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ORDER

1. The present complaint has been filed on 07.11.2019 by the
complainant/allottees under section 31 of the Real Estate (Regulation and
Development) Act, 2016 (in short, the Act) read with rule 28 of the
Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Rules, 2017 (in short,

the Rules) for violation of section 11(4)(a) of the Act wherein it is inter
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alia prescribed that the promoter shall be responsible for all obligations,
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responsibilities and functions under the provision of the act or the rules

and regulations made there under or to the allottee as per the agreement

for sale executed inter se the parties.

A. Unitand project related details

- The particulars of unit details, sale consideration, the amount paid by the

complainants, date of pmpused@@é@?ﬁgﬁt’er the possession, delay period,

if any, have been detailed in thefﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁgitabular form:

"l

S.N. | Particulars S 0" gl Detils,
, Name of the prujﬁ%' / I1W’ﬁTHI§NS:’-fSEHNA, Sector-5, Sohna
D Gurugram
2. | Nature of the project Affordable Group Housing
3. | Projectarea “\ a N E.E‘f*pﬁﬁ agres,
-‘i-"l “ 13‘- " '; T __'-"
4. | DTCP license no. and validity.[ 49 0f 2014 dated 18.06.2014 valid upto
status -[17.02.2026
; WAW W ‘
5. | Name of licensee . M/8'MVN Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
6. RERA  Registered/ not | Registration no. 284 of 2017 dated
registered 10.10.2017 valid upto 09.02.2021
£ Date of allotment 05.10.2014
8. Date of execution of|17.02.2015
Apartment Buyer's
Agreement
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9 Date of environment | 05.01.2015

clearance (Stated at bar by the counsel of respondent

during proceeding)

10. | Addendum buyer agreement | 26.11.2016

11 | Unit no.and area 901, 9% floor, Tower-B4
12 | Changed unit no. 8-1404, 14* floor
(478.212 carpet area)

13. | Possession clause 3.1

| Subject to Force Majeure circumstances,
| intervention of Statutory Authorities,
; -::qg \ freceipt of occupation certificate and
sy ;’r Allottee having timely complied with all its
/v “Vobligations, formalities or documentation,
: as prescribed by Company and not being in

L default under any part hereof and Flat
A \Buyer's Agreement, including but not
' IIT V| |limited to the timely payment of
\ N installments of the other charges as per the
payment plan, Stamp Duty and registration
charges, the Company proposes to offer
possession of the Said Flat to the Allottee

t ﬂ f'i ll withina period of 4 (four) years from the

‘date of approval of building plans or
- grant of environment clearance,
' | (hereinafter referred to as the
"Commencement Date"), whichever is
later, subject to the Allottee has executed
the Flat Buyer's Agreement.

14 | Date of building plan 05.09.2014

16.05.2016

15 | Revised building plan on
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16 | Due date of possession 05.01.2019
(Calculated from the date of environment
clearance being later)
16.05.2020
(Due date claimed by respondent order
dated 13.09.2018 of DTCP, the
respondent has been granted zero
period from 05.09.2014 to 16.05.2016
for . commencement/construction  of
& Rl:@eﬁtﬂxerefore in the present case the
| due date of possession comes out to be
-1 16052020 (4 years from the date till zero
e ]ﬁei'}d;dhas ended i.e,, 16.05.2016)
17. | Total sale conside “"ﬁ"’.T;Rﬁ.-J.Z@?,ZBEK'-
i | As per BBA
18. | Amount pa[ |Rs,}18;52 ‘F‘R,ﬁ-
complainant 1\? \, fe SOA ﬂ’aiﬂﬂ.iﬁ? 06.2019 page 76 of
WJ co plﬁht ’ 4
19. | Occupation certlﬁcgté 29115.30*19
/Completion cerylﬁg:?te _.- Page 46- ﬂ u_fth;{ﬂpi}f
20 | Offer of possessi: X
i ) [as’péi; _i::age no. 74 of complaint)
21 | Legal notice sent by the | 07.09.2019
respondent to the
complainant regarding not
to spread rumors and false
information amongst the
other allottees on
22 | Cancellation Letter 21.10.2019
Page 105 of the complaint
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B. Facts of the complaint

