.

As per clause 13(d) of an agreement Deveroper

reserved his right to make construction of additional
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floors by amending plan on account of additional TDR

and FSl.

As per Clause 18 of agreement due date of handing

over possession i.e. November, 2018 is subject to

delay for reasons such as short of sand, cement,

building material or due to war, earthquake, flood,

cyclone, war or natural calamity or reason beyond

control of Promoter.

Clause 19 of agreement gives option to get refund

with interest by Allottee if they do not want to continue

with project due to delay of possession as per Section

8 of MOFA Act

17. Promoter has also agreed that such change in plan will

not cause any change in the area, construction, amenities and

facilities which the promoter agreed to provide to the allottees.

Thus, it can be said from the above clauses in an agreement for

sale that allottees were aware that promoter had reserved his right

to construct an additional floors by seeking approval of competent

authority as per change in plan. lt is true that promoter adopted

legal procedure for seeking the approval for additional 6 floors by

submitting proposal for change in plan to obtain permission of the

competent authority in February,2017. lt appears that Chief Fire

officer modified the requirements regarding ramp and open space

in respect of the project and moreover, Thane Municipal

Corporation directed promoter to obtain no objection certificate of

Chief Fire officer. lt is revealed from the copy of the order dated

05.05 2017 and dated 11.10.2017 passed by Hon'ble Bombay High
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Court in Water PIL case that. Thane Municipal Corporation was

restrained from issuing occupation certificate or commencement

certificate from May, 2U7 fll October, 2017 as the order was

vacated in October, 2017 . Thereafter, Urban Development

Department changed policy and made it mandatory to obtain

approval of High Rise Committee in respect of construction of

height of 70 meters or above. lt is a matter of record that, such

policy was adopted in September, 2017. Though such policy was

adopted by Urban Development Department, in September, 2017,

the formation of High Rise Committee took place only in January,

2018. lt took further time to hold meetings for giving approval to the

proposal of promoter in respect of construction of additional 6

floors. Now as far as no objection certificate of Chief Fire Officer

and as far as order of Hon'ble High Court is concerned, it was in

respect of the period prior to October,2017. Due date of possession

was November, 2017 . Thereafter, during the period from

November, 2017 to January, 2018 criminal case was filed against

the builder and he had to face such criminal action. Then, there was

stop work notice of Corporation for one month and thereafter, the

application for approval of revised plan was rejected in February,

2017. Similarly, approval of High Rise committee also took much

time since, such committee was not at all in existence and once, it

is formed, it took considerable time even to hold meeting for giving

or rejecting approval to such revised proposal of construction, I

would like to point out that the above mentioned circumstances

cannot be treated as force majeure since, the definition of force

majeure as laid down under RER Act, 2016 correspondence to

withhotding of the construction work on account of flood, draught,
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fire, earth quack, cyclone and such natural calamities. I would like

to point out that the promoter was cautious enough and took

sincere efforts to complete the construction up to 26th floors well

within reasonable time so as to hand over possession of Flats

before due date of possession i.e. November, 2017. However,

promoter took the decision of making additional construction of 6

floors on account of getting benefit of additional FSI but which

ultimately resulted in spending considerable time for obtaining

permission and approvals for construction of such additional 6

floors and finally promoter could not hand over the possession of

the flats of the present allottees on or before due date. The

allottees have no role at all in the above mentioned delay. Delay

arises only out of an act of promoter in making additional

construction of 6 floors. So, above mentioned reasons stated by

promoter are beyond his control and appears to be genuine and

there is no intentional or deliberate carelessness on part of

promoter in making efforts for completing project and handing over

possession to Allottees. But, the cause of giving rise to such

situation is only due to change in plan for construction of additional

6 floors due availability of benefit of extra FSl. ln ordinary course of

nature, it is quite possible that if extra FSI is available during

construction of project, the promoter is likely to utilize this additional

FSI by seeking amendment in original plan of such project by

increasing number of floors. But, it should not be at cost of delay in

giving possession to home buyers as per due date who are waiting

for last 4 to 5 years for their homes after paying 90% price for it.

Even tough as per clause 18 of agreement, Allottees were aware

of possibility of such amendment in plan during completion of
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project, there should be reasonable extension of time for giving

possession and it is duty of promoter to take allottees into

confidence and to pacify them for such delay for genuine reasons.

lf promoter started taking all efforts only for getting amended plan

sanctioned and then to make additional construction by totally

ignoring or neglecting the Allottees and their right to get possession

on due date, then promoter is said to have committed breach of his

duty and obligation towards Allottee and liable to face

consequences of paying interest to allottee for delayed period. ln

the present case, though promoter has genuine reasons for delay

in giving possession and those reasons were beyond his control,

but such situation is brought by promoter himself by taking efforts

to construct additional 6 floors by amending sanctioned plan. So, if

promoter wants to amend plan and make additional construction of

some floors, he must at first discharge his duty to hand over

possession of Flats to allottees on due date as the allottees are

waiting for their homes for last 4 to 5 years. I reiterate that Allottees

have paid more than 90o/o price of the flats which is about one crore

rupees to the promoter and thereafter, the allottees were

unnecessarily required to wait for getting possession on due date.

