HArYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY, PANCHKULA.
Mini Secretariat (2™ and 3" Floor), Sector- 1. Panchkula.
Telephone No: (0172-2584232, 2585232
E-mail: officer.rera.hry @gmail.com, hrerapkl-hry@gov.in
Website: www haryanarera.gov.in

Extract of the resolution passed by the Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority,
Panchkula in its meeting held on 26.08.2026.

Iem Mo, 330.15

Continuation of registration under Section-7(3) of RERA Act, 2016.

Promoter: Armaan Enclave.

Project: "Armaan Enclave" an Affordable Residential Plotted Colony (under
DDJAY-2016) being developed by Armaan Enclave over anm area
measuring 5 situated in the revenue estate of Village Jhanjhari, Sector-45,
Karnal.

Reg. No.:  HRERA-PKIL-KRIL-521-2023 dated 29.11.2023 valid upto 30.07.2025,
Temp ID:  1348-2023.

Present: Sh. Gurdeep (Partner) and Adv. Neeraj Puri on behalf of the promoter,
1. Vide letter dated 29.12.2025, the promoter had applied for continuation of registration

of captioned project under Section- 7(3) of the RERA Act, 2016 for | year. The following
were submitted by the Promoter:

i.  Extension fee of <1,15,000/- via DD dated 23.12.2025.

Particulars Percentage
Percentage of works completed at the time of last 0%
extension et
Percentage of Development Works executed as per 82%

- Architect’s Certificate - _ .
Percentage of Development Works executed as per 82%
Engineer’s Certificate - o |
Percentage of Development Works executed as per 82%
CA’s Certificate o |
_Auditor ee (341,300/-) Payment Details B 241300

 Public Notice Fee (10,000/-) Payment Details | 10000

ii.  Promoter had applied 152 days afier the expiry of RC.
iii.  QPRs uploaded upto 30.09.2025.




iv.  Architect Certificate shows percentage of work completed regarding Construction
of Building Work (il 10.12.2025 as 82%.
v. A copy of renewal of licence No. 35 of 2009. which is renewed upto 10.07.2028.
vi.  CA Certificate showing percentage of completion of construction work as 82%.
vii. Form REP-V.
viit.  Photographs of the project.
ix. Promoter in his explanatory note states that due to reduced cash inflows and
extended monsoon season in Rewari region, project could not be completed within
the originally declared timeline.

2 Public notice for inviting objections from the general public and allottees was issued
on 28.01.2026 M/S Kamal Batra & Associotes were appointed as Auditors on 29.01.2026.
3. Vide letter dated 10.03.2026, the Auditor has submitted the foflowing:-

1. A bank account number $23020069405187, under the scheme- Current Account
Jor Escrow Arrangements, is maintained with Axis Bank, Shakti Colony, Mall Road,
Karnal, Haryvana, for collection of amounts from the plot allottees. The bank
accouni statement is made available from 16.12.2023 4ill 22.08.2025

2. A bank account number 923020068936350 (70% bank account). under the
scheme- Current Account for RERA, is maintained with Axis Bank, Shakti Colony,
Mall Road, Karal, Haryana, for collection of amounts from the plot allottees. The
bank account statement is made available from 13.12.2023 till 29.07.2025

As explained to us, T 30,44,000/- received from some of the allotiees in the month of
December 2023 has been deposited in this bank account instead of the Escrow Bank
account, which is a violation of the provisions of the RERA Act. This amount was
not deposiled back to the Escrow Account and the same has been taken into
consideration for the CA certificate for the period from November to Deccmber
2023

3. A bank account number 923020068936350 (30% bank account), under the
sciwene- Curent Account for RERA, is maintained with Axis Eank, Shakti Colony,
Mall Road, Karnal, Haryana, for collection of amounts from the plot alloitees. The
bank account staiement is made available from 13.12.2023 till 29.07.2025

4. The CA certificates from November 2023 to June 2024 is not as per the
prescribed form 3.

5. No Accounting data where the record of the bank account starement is made
periaining to the receipts from the plot allotiees and the expenses for which payieni
is made was provided by the Auditee. Only the excel sheets having the name and
amounts reccived from the plot alloftees is provided.