That somewhere in the first half of year 2014, the respondent through its
marketing executives and advertisement via various mediums & means
approached the complainants, with an offer to Invest and buy a flat in the
proposed real estate project of respondent, namely "MVN Athens Sohna"
in the Sector-5, Sohna, Gurugram, The respondent represented to the
complainants that the respunﬂgn"_t‘__‘-:'{g;i yery ethical business house in the
field of construction of t'esideﬁtjﬂ_j brqj__ect and in case the complainants
would invest in the said project of respondent, then it would deliver the
possession of prnpus@ﬁ-ﬂalﬁ nn;the{prﬂrnﬁsed delivery date as per the best
quality assured by th”é}e@undeﬁ.- 'fhé?espnndent had further assured to
the complainants that the respondent has already secured all the
necessary sanctions aud approvals from the appropriate and concerned
authorities for the dEﬁ_jel_oment?& completion of said project on time with
the promised quality and éjae;:ihcaﬁuni The respondent had also shown
the brochures and advertisement material of the said project to the
complainants given by the respondent and assured that the allotment
letter and builder buj{gr agreement for the said project would be issued to
the complainants within one week of booking to be made by the
complainants. The complainants while relying on the representations and
warranties of the respondent and believing them to be true had agreed to
the proposal of respondent to book the residential flat in the project of
respondent.

That based on these considerations and with a hope that flat would be

handed over on time to applicants, the complainants on 05 Oct 2014,

A
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applied for flat in ‘MVN Athens Sohna’ in Sector 5, Sohna, which was

claimed to being developed under Government of Haryana, “"Affordable
Housing Policy, 2013" and paid an amount of Rs 89,360/- towards cost of
application which is serially numbered as 2647.

That draw of all applicants was held on 04 Feb 2015 under supervision of

DTCP and applicant was successfully allotted Flat with following
descriptions:-

Project "MVN Athens Sohna, Sector-5,
Sohna
Tower No. > 1 ;;r',]34 |
F AN _oflis
Flat No. a7/ Sl éﬁ N

This allotment lertermas fu]lpwed by @ceﬂutiqn of ‘flat buyer agreement’
(FBA for short), whiwzwﬁ executed on 17th Feb 2015.

On 12 Jan 2016, respondent. decid_&s_t_p revise his approved building plans
which were earlier appruv&d on 05.09.2014 and seeks objections to
‘revised building plar {rmq cnmmamanta

On receipt of this le P’Eceémﬁaih;ﬂats‘ﬁ%laed the office of respondent and
raised various Ob]EEtIGHE tnﬁthe pmpused revision, as given in proposal,
were very vague and burderéd on ‘whims and fancies' of respondents.
complainants refused to approve/ sign / accept the proposed changes.
However, it was clearly indicated by respondent that it is immaterial
whether complainants agree/ disagree with proposed revision -
respondent will anyhow get it 'APPROVED' by DTCP.

To overcome this and with a hope that Government Department would

listen to common man, complainants sent a written complaint to Senior
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Town Planner, Gurugram. Not finding any response to above mentioned

letter from Senior Town Planner, Gurugram, complainants decided to

collect views of other home buyers. It was found that lot of home buyers
were aggrieved by such proposed changes to already approved building
plans on which allottees had relied upon at the stage of signing FBA.

Consequently, the complainants wrote a detailed letter to respondent on

25 March 2016, which was duly receipted by respondent. Two possible

solutions were suggested in this letter:-

i) Since home buyers are directly affected by such proposal of revising
building plans, the prnpnsedr:évismn be scrapped.

ii)  If respondent still ieels tha_n shuuld continue with proposed
changes, mnnéy pafd by hume buyers be refunded with 15%
interest.

Now, finding that nuﬂlbers of aggrleved home buyers are increasing day

by day, instead of q.f&eﬁag faggrleuedihnme buyers at Gurugram, Distt

Town Planner asked them to meet Buﬂdmg Plan Approval Committee at

Chandigarh on 11 May 2016.

The complainants traveled aJl the way to Chandigarh on appointed date

irﬁewpd*ﬂiqme buyers and presented their case to

Building Plan Approval Committee. The committee did not give any

along with other a

decision during the meeting. However, they said that decision of
committee shall be forwarded to complainants in ‘due course’. This
decision is still awaited.

It is pertinent to mention here that on 16 May 2016 i.e within 4 days of
above meeting, DTCP APPROVED proposed revisions in building plan and

sanction the same.