Allottees spent their hard money and life earning to purchase the

home and to fulfil their dream of having their own home. Due date

of possession is the most crucial and emotional part of the

transaction of purchase of home as far as allottees are concerned.

Allottees are honest enough to pay the price of the flat as per the

schedule of payment mentioned in an agreement. Allottees did not

hesitate to pay even interest on such payment of price if any

instalment of payment is delayed on their parl to the promoter. So,
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the care and sincerity as shown by the allottees in adhering to make

the payment as per schedule, the same sincerity and caution ought

to have been shown by promoter on the point of handing over the

possession on the due date. Once, the due date is over, allottees

are arso required to face their own personar and financial difficulties

as they may be required to pay interest on loan for more period and

also required to pay rent of rented premises for more period and

they have to change their personal family adjustment regarding

residence of the members of their family. So, such a delay in getting

the possession though, appears to be a simple part of transaction,

it affects a lot as far as allottees are concerned' ln such

circumstances, allottees are justified in claiming the interest for

delayed Period of Possession.

APPlication of RER Act. 2016

RER Act, 2016 is social and beneficial Act. one of the

object of RER Act, 2016 is to protect the interest of the home

buyers. The promoters were dominating the transactions of

agreement for sale by drafting such documents in their favour. so,

the terms and conditions of an agreement were one sided and there

was no sufficient protection to the interest of the allottees as per the

terms and conditions of an agreement for sale. Though, MOFA was

in existence, it was not complete enough to do finaljustice. similarly

consumer Act was there but, it was simply curative and not

preventive. So, if we consider the object of RER Act, 2016 and the

honest conduct of home buyers in paying 90% of the price of the

flats to the promoter as per the schedule of payment, they are

justified in claiming the interest for the period for which delay is

caused in getting the possession of a flat. At the same time we must

18.
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understand genuine reasons for delay, which are faced by

promoter. lt is equally true that Real Estate Sector survives only if

promoter and home buyers will survive. Unless promoter comes

fonrard to launch the project for making construction of homes, the

demand of Allottee to have their own home cannot be satisfied. So,

unless allottees are there to purchase flat, promoters will not come

fonivard to launch the project and unless the project are launched

by promoters, allottees will not be able to purchase their own

homes. so, rights of allottees as per RERAct, 2016 are required to

be protected and obligations and responsibilities of the promoter

are also required to be monitored and supervised carefully. The

development as well as regulations must go simultaneously in real

estate sector without effecting each other. Unless development is

there, the regulations of such development will not come in the

picture. So, regulations should not be so harsh to adversely affect

the development and improvement in Real Estate Sector. lt has

been laid down by Hon'ble Bombay High Courl in Neelkamal

Realtors in Writ Petition No.273712017 decided on 06.12.2017 that

the balance is required to be strike out while adjudicating the

dispute between promoters and allottees in view of the provisions

of RER Act, 2016 and it depends upon facts and circumstances of

each case. lt is laid down that the adjudicating forum under RER

Act, 2016 may mould the relief accordingly to do the justice in a

given case on the basis of facts and circumstances. lt is held that

to complete the incomplete project is also object of RER Act. lt is

held that RER Act 2016 is beneficial and social legislation So, we

have to scrutinize each and every case carefully and thereafter, to

decide the same on the basis of facts and circumstances of that
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case by applying true sprit behind provisions of RER Act, 2016 as

well as the object of RER Act, 2016 read together with intention of

the legislation in enacting the said Act. Real Estate Sector is Chariot

of which allottee is one wheel whereas, promoter is the other wheel.

Chariot of Real Estate Sector will move only if both the wheels are

properly and smoothly working and functioning.

19.

Conclusion

On the backdrop of the above observation I am of the

opinion that it is just and proper to strike the balance between claim

of Allottee for interest and obligation of the promoter to pay it by

awarding the interest for the period of Seven months instead of 12

months to the allottees. Thus, it is just and proper to direct the

promoter to pay the interest to the allottees for the period of delay

in handing over the possession from April , 2018 onwards instead

of November, 2018 till they get the possession of the flats in respect

of 25 Allottees. ln respect of Four Allottees, promoter shall pay

interest from September,2018 instead of November,2018 onwards

till the possession. The rate of interest shall be as per Rule 1B of

the Maharashtra Real Estate (Regulation and Development)

Registration of Real Estate Project, Registration of Real Estate

Agents, Rates of lnterest and Disclosures on Website) Rules, 2017.

Thus, it is necessary to modify the impugned order to that extent.

