
BEFORE THE

MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE RECULATORY AUTHORITY

MUMBAI

co\{PI AINT NO. CC006000000100383

ASHI HVIN,,\YAK SITA CHS

SSV REALTORS
MahaRERA proje.t Regn. No. P99000013034

Corurn: Shri. Gautam Chatteiee, ChairPerso& MahaRELA.

Complainant

Respondent

Complainant were themselves present a/w Adv. Raiul Rawal.

Respondent was represented by Mr. Aditya Deolekar, Adv. i/b. Trsna Legal

Mr. Kishor Ravilal Patel, Promoter/Landowner, was himsell Present'

Order

February 03, 2020

1. The Complainant is the original society o{ the slum dwellers whi'h was formed for the

redevelopment of the slums under the Slum Rehabilitation scheme The ComPlainant has

stated that the Respondent, who was imPlementing the Slum Rehabfitation Scheme in respect

of the project "Laaffoires Attenrre Commerclal a d Laflot Resideficy Commen:inl" situated at

Chatkopar, Murnbai has been terminated by the SRA vide Order under Sectiofl 13(2) of Slum

Act passecl on Febmary 12, 2016 clue to irordinate delay in imPlementahon of the scheme by

him. Iurther, they have stated that the oMers of the Property have also cancelled the

Development Agreement executed by them in favour of the Respondent on March 10' 2016'
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They have stated that thc ResPondent had challenged the said 13(2) order by filing

Application No.60 of 2016 before Hon:ble AGRC and the Hofble ACRC vide ils Order dated

Iebruary 16, 2019 has dismissed the said Application and confirmed the Order Passed by SRA

u/s 13(2) of Slum Act. They haYe stated that, pursuant to the Order passed by SRA u,/s.13(2)'

the Complainant is taking further necessary stePs fol imPlementation of the scheme through

the land owne!.

The Complainanr has stated that on the date o{ making apPlication to MahaRERA for

rcgiskation o( the said proiect and even today, the Respondent had no power /authority to

make an application for regisbation of the projecL The ResPondent has deliberately

suppressed thc abovc facts and several other facts from this Authority and 8ot thc Projcct

registeledbymisrepresentationoffactsandtheleforetheMahaRERAregistlationobtaincd

by thc Respondent is nl,-irlrlo null and void.

2. They have stated that the Respondent, before and after obtaining the said registratiorL the

Respondent has cheated several persons by accepting momes from them and it is most likely

that, the Respondent may indulge into such fraudulent Practices even in futute By referring

to the RERA rcgisEation of the Proiect on the official website of MahaRERA' innocent'

tonafide orstomers may suffer due to unlawful achon of the Respondent Therefore' they

prayed that in the intetest of membeE of the ComPlainant society and in the interest of general

public, the regishation of t}le said Proiect, obtained by the ResPondent' fraudulendy' as

explained above, be declared void a, ititio'

3. MahaRERA vide its resoluhon dated May 1-1, 2017 has delegated its Powers to the

Chatperson to aPPlove registration of Projects, however, the Powcrs to reiect such

applications vests with MahaRERA. Accordingly, the Present ComPlajnt was listed for

hearing belore the full bench

4. On review of the Respondenf,s project registration webPage' it is observed that the

Respondent has added the names of the ComPlainant, Ravilal K Patel and Others' TenaJtts

Association of Damii Sadan, HPA Spaces Pvt Ltd, SSV DeveloPers and Builders Pvt Ltd and

l,axmi SRA CHS as Promoter (Land Owner/ tnvestor)
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Thc Tenants Association of Damii Sadan and Inxmi SRA CHS have submitted letters to

MahaRERA stating that they are neither part of the ComPlainant Socieq/ nor the said Proiect

arld that the Respondent has not taken their consent for adding their names as Promoter (Land

Owner/ Investor) in the said Project and therefore their names be deleted from dle

Respondenf registration webPage.

5. None appearerl for the Respondent on the first two dates of hearing i.e. onSePtember 11,20:19

and November 26, 2019, desPite service oI notice. In the interest of nafulal iustice, the matter

was posted for hearing again and noti.e to apPear was served on dle ResPondent again'

5. On the day of the final hearing on ianuary 14, 2020, the leamed counsel for the ResPondent

appeared and submittecl that though the SI{A had terminated him as a developer of the project

vide its order dated February 12, 2016, the ResPondent was in the process of filing an aPpeal

when he made application to MahaRERA Iol tegistration He lurther said that SRA had given

the Complainant a time pedod of three months to apPoint a new develoPer but the

Complainant has failed to do so antl by virtue of which the Respondent continues to be dre

promoter of the said Project.

Section 5(:t)b of the Real Estate (Regulation and DeveloPment) Act 2016 reads as;

5. (1) Otl receiPt ol the aPplicotion under suh-sction (1) of *ctio!1 4' tltt Autlloity slnll Tlithin a

peflod ofthirty days:

(b) reject the arylicatbn for rcasons tobe rccoriled h L|iti 8' if s ch awlicatio'l

fu)es fiot cont'orrn to the Ptot)isions of this Act or tlu rules or rcgukttions motle

thzremder:

Prcltided that to arylication slnll be rejected unless tlL all\licafit l:,,s been $ioefi ott

oryortunity ofbein| hcard ifl the T uttet'

8. In view of the above, it is evidently clear that at the time of registering the said Proiect with

MahaRERA, the ResPondent was not the Piomoter of the said Ptoiect and has failed to show

as on date that he has been reaPpointed as the promoter of the said Proie't Therefore' the

MaIaRERA regishation of the said project was ooid ab iflitio'
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9. MahaRERA secretarrat is hereby directed to take necessary action to ensure that the said

project is removed ftom the list of MahaRERA registered Projects.

r4-4+'tl.

(Gu Ci-latteree) (Dr. Viiay Satbir Singh)
l\4embcr-L MahaRERA

(B.D. Kapdnis)
Member- IL MahaRERA\4ahaRERA
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