A
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On getting to know of this development, complainants again visited
respondent office and demanded that since revised building plans were
not consented by complainants, their money should be refunded with
15% interest on reciprocal basis.
However, respondent clearly stated that no such refund is permitted and
they will have to sign on ‘Addendum to Builder Buyer Agreement’ which
shall be issued in due course,
On 26 Nov 2016, respondent asked complainants to sign on ‘Addendum to
Builder Buyer Agreement’, furgw_hii_g_hd:}jgre was no other option available
with the complainants and thﬁi}“ﬁéﬁf&r&xgn on dotted line or risk losing
money. - '--*_'H_ _::'I!r;i. L '
On receiving the ‘Offer ufPossasmun d;ited 07.06.2019 based on claimed
receipt of ‘Occupation Certificate’ and after paying the final amount, as
demanded by Resp;@nﬂent Complainants visited the site office of
Respondent to 1nsp@?& the Flat as envisaged in the FBA para 3.7. On
inspection of Flat, it whs nmritqd that Respondent has not taken electricity
connection from DHBVNL. E[Ec-mcity was being provided from ‘Diesel
Generators'’. This e qu huge. h?ﬂabje recurring costs on allottees.
Inﬁi th trfpﬁmﬁﬁ,,ﬁxtures agd workmanship of Flat

was of poor quality. It was alse noticed that potable water to households

Besides this, it was fi

is being supplied through captive borewells, which is contrary to existing
directions of Hon'ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana.

Clarification to above issues were sought from respondent, but, no
satisfactory reply was received.

Later, Instead of providing any clarification on above request and despite

having taken whole amount towards cost of allotted flat, the respondent

A
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complainant is damaging reputation of respondent.

20. The complainant on 22.09.2019 sent a letter with the intention to leave
the project and on the consideration of the said letter, the respondent
builder cancelled the allotted unit on 21.10.2019.

C. Relief sought by the complainant:

a. Direct the respondent to refund the entire amount paid by the
complainant along with prescribed rate of interest.
D Reply by the respondent Rl
The respondent has contested the cdmplaint on the following grounds:
21. That the complainant __api}lied;'fu'r_ tﬁgglhlimm&m of a flat in the above
mentioned project ﬁ%;the respondent vide application dated 05.10.2014.
That, as pet m:a:i_applica'f:l'e ~rules the ¢concerned government
department;’agencyq.;ﬁhs-tg carry out a draw oflots for the allotment of the
unit in the project. | |
22. That, pursuant to the draw of lots held on 04.02.2015, in the presence of a
Committee headed by the rei::féSEhthfive of the Deputy Commissioner,
Senior Town Planneiij_;y ﬂTﬁ.Gyrqgﬁam;fbe:-:cﬂmpiamant was allotted a flat
no. 901,9th Floor i:n Bluck‘f{ Tﬂwer- B - 4 having 485.2734 sq. Ft
(hereinafter referred to as ‘the said flat) for a total consideration of Rs,
17,87,236 /-. In pursuance 3 of the said allotment, parties entered into flat
buyer's agreement dated 17.02.2015.
23.That ever since the allotment of flat in complainants favour the
complainant started creating nuisance and have conspired other
customer also to put undue influence on respondent to fulfill his desire of

having control over administration of respondent. The complainant had

Jv
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caused hindrance not only to the smooth construction of the project site

but also induced other allottees against respondent and its project.

24. That during the execution of its obligations under the License it had come
to the notice of the respondent that certain works were being carried out
on the land near the project, for erection of two electrical poles for the
installation of high tension lines (HT Lines). The location of these electrical
poles was such that in the event the high tension lines were to connect the
two poles, the ht lines would have run through a portion of the project,
that too in a manner that it would have come in the way of the buildings
that were planned and appmvéd'tﬂ; be constructed over the said project
land. This state of affalrs could ng )t have been allowed considering the
well-being and health’;elamd isaues uf the allottees of the project as any
HT Line passing over ﬁhe edifice of the allottees would have played havoc
with their health and life.