20. Allottees have prayed for restraining the promoter from

making construction of additional floors. Promoter has obtained

approval and got amended plan sanctioned from Competent

Authority. Promoter has already completed more than 50o/o of

construction work of additional floors as per the amended
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sanctioned plan. Allottees will be getting possession of their Flats

on or before 31stMay,2019 and Allottees may claim further interest

or proceed with appropriate legal action against promoter under

RER Act, 2016 in case promoter commits breach of obligation to

give possession in stipulated time. So, relief of permanent

injunction to restrain promoter from carrying out construction of

additional floors cannot be granted.

Allottees have also prayed for compensation. lmpugned21.

order is silent about compensation. ln fact, as observed by their

Lordships of Hon'ble Bombay High Court in Neelkamal Realtor

Case in Writ Petition No 273712017 dated 06.12.2017, interest is

sort of compensation. So, whenever interest is awarded, it means

that compensation is awarded. ln present case, relief of interest is

partly allowed. So, separate compensation at this stage of litigation

is not justified. However, I would like to state that promoter is

saddled with interest for seven months instead of demand of

Allottees for 12 months. Allottees are eagerly waiting to take legal

possession means possession of Flat with occupancy certificate

from promoter and promoter has assured to give it on or before

May, 2019. Now, if promoter fails to complete the formalities of

handing over possession on or before May, 2019 then Allottees will

have to knock the doors of Authority or Tribunal for redressal of their

grievance and Allottees have right to do so. But, here only I impose

conditional responsibility on the promoter to pay part of

compensation for every month of delay from 1't August, 2019

onwards to Allottees till legal possession is handed over to them

and this compensation will be in addition to interest which is
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payable by promoter for delayed possession. Considering overall

nature and facts of transactions, I think it just and equitable to direct

promoter to pay compensation of Rs.10,000/- per month to every

allottee from 1't August, 2019 onwards till legal possession is

handed over to the Allottees. So conditional order of compensation

will take effect after failure of promoter to give possession up to 31't

July, 2019 and only from 1't August, 2019 thereby giving further

grace period of 2 months after 31't May, 2019 to absolve liability to

pay compensation from 1't August, 2019 as directed above.

22. Promoter has not executed registered agreement for

sale in favour of four allottees within 30 days of date of impugned

order. So, it is just and proper to direct the promoter to execute

registered agreement for sale on or before actually handing over

possession of Flats to such four allottees.

23. My observations and findings with the reasons

mentioned in present Appeals are restricted to and based on facts

and circumstances of present appeals only. This decision of

appeals shall not be a precedent for other pending matters or the

matters likely to be filed in future in respect of this project either by

allottees or by promoter and each matter will be decided on facts

and circumstances of said matter on merit.

24. For the reasons stated above, I held that impugned

order is partly just, proper and legal and needs modification. So, I

answer point No. 1 to 3 accordingly. ln the result, I partly allow the

appeal and pass the following order;
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ORDER

Appeal No 10565, Appeal No. 10660 and Appeal

No. 10661 are partly allowed,

lmpugned order dated 24.07.2019 passed in
Complaint No. 12760 is parfly modified as under :-

a) The Promoter shall hand over possession of

flats to the Allottees on or before 31st May,

2019

b) The Promoter shall pay interest from April,

2018 to each of 25 allottees and from

September, 2018 to each of four allottees on

the entire amount paid by each allottee to

promoter till the date of handing over

possession of flats to each of Allottees.

Rate of interest shall be as per Rule 1g of

Maharashtra Real Estate (Regulation and

Development) Registration of Real Estate

Project, Registration of Real Estate Agents,

Rates of lnterest and Disclosures on Website)

Rules, 2017.

The above mentioned interest shall be

adjusted against balance price of the Flats of

respective Allottee if any to be paid by such

respective Allottee to the promoter at time of
taking possession of the Flats from promoter.

lf possession of flat is not delivered on or

before 31't May,201g by promoter as directed

above, then Promoter shalt pay compensation

c)

d)

e)
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of Rs.10,000/- per month in addition to interest

for delay in possession for every month to each

of Allottees from 1"t August, 2O1g till

possession is given to each of Allottee.

ln respect of those Allottees in these Appeals

with whom agreements for sale are not yet

executed and registered, parties shall execute

and register such agreements for sale as per

Section 13 of RER Act, 2016 and Rules and

Regulations made there under on or before

actual delivery of possession of flats by

promoter to the Allotees.

Allottees shall pay balance price (principal

amount only) as per schedule of payment to

the promoter.

No order as to costs.

Original judgment is kept in Appeal No 10565

and copy is maintained in Appeal No.10660

and Appeal No 1 0661.

We-prtt* \z-o4-11
I SUMANT M. KOLHE,]
JUDICIAL MEMBER,

Maharashtra Real Estate
Appel lateTri bu na l, (Ma haREAT)

Mumbai.

h)

i)

12.04.2019.
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