4. The above-said Audit report was sent to the promoter on 18.03.2026 for comments

and vide reply dated 05.05.2026, the pronioter has submitted the following:-

We. on behdlf of the Armasn Enclave Promoter, vespectfuily submit this
representation in relation to the uudii conducted under the provisions of the Real
Estate (Regulation and Development) Aci. 2016 for the project.
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At the outset, it is submitted that the Promoter is not satisfled with the conduct and
manner in winch the audit has been carried out, for the reasons detailed herein
below:

1. Lack of Cooperation and Fair Opportunity

That during the course of the audit proceedings, the Auditor failed to extend
adequate cooperation (6 the Promoter. Despite repeated requests, sufficient
opportunity was not granted o present records, reconcile figures, and clarify
Issues. The audil process was conducted in a unilateral manner without ensuring
propes participation of the Promoter.

2. Non-consideration of Documents and Submissions

That the Promoter had furnished various documents, explanations, and supporting
records; however, the same have either notr been duly considered or have been
disregarded while forming the _audit observations, vesulting in an inaccurate
represeniation of fucts.

3. Absence of Proper Verification and Reconciliation

That several observations in the airdit report appear to have heen recorded without
complete verification or reconciliation of data. As reflected in the audit material
iiself (particularly pages 3 to 3), there exist discrepancies between figures in CA
certificates and bank statements, and no proper reconciliation has been carried out
4. One-sided and incomplete Assessment

That the audit has been conducted in a one-sided manner without giving due justice
and fair hearing,

5. Deficiencies in Documentation Review

That the audit findings themselves record reliance on incomiplete or insufficient
documentation (such us absence of proper accounting records and reliance on excel
sheets). which indicates that the audit cxercise was not carvied out with due
diligence.

6. Conduct Raising Serious Concern

That during the audit proceedings, the conduct of the Auditor has raised serious
concerns regarding professional  propriety. The Promoter has experienced
circumstances indicating thal certain undue expectations/benefits were informally
indicated, which is wholly unaccepiable and contrary to law and ethical standards.
7. Resaltant Prejudice to the Promoier

Thai due fo the above deficiencies and conduct, the audil findings have ceused
prejudice (o the Promoter and canrot be treated as a fair aud unbiased assessment
of compliance under the Act,

PRAYER

In view of the above facts and civcumsiances, it is most respectfidly prayed thot this
Hon'ble Authority may kindly:

a) Take cognizance of the issues raised regarding the conduct of the Auditor:

b) Direci a fresh independent audit by another Auditor,

¢) Grant the Promoter an opportunity to submit complete records and clarifications;
d) Pass any other order(s) as deemed fit in the interest of justice.

3, The application has been examined, and the following shorlcoming has been noticed:

i. Promoter has not submitted an afiidavit stating that no unit has been sold/bocked
after lapse of RERA Registration.
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ii. Engineer Certificaie showing percentage of work done with reference to total
estimated cost noi submitied.
iii. Late fee is deticit by ¥57.500/- and penalty of 228,750/-

0. On 24.06.2026, the Authority observed that since the Promoter has raised allegations
against the scrutiny and conduct of the Auditor therefore the Authority decided that the
Auditor M/S Kamal Batra & Associates and the promoter be personally present on the next
date of hearing. The promoter is also directed to remove the above said deficiencies before
the next date of hearing. The office is dirccted to send a copy of thesc orders to the Audiior
M/S Kamal Batra & Associates and the promoter through a registered post.

g The orders of the Authority were conveyed to the promoter and Auditor M/S Kamal
Batra & Associates telephonically and through e-mail on 23.07.2026.

8. On the last date of hearing. i.e., 29.07.2026, the promoter and the Auditor M/s Kamal
Batra & Associates were again directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
The office is directed to send a copy of these orders to the Auditor M/s Kamal Batra &
Associates and the promoter vide e-mail and through registered post.

9. Vide reply dated 30.07.2026, the Auditor M/s Kamal Batra & Associates had
submitted the following:-

Your good self has ordered that the Auditor and the Promoter be personally present on the
date of hearing i.e. 29.07.2026.