25.Under such emergent and pressing circumstances, the Respondent
approached the Haryana Vidyut Prasaran Nigam Limited ("I{VPNL') and
other relevant/concerned -aufhaﬁtigs by way of various correspondences,
requests and representations t:u. change the alignment of the HT lines
running through thefpl‘blert.'l‘hk respondent had even met the officials of
the Department of Town and Country Planning, Haryana, as license and all
necessary approvals had been granted by this Department, apprising
them of the milieu in which the respondent had gotembroiled. but the said
requests were not acceded to and the respondent was granted no relief by
HVPNL or any other authority. Apparently, there was a direct conflict
between the obligations of the respondent and the health and safety of the
allottees of the project. Under such circumstances and being an ethical

developer who is not driven by profit motive and who always puts the
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decided to take legal recourse in the matter for the benefit and well-being
of its Buyers.

26. That in this back drop, the respondent being left with no other alternative
filed Civil Writ Petition N0.18929 of 2014 before the Hon'ble Punjab and
Haryana High Court. Significantly, in the said writ petition, a short reply
was filed by Chief Town Planner, Department of Town and Country
Planning, acting on behalf of the ‘Director, Town and Country Planning,
Haryana. In the reply, while aeknbiﬂfé_&éfng the fact that the high tension
wires would affect the project, it was inter-alia, stated that if the
realignment of the propoaed Electnﬂ poles cannot be avoided by the
executing agency, the Rgspbndther@n could get the zoning plans and
building plans rews’eﬂ from the office of said'department so as to avoid
passing of high temsion wires over the buildings proposed to be
constructed by the rie'épnndent

27. That accordingly, the l“espa[idem; under such force majeure circumstance,
submitted request for revisiun ﬂfthg hnilding plan(s) zoning plan(s) on
July 13, 20L5 and the revision was approved provisionally vide Memo
No.14925 dated August 12, 2015, for the purpose of inviting
objectiuns{suggest‘gdﬁs. After considering all the objections raised against
such provisional apﬁfﬁﬁﬁ with "tl:':"ﬁ-:fs;]mtl;: t"hl revision of the building
plan(s) the revised building plans were approved vide memo No. ZP-
9811SD(BS)/201619626 dated May 16,2016. The said fact which stands
recorded in the records and order of the competent authority i.e. Director,
Town and Country Planning, Haryana. It is very relevant to mention here
that after the revision of the building plans the complainants after

considering the objections of the complainants the complainants not only
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executed the addendum to the builder buyer agreement thereby
specifically accepting the revised building plan and change of unit but also
made further payments after the aforesaid revision of the plan.

Thus, itis quite obvious form the above-mentioned facts that the necessity
to revise the building plans arose due to circumstances beyond the control
of the respondent and in the interest of the allottees which amounted to
force majeure conditions and consequently the area of the flat allotted to
the complainant had got changer:l and the towers that were earlier marked
alphabetically were then mark&d mwcaily

That thereafter, in the writ peutinn then pending before the Hon'ble High
Court, the respondent had subrpitl:gd that due to the process involving the
change and revision df thebullﬁlng;gap;certam period has elapsed during
which the respnndaﬁﬁcﬂuld not chntin_;}.a the development of the project
and therefore prayed that such period which was lost during this period
in the interregnum &e removed from the limited time of completion
provided under the puligx €9n_51d&n@ the plga of the respondent the
Hon'ble High Court dispcS&d‘bﬁshe said Writ petition vide order dated July
26,2017 with a direction thETEb}' granting liberty to the respondent to
make a representation to the Department of Town and Country Planning,

Haryana in that regard

30. Needless to mentiofi that as per the said direction of the competent

31

authority i.e. The Director General, Town and Country Planning the date
of commencement of the project shall be deemed as May 16, 2016 and the

project is required to be completed on or before May 15,2020.

. That only because of the impediments created by the complainants

towards the revision of the building plan of the project of the respondent

company, the same was finally approved by the concerned
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department/competent authority only after an inordinate delay of more

than a year due to which the respondent company had to suffer heavy
losses and damages in terms of goodwill as well in terms of financial losses
as almost 100 of its allottees left the project due to delay caused in revision
of the building plan and due to the self-serving and false anecdote spread
by complainants with respect to the revision of the building which was
necessitated due to urgent and pressing circumstances which were
completely out of the hands of the respondent company. It is quite plain
and obvious that all such malmmui“&ndmalafﬂe acts were committed by
the complainant to cause maxlmum mssible damage and losses to the
respondent company so that utmust pressure could be created to make
illegal financial gamgffunder tﬁqﬂiegal, and criminal threat of getting the
application for rewse;a; building plan rejected which would have resulted
into complete loss of the investment already made by the respondent
company. The cumpla?i-nau{t continued their malicious propaganda against
the respondent cam;;‘anya_and its project by spreading false and baseless
rumour which were false tuh_ﬁﬁe: knm_.;.r!_aﬂge of the complainant themselves.

