
(a) HIGH COURT OF JUDICATUREAT BOMBAY WRITPETITION (L)NO.3324OF2019 in Vijay H. Mulchandani and Ors. Vs. The
Municipal Corporation of Gr. Mumbai and Ors, it is held on 10th Nov, 2020 that the developer need to clear the outstanding rent
without any excuses.

(b) HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION ARBITRATION PETITION (L)
NO. 3237 OF 2020 Goverdhangiri CHS Ltd …Vs Bharat Infrastructure & Engineering Ltd decided on 2nd Nov, 2020 upheld the
termination of development agreement by society for various violations and allowed the society to proceed with self
redevelopment or appoint another developer.

3. RERA Orders:

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA in. CWP Nos. 8548, 8550, 8557, 10087, 10095 to 10097, 10115 to 10118, 10124 and 10125 of
2020 in Janta Land Promoters Private Limited Vs Union of India and others decided on 16th Oct, 2020 that : All members in the
Authority collectively need to hear the complaints and decide on the matter and such powers cannot be delegated to any single
member. Similarly, the Appellate Tribunal at least two members need to decide the appeal.

MAHARERA
CA. Ashwin Shah, CA. Mahadev Birla

Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Act, 2016 (RERA,2016)

Case law study

Pratham Square V/s Gujarat Real Estate Regulatory Authority

This article attempts to discuss the provision related to deemed registration under RERA, 2016.

Issues:

Whether failure on part of GujRERA to accept or reject the registration application within 30 days will be considered as deemed
registration.?

Whether rejection of Application for non-submission of Registered development agreement is legal or lawful.?

Whether GujRERA can reject the registration application for non-submission of Registered development agreement.?

Provisions:

Section 5: Grant of Registration

(1) On receipt of the application under sub-section (1) of section 4, the Authority shall within a period of thirty days.

(a) grant registration subject to the provisions of this Act and the rules and regulations made thereunder, and provide a registration
number, including a Login Id and password to the applicant for accessing the website of the Authority and to create his web page and
to fill therein the details of the proposed project; or

(b) reject the application for reasons to be recorded in writing, if such application does not conform to the provisions of this Act or the
rules or regulations made thereunder:

Provided that no application shall be rejected unless the applicant has been given an opportunity of being heard in the matter.

(2) If the Authority fails to grant the registration or reject the application, as the case may be, as provided under sub-section (1), the
project shall be deemed to have been registered, and the Authority shall within a period of seven days of the expiry of the said period
of thirty days specified under sub-section (1), provide a registration number and a Login Id and password to the promoter for accessing
the website of the Authority and to create his web page and to fill therein the details of the proposed project.

Fact of the Case:



The promoter i.e. Pratham Square a partnership firm, applied for registration of project on 1st August, 2017, the promoter has
submitted the hard copy of application along with all documents to Town Planning office, Himmatnagar on 4th September,2017. The
GujRERA issued a notice dated 29th May, 2018 under section 5(1)(b) of the act for compliance for grant of registration. The hearing for
the said matter was scheduled on 15th June, 2018 and promoter has furnished all the information’s (i.e. Form-3, details of unsold unit in
Form-3 and Form-2) as required by GujRERA.

The GujRERA has issued an order dated 5th December, 2018 rejecting the application for registration of project on the ground that
registered development agreement pertaining to the land was not submitted and further GujRERA had forfeited the fees paid at the
time of application for registration of project.

Aggrieved with the order of GujRERA, promoter filed and appeal before the GujRERA Appellate Tribunal on the ground that

a. GujRERA was required to provide the registration or refuse the registration within 30 days from the receipt of the application. If
GujRERA failed to grant the registration, then project is deemed to have been registered.

b. There was no query raised in respect of the development agreement and promoter has submitted all the documents on time to
time which was asked by the GujRERA.

The GujRERA appellate Tribunal held that it is not necessary to submit the registered development agreement for registration of the
project as it is clear from the fact that Partnership firm was created by the partner for their profit sharing and the project will be
developed on the land which is in the name of all partners and further, points for development was covered in the documents,
therefore the promoter is not required to register the development agreement.

Further it is held by the GujRERA Appellate tribunal that, once promoter has submitted all the necessary documents then it is the duty
of GujRERA to grant or refuse the registration in the specified time period i.e. 30 days from the date of application.

Further is was held that order rejecting the registration application and confiscation of registration fees is not legal and not according to
law.

Conclusion:

The application for registration of project is required to be granted, therefore GujRERA shall grant the registration of the project
according to provision of law and provide a registration number including login id and password to the promoter.

The GujRERA shall not recover the registration fees from the promoter.

The GujRERA has no power to reject the registration application of the promoter on any ground.
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SEBI: Recalibration of Minimum Public Shareholding norms for listed companies going through CIRP.

The Securities and Exchange Board of India (SEBI) mandated that the companies emerging from insolvency proceedings must have at
least a 5% upfront public shareholding, if the resolution process has resulted in the public shareholding falling below 10%. The move is
aimed at curbing volatility and manipulation in the share prices of these companies. As per new rule of SEBI these companies would be
given 12 months to achieve a public shareholding of 10% from the date their shares are admitted for re-trading on the exchanges and 36
months to reach 25%.

To facilitate the upfront 5% public float when trading commences, SEBI has relaxed the lock-in rules on the shares held by the
resolution applicant. The lock-in on equity shares allotted to the resolution applicant, under the resolution plan, shall not be applicable
to the extent required to achieve 10% public shareholding within 12 months.

Such companies shall be required to make additional disclosures, such as, specific details of resolution plan including details of assets
post-CIRP, details of securities continuing to be imposed on the companies’ assets and other material liabilities imposed on the