[ respectfully submit that I have recently been diagnosed with Chicken Pox (Varicella). As
you me) be aware, Chicken Pox is a highly communicable viral disease, and medical advice
is {v remuin in isolation and avoid physical interaction with others until complete recovery.
My treating doctor has adviszd me not (o meet anyone for approximately 15 days lo prevent
the risk of transmission.

I the interest of the health and safety of all concerned, 1 humbly request thai the scheduled
meeling may findly he postponed for a period of 15 days. This would not orly enable my
complete recovery but also eliminate any possibility of expusing others to the infection

1 sincercly regret the inconvenience caused due to these unavoidable civeumstances and
request your kind understanding and cooperation.

Meamvhile, so that the matter is not delayed, I am submitting my point-wise reply to the
allegations hereunder for your kind consideration.

Preliminary Objections

1. At the very outset, the Respondent Audiior categorically, wunequivocally and
unconditionally denies each and every allegation, averment, insinuation and imputation
contained in the representation submitted by the Promoter.

2.  The representation is wholly misconceived. foctually incorrect, legally untenable,
unsupported by any documentary evidence and liable to be rejected ar the threshold. It is
conspicuously devoid of specific particulurs and consists primarily of sweeping ullegations
without identifving any documeent, communication, date, witness or contemporarecus
material in support thereof.

3. The allegations appear to have been raised only after adverse audit findings were
communicatzd and wre nothing more than an atfempl fo diveri altention from the
deficiencies, discrepancies ard statutory irregularities noticed during the wudit. instead of
addressing the findings on merits by producing cogent evidence, the Promoter has sought (o
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guestion the Independence and integrity of the Auditor without any fuciual foundetion.

4. It is "eapw'tﬁfﬁv suimiited thar the law recognises an Aucitor as an Inde penden
projessional v m‘-cp."lm(r,"l dutvis o repart fucts objectively and withowt fear or faveur. An
Auditor is not expecied to taillor findings ro suit the expectations or convenience of the
cuditee.

5. The present representation proceeds on an erroneous assumption that whenever
audit findings are averse lo the Promoter, the audit itself must necessarily be defective.
Such an assumption is contrary to law, contrary to established auditing principles and
CORLFArY 10 COMIPION SCHSZ.

Reph' to Allegasion Ne. 1 Alleged Lack of Cosperation
The allegation iy folse. baseless and ewiphatically denied.

Throughout the audit, repeated opportunitics weie gramied (o the Promoter to produce
hooks of accowit, bank statements, vouchers, agreements, reconciliations and supporting
documents. '

The letter Jor the coniduct of the Audit wus issued by your office and sent to cur email id on
20.01.2026. On the very same day, a phone call was made to Mr. Gurdeep on the contact
number mentioned on the letter. He provided the contact number o) Mr. Neeraj Puri, their
represeniative, who was entrusted by M. Gurdeep jor the Aucdit,

On the very sane day, a call was receved from him and a Whatsapp messuge was senl to
him (Whatsapn screenshot enclosed), to produce the relevant documents related to the
project. The docwnents as asked in the message sent to him is ay under:

o Documents related to the project like registration certificate, renewal documents,

extensicdocuntents, RERA approval, sunctioned maps cte.
s Al Bank accounts statemenis- 70% and 30% bank accounts or cwy other bank
accennts maintained related 1o the concerned project.

e {4 ccrf.!f cate for withdrawal of money from iie bani gecouils.

o List of all the plotsiflats.

s List of the aI!mfeev along with the power of attorneys letter of allctment.

o Money reccived from the alloltees

o Plois/Flens surrenderedicancelied

o ally daio

Kepeated Whatsapp messages were seid (o fim on 30.01.2026, 03.92.2026. 05.02.2026
(Whatsapp screenshols enclosed) fo convey the availability of the requisite record al the site
of the profect.

Then, affer 5 davs, ['was made assured that the velevant records are available at the

My, Neerai Puri and the Accountant/Supervisor of the project, Mr. Sudhir, :./zr.vrﬂd
location on G3.02.2026 and I visited the site on 06.02.20626.