32. In the wake of the facts and circumstances stated above respondent issued
legal notice dated 07.09.2019 and requested complainant not to spread
rumours and false information amongst the other allottees. However
complainant paid no eeds to the said legal notice.

33.1t is respectfully submitted that the complainant vide reply dated
22.09.2019 to the legal notice dated 07.09.2019, expressed their intention
to leave the project. This intention was communicated by the
complainants at various other occasions probably for the reason that they
lost interest in the booking due to inadequate appreciation in the real

estate or due to their other investments. It is further submitted that the

A
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Respondentaccepted the request of the complainant and terminated their
booking vide letter dated 21.10.2019. The respondent has already
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communicated that, consequent to their request of withdrawing from the
project and the termination of the booking by the complainants, it is ready
and willing to make the refund of money to the complainants as per the
Affordable Housing Policy of the state of Haryana under which the booking

was made.

34. All other averments made in the cﬂmptaint were denied in toto.

35. Copies of all the relevant docurheﬁtﬁave been filed and placed on record.

36.

Their authenticity is not in dispute Hﬂnce the complaint can be decided
on the basis of these und_isput%d.drqm_tﬁgpts and submission made by the
parties. Y/ S s’

E. Jurisdiction uftﬁe authority

The authority observes that it has territorial as well as subject matter
jurisdiction to adjuﬁftate the present complaint for the reasons given

below.
E.I Territorial jurisdiction

As per notification no, 1/92/2017-1TCP dated 14.12.2017 issued by Town
and Country Planning Deparfméht, the jurisdiction of Real Estate
Regulatory Authority, Gurugram shall be entire Gurugram District for all
purpose with offices situated in Gurugram. In the present case, the project
in question is situated within the planning area of Gurugram District.
Therefore, this authority has complete territorial jurisdiction to deal with

the present complaint.

E.Il Subject matter jurisdiction

)
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The Section 11(4)(a) of the Act, 2016 provides that the promoter shall be

responsible to the allottee as per agreement for sale. Section 11(4)(a) is

reproduced as hereunder:

Section 11(4)(a): Be responsible for all obligations, responsibilities and
functions under the provisions of this Act or the rules and regulations
made thereunder or to the allottees as per the agreement for sale, or to
the association of allottees, as the case may be, till the conveyance of all
the apartments, plots or buildings, as the case may be, to the allottees, or
the common areas to the association of allottees or the competent
authority, as the case may be;

Section 34-Functions of the Authority:

34(f) of the Act provides to ensure compliance of the obligations cast upon
the promoter, the allottees and the real estate agents under this Act and
the rules and regulations made thereunder.

So, in view of the provisions of the act quoted above, the authority has
complete junsdtcnun to demde the cnmplamt regarding non-compliance
of obligations by the pmmoter leaving aside compensation which is to be
decided by the adjudicating officer if pursued by the complainant at a later
stage. "

F.  Findings on the relief sought by the complainants

F.1  Direct the respondent to refund the entire amount paid by
the complainant alongwith prescribed rate of interest.

The complainant is seeking refund of the deposited amount i.e.
Rs.18,52,794 /- against a total sale consideration of Rs. 17,87,236/- on
account of failure of the respondent to hand over the possession of the
allotted unit despite offer of possession dated 07.06.2019. Repeated
requests were made by the complainant but despite that the respondent
did not hand over the possession of the allotted unit.

The respondent states that the complaint was filed pre-mature as the due
date of handing over of possession would also take into account zero

period declared by DTCP from September 5, 2014 to 16.05.2016 and
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would thus come to 15.05.2020. The Environment clearance certificate
was obtained on 05.01.2015. Further, the respondent had offered
possession of the unit even before the due date on 07.06.2019. The unit
was cancelled by the respondent on 21.10.2019,

Some of the admitted facts are that the respondent has filed CWP
N0.18929 of 2014 [O&M) in the Hon'ble High Court and prayed that the
high tension wires which were passing over its land be removed/deviated
to enable it to execute Affordable Grnup Housing Project within time' It
was also alleged that during, this 1nterregnum the petitioner has applied
for revised desired by the respnndent and that revised zo ning was allowed
and consequently those high-tension wires are not coming in the way of
the construction. Hurvgver, because of this the petitioner has lost time and
have a claim that the‘pei‘ind of lost time be set off agﬁinst the period within
which the petitioner had to execute the project.

