
ffi EARTNN
S- eunuennHrr

HARYANA REAt ESTATE REGUI.AIORY AUIIIORITY
GURUGRAM

eftqrun t-gqo ftftqrro vrkowr. .1v.rm
llew PWD Rest House

proceedings_cum-order

It has been brought to the notice ofthe Authority by the counsel for the respondent
that the Hon'ble NCLT vide order dated 19.11.2024jn IB No .ZZ"pujjZOZl rfl"a 

",Vipu.l Jain anit ors. Vs, M/s. Raheja Developers Limited h". i_po#J rnor"to.irrn
on the company i.e., M/s Raheja Developers Limited. Rerevant para of the order is
reiterated below:

6. ORDER
1. In light ofthe above facts and circumstonces, it is hereby ordered os follows:

,:,!t":::T:1::*"."f the Apptication being odmitted in terms of section 7 oltne Loae, the morotorium os enviWed under the provisions ofiection 14(1)ofthe.code sha follow in retation io the Rup.ni"^itiiij i ir-itrr""ifrlto (d). of.section 14(1) of the code. Howeyer, araii ,k p[ia"ri-"i in"morotoium period, terms oI Section u(2) b uO);I *"'Coae siln-'ro^"
intoforce.

In yiew oft]le above, the present complaint is adioumed sine die. The complainant
may file an application for revival of the compraint as and when the directions for
liftin8 moratorium are issued bythe Hon,ble NCLT. File be consigned to the registry.

Ashok
M r

02.o4. 25

PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY
Day and Date Wednesday and 02.04.2025
Complaint No. CR/2?86/2024 C"re titl.d ar O.Lrt".r"k.h-i

Singhal and Others VS Raheja Developers
Limited

Complainant Dr. Meenakshi Singhal and Ottrers
Represented through Ms. Ritu Sharma Advoc-ate
Respondent Rahela Developers Limited
Respondent Represented Ms. Mriwalini tonaon p.o@unsei
Last date ofhearing 19.02.2025
Proceeding RecordedEy Naresh Kumari and HR Ir4ehta
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