To my swprise, not even the Fank  siciements were in the pfrﬁ'\'f&'s'inn of the
Accomrtany/Supervisor and heace, no ceeornting record was avaitoble ar tie site and the
onlv stotement said by Mr. Sudiir was that all the vecords are with o CA.

[he same situation was conveyed 1o My, Neerwj Puri over the coll and I categnricady
pointed out to him that you have wasied my day even afier repeated reminders and cleqr
communication as to whar documents/information is needed to conduct the Audit. He said
that the same statemient as My. Sudhir said 1hat the records are with the CA and he is not
availuble todap, He essured me that tne records will be cent on the email (o me ai ihe
earliesi

Then I messaged hint on Whatsapp on 97.02 2026(Whatsapp screenshots enclosed) (o send
the record on my cmaii address. Then reminders for the same ywere seat ¢a 09022020,
IU (32,2003 rum?’ 14.02.2026.

He cont the bunk account sicgtemens bi pedf formar op 11.02.2026 (Whalsapp scieeisliol
snclosed) and thon a call was made to him conveving that ihe funk Qccewd siclenients o2



not readable due to bad scanning and standalone bank account stutements does not produce
any record related Lo the plot wise confirmation of the receipt of the amount from respective
allottecs,

On 12.02.2026, he sent the bank account statement in excel sheot Jormat and the RERA
record in excel sheet (Whatsapp screenshot enclosed). On 13.02.2026, he was
communicated that the excel sheets does not contain the bank statements aligned with the
plot numbers. Whatsapp screenshot enclosed)

On 14.02.2026, the observations were sent 1o him ( Whatsapp screenshot enclosed-Annexure
7) and the same stood still and are u part of the Audit report.

On 16.02.2026, another reminder was sent to him te provide the reply 1o the observations, if
You have anv and also comveving that 1 will be issuing the report on Wednesday,
18.02.2026. (Whetsapp screenshot enclosed).

After 4 days, on 20.02.2026, CA certificates were provided (Whatsepp screenshot enclosed)
with ro supporting documents to substantiaie the same. The same was conveyed through the
call to him and he assured to provide the supporting documents or Tuesday, 24.02.2026.

O the very same day, the refined audit observations were sent to him (Whatsanp
screenshot enclosed) and sent a message to produce the supporting documents on Tuesdery
and also that the report would be finalised on T: wesday and I shall not wait bevond thar.

On 24.02.2026, he cgain asked for more time citing some excuse. (Whatsapp screenshot
enclosed).

On 26.02.2026, he, along with Mr. Sudhir, Accountant/Supervisor, visited my office and
aguin could not produce the relevant complete records. He again assured to produce the
recovd in a week’s time.

As the due date to furnish the report was coming near i.c. 29.02. 2626 (one month from the
issue of letter by your office), 1 faciiitated the Promoter by sending you an email on
26.02 2026 citing that due 1o my current involvement in several pressing professional
engagements, I am unable to devote the necessary time and attention required to complete
the report to the standard expected.

Again, calls were made on 05.03.2026 to Mr. Neeraj Puri (W haisapp screenshor enclosed)
and no positive reply was received from him.

And after a month of repeated reminders and ample opportunilies provided (o Mr. Neeraj
LPuri, I furnished the Audit Report on 09.03.2026.

The screenshots of the Whatsapp char clearly and undoubtedly justify that more than the
required nuimber of opportunities were provided to the Promoter 1o get the Audit completed
witlin the time frame.

The contemporaneous record conclusively proves that, despite numerous requisitions and
repeated follow-ups, the auditee persistently failed to furnish the complete records. Those
records that were eventuallv produced were furnished only after unwarranted wnd
profomged delays. Such conduct not owly obsirucied the smooth conduct of the audit but also
squarely disproves the baseless allegation that the audit observations were made withou
affording adequate opportunity. Having failed to discharge its own obligaiion to prodice
compleie records. the Promoter canmoi now aitemp! to attribute its own default 1o the
Auditor. The docirine that no person can take advantage of his own wron g squarely applies.
The allegation therefore deserves owiright vejection.

