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Proceedines

It has been brought lo rhe nolr.e ot the Aulhority thar lhe Hon,blc \
order dated lq. I 1.2024 in tB No. 239(pBl/2023 tirted a\ Viput lain
vs. M/s Raheia Develowrs Limited has imposed moratorium
company i.e., lvlls Raheja Developers Limited. Relevant pa.a of the

CLT \

1. tn lisht ofthe obove hcb and circunrtances, it is hetebt orderd as totlo$:

n. A5 a @nseqrehce ofthe applitution being odhtted h terns ol setLion ? ol the
Coda the nororonun os envkoged tr.tet the praviio$ ofsectian 14(1) ofthe code,
shdtl fottow in reta on to the R6poh.tent/(cD) os p.r ctous5 (a) to (d) of *ctnn
14(1) al the code. tlowevet, duting th. penden ! oJ the norototiuh pe od, tems
ol sectian 14 (2) to 14 (3) ol the code shol came into fore. 

,

In view of the above, the prese^t complaint is adiourned sine die.
complainant may fil€ an application fo. revii?tofthe complajnt as and w
the directions for lifting moratorium are issued by the Hon,ble NCLT.

Filebe consigned ro rhe registry.
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