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The petitioners are aggrieved because the promoter

has not given the car parking space as promised to the

petitioners, by violating the terms of the agreement for sale.

The petitioners allege that the panchayat authorities have

been informed about such illegal action of the promoter, but

the panchayat authorities have remained silent.

The learned advocate for the promoter submits that

120 sq. ft. of parking space had been allotted in favour of the

petitioners. There was adequate parking space for the

petitioners to park their cars and the petitioners are in no

way affected by the action of the promoter.

Having heard the learned advocates for the respective

parties, this Court is of the view that the dispute between the

purchasers and the promoter cannot be resolved by the

panchayat authorities. The panchayat authorities could have

taken action if the promoter had constructed without a

sanction plan or in deviation thereof. The plan has been

produced. The plan indicates that four parking spaces and
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four proposed parking spaces had been provided for in the

sanctioned plan.

The private dispute between the petitioners and the

promoter has to be decided in a suit. The petitioners are at

liberty to file a suit for specific performance of contract.

However, the promoter is required to construct strictly in

accordance with the sanctioned plan.

Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of.

However, there will be no order as to costs.

All the parties are directed to act on the basis of the

learned advocate’s communication.

       (Shampa Sarkar, J.)