Reply to Allegation No. 2

Alleged Nor-Consideration of Documenis

The allegation is incorrect and misleading,

Every document produced during the audit was duly examined

However, an Auditor is under a professional obligation to evaluvate the anthenticity,
completeness and reliability of documents before relying upon them.

Documents which were incompleie. internally inconsisient  unsupported by primary
evidence or incapable of verification could not be aceepled merely Fecunse they were




producad.

The grievance of the Promoter ix not that documents were ignored. The real grievance is
that unsupported explanations were not accepted.

There is a fundamental distinction between consideration of evidence and acceptance of
evidence.

The Auditor considered every document. The Auditor simply declined to accept those
documents which failed the test of credibility.

Reply to Allegation No. 3

Alleged Failure of Verification

The allegation is demonsirably false.

Every audit observation has been recorded only after examining the records that were
actually made available.

Where reconciliation remained incomplete, the underlving cause was the Promoter’s
inability ov failure to produce compleie supporting records.

The Auditor cannot manufacture eviderce where none exists. Nor can an Auditor certify
transactions merely because the Promoter asserts them to be correct. :
Professional standards require verification—mnot assumption.

Reply to Allegaiion No. 4

Alleged One-Sided Audit

The allegation deserves to be rejected as legally unsustainable.

The principles of natural justice require an opportunity to explain. They do not require the
Auditor to aceept every explanation irrespective of ils evidentiary value.

As demonstrated in Point 1, the Premoter was afforded sufficient opportunities.

The explanations furnished were duly evaluated. Those explanations which swerc
wnsupported by documentary evidence were rightly rejected. Merely because an explonaiion
is rejected afler due consideration does ot render the audit one-sided.

Acceptarice of such a proposition would destroy the very concept of independent auditing.

Reply to Allegation No. 5

Alleged Improper Review of Records

The allegation is entirely misconceived.

The Auditor examined every record that was produced.

It is pertinent to highlight here that the mere maintaining data in excel sheels does no!
amount to proper maintenarice of accounting records. Moreover, the Promoter could not
reconcile the amounts reflected in the excel sheets with the amounis received in the bank
Starement,

Fven the amounts spend for the project were nol reconciled with the amounis veplocied in the
bank account staterment.

However, where complete books of account, statufory registers, reconciliations or
supporting evidence were unavailable and 1o accounting data was produced, the Auditor
necessarily recorded the limitations encountered during the audit, The responsibility for
maintaining proper buoks rests upon the Promoter.

The Auditor's duty is to report deficiencies: not to conceal them.

The Promoter carnol now conver! its ovn failure into an allegation agains! the Auditor.

Reply to Allegation No. 6
Alleged Improper Conduct

This allegation is reckiess, defumatory end wholly unsupported by any evidence whatsoever.
Significantly, the Promoter has failed 1o disclose:

o the date of the alleged incident;
5 |2}



e the pluce where it allegedly occurred:

s ihe identitv of any witness;

° anywrillen communication;

The allegation is thercfore nothing more than an unsubstantiated asseriion.
1t is a settled principle that allegations daffecting the reputation and professional integrity of
an individual must be supported by cogent evidence. The Promoter has produced none.

Thz Respondent reserves all rights available -under law, including proceedings for
defamation and such other remedies as may be advised, in the event these reckless
allegations continue to be propagated.

Reply to Allegation No. 7
Alleged Prejudice

The allegation is equally misconceived

The audit merely records factual observations emerging from documenis.

If those observations disclose discrepancies or statutovy non-compliances, the resulting
consequences flow from the underlying facts—not from amy alleged misconduct of the
Auditor.

An Auditor's duty is to report the truth as reflected in the records. The Audilor owes no
obligation to suppress adverse findings merely because such Jindings may be inconvenioni
to the Promoter.

Suppression of Material Facty

The representation is conspicuously silent regavding:
¢ repeated requisitions issucd during the audit (explained at length in Point &)y
e incoiplete production of records.
o delayed responses;
s inconsistencies noticed during verificetion;
e failure to reconcile financiul data despite oppertunities.
Suich suppression is material and materially affects the credibility of the representation.

