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BEFORE RAJENDER KUMAR, ADIUDICATING OFFICER, HARYANA
ESTATE REGULATORY AUHORITY, GURUGMM.

Complaint No. 5l t4-20'23
Date of Decision: 06.01',2026

Rita sachdeva and .Anil sachdeva, R/o H. No. 7 /zs7 , Ground
Sunder Vihar, Paschim Vihar, New Delhi-110087.

Complainants

Versus

Ansal Housing Limited (Formerly Ansal Housing and constru
timited), R/o Ansal Housing Limited, 606,6th Floor, Indra p
21 Barakhamba Road, New Delhi-110001.

Respondent

AT'PEARANCE

For Complainants:
F'or Respondent:

Mr. Himanshu Gautam, Aclvocate
None.

ORDER
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till 25.0 L.20L9 and no further payment is pending on part of complai
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adjudge mpensation but as it was andated by the Hon'ble Apex C
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