The Hon'ble High Cnurt vide its order dated 26.07.2017 has ordered that
once the main gruuse of the petitioner has been redressed, it would be
appropriate if they make a repreggﬁia;nn with respect to this subsidiary
claim before the respondent No'3' If any such representation is made
before respondent Nb'3, he shall take a reasoned decision within a period
of 3 months. : ) |
In compliance of directions 'pﬁssed b}r'the Hon'ble High Court, the DTCP
vide its order dated 13.09.2018 has decided the representation made by

the builder as under:

"in this case the project was stalled for approx. 1 year and 8 months and reasons
were beyvond the control of colonizer. Therefore, | am of the considered view that
the time period from 05.09,20ul to 1,6,05.2016 be treated as zero period for the
purposes of commencement of project and extension in the period of licence as the

licensee in the present case was restrained from undertaking development works of

A
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the project due to installation of power line near the project land by HVPNL and in
case the development works were executed by the licensee QS per the approved

building plans, the HT line would have passed through the construction area"
Keeping in view the above orders passed by the DTCP, the period from

05.09.2014 to 16.05,2016 is treated as zero period for the purpose of
commencement of project and extension in the period of licence as such
the deemed date of commencement shall be deemed as 16.05.2016 and
the project was required to be completed on or before May 15,2020.

Itis pertinent to mention here that as per facts on record, the respondent-
builder cancelled the allotted umt on 21.10.2019 stating that “in response
to our legal notice dated 07.09.2019 you again expressed your desire to
surrender the baﬂkmg ﬂf the umt in the pra_,rect of the company vide your
reply dated 22. 092019" Clause S{I) Df the Affordable Group Housing
Policy, 2013 pruwde; a provision for cancellation of allotted unit and

which runs as follow:

“ if any successful applicant fails to deposit the installments within the
time period as rgsgﬁbg_g in thstaf.'&nnpt letter issued by the colonizer,
a reminder may'be m:;bcfrm him for depositing the due installments
within a period of 15 d@fs from the date of issue of such notice. If the
allottee still defaults in making the payment, the list of such defaulters
may be published in one wmnnf Hindi news-paper having circulation

of more tha 'tj;o nd-in the State for payment of due amount
within 15 % the date of publication of such notice, failing which

allotment may be cancelled. In such.cases alsoan amount of Rs. 25,000/-
may be deducted by the co.'i:-mser and the balance amount shall be
refunded to the applicant. Such flats may be considered by the
committee for offer to those applicants falling in the waiting list”.

As per cancellation clause of the affordable housing policy the respondent
can deduct the amount of Rs. 25,000/- only and the balance amount shall
be refunded back to the complainants. In the present case, there is nothing
on record which shows that respondent-builder refunded the balance
amount to the complainants. Thus, the respondent is directed to deduct

only Rs. 25,000/- and refund the balance amount of within a period of 90
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cancellation till its actual payment
F. Directions of the Authority:

46. Hence, the authority hereby passes this order and issues the following
directions under section 37 of the act to ensure compliance of obligations
cast upon the promoter as per the function entrusted to the authority
under section 34(f):

i. The respondent/promoter-is _directed to refund the paid up
amount of Rs. 18, 52.?594};;Eaﬁ'éf?retaining a sum of Rs. 25,000/-
within a period of Qﬂ!d;;{y*s_ alongwith interest on such balance
amount from thed‘atepfcrarnﬁﬁll;apﬂn Ie. 21.10.2019 till its actual
payment. JAV/ Sl

ii. The above-mentioned amount. be refunded to the complainant
within a period of 90 days and failing which legal consequence
would fntlu#{i '\

1 Sead B

47. The Complaint stands dié'paééﬂ"uf;

48. File be consigned to registry. |

W

/L PRy vl

(Ashok Saniggvan) - (San fﬁugﬂrﬂﬁlra] (Vijay Kumar Goyal)
Memb (Member) Member

Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authdfity. Gurugram
Date: 28.11.2023

Page 18 0f 18