The Promoler has approached the Statutory Authority without placing the complete faciual
mairix on record and has instead relied upon selective and self-serving disclosures while
suppressing material facts. Suck conduct is contrary to the setiled principles governing
proceedings before Siatutory Authorities and a complaint founded UpOTT suppression or
selective disclosure of material facts deserves outright rejection.

Abuse of the Process

The present representation is wothing more than a calculated aitempl 1o diverl the
Authority's attention from the substartive findings of an Independent Audit by converting a
matter of siatutory compliance into o pzrsonal grievance against the Auditor.

Significantly, the Promoter has failed to identify a single uudit observation that is factually
incorrect, unsupported by records, or contrary to law. instead, the representation is replete
with sweeping, unsubsianticied, and generalized allegations directed against ithe Avditor,
evideatly with the scle objective of discrediting the audit rether than uddressing its fincings.
Suck an uapprouch is legaily untenable Mere allegations against the Auditor cannot
substituie a reasomed rebuttal of the awdit observations, nor can ihey diminish the
evidentiary value of findings that ure firmly supported by comemperancous records and
documentary evidence. The conspicuous failure of the Promoter to controvert the audit
Jindings on their mevits, despite more than ample opportunities, is a circumstance that
. warrants the drawing of an adverse inference asainst the Promoter.



Itis therefore respectfully submiticd thet the representation deserves ro be rejected as being
devoid of any substantive rebuttai to the audit findings and founded soiely vpon an atlmzp_t
to shifi attention away from the matericl iregularities brought on record by the Audit.
PRAYER

In view of the focts and submissions made hereinabove, it is most respectfully prayed that
this Hon'ble Authority may be pleased to:
1. Reject the allegations made ugainst the Respondent Auditor as being false, vague
unsupported and devoid of merit.
2. Hold that the audit was conducted Independently, Impartially and in accordance with
the applicable legal framework and professiowal standards.
3. Disregard the allegations contained in the representation while adjudicating the
substantive issues arising from the audit
8. Pass such further orders as this Flon'ble duthority may deem fit and proper in the facts
aid circumstances of the case.
ABOUT OUR PREVIOUS ASSIGNMENTS

{1 is respecifully submitted that our firm has previously been entrusted by your esteemed
authorily with the conduct of uudit assigrments on four separaie vceasions. Each of these
assignments was carried out with the highest standards of professional diligence,
independence, integrity, and adherence to the applicable auditing standards and the tzrms
of veference.

During the course of those audit engagements, the audits were conducted in a cordial,
ceoperative, and projessionally conducive environment, At no point was any grievance,
objection, or complaint raised by the promoters or any other stakeholder regarding either
the marner in which the audits were conducted or the professicaal conduct of the audit
feai.

Furthermore, the aud:t observations and findings reported during those assigmments were
duly considered, accepted, and acted wpon by boih the pramoters and the appointing
awthority, reflecting the credibility, ohjectivity, and professional quality of the audit work
performed, .

This consistent history of successful audit engagements demonsraies our firm's wiwavering
commitment to maintaining the highest stundards of professional ethics, impartiality, and
technical competence while discharging its responsibilities. It also establishes that our
condiict throughout previous assiguments has been professional, fuir, objective, and in
accordance with the principles governing independent audits.

PERSONAL HEARING

It is wespecttidly submitted ihat, in the imerest of ensuring a fair, meaningful, and
constructive opportunity of being heard, we request that a personal hearing may kindly be
grunted by vour goodself.

It is further requested that the persondl fiearing may prejerably be conducted vithou the
presence of the promoter or other interested parties. This request is mude solely with a view
to jacilitating o focused and ohjective discussion on the issues under consideration. Based
an the experience of the carlier procecdings, there is a reasonable apprehension that the
presence of the promoter mav vesull in reilercdion of the seme allegations and counter-
allegations that have ulready been placed on record, thereby diverting the proceedings from
‘he factual and documentery aspects of the matter and making it difficadl 1o arrive at a
reasoned conclasion.

A one-to-one interaction with the officers of vour esteemed autiority would cnable ws to
present ihe relevant jucts, documensary evidence, and poini-wise clarifications in o
systematic and uninierrupted marmer, Such a course woudd, in our respectfil submission,
assist the authority in objectively uppreciating the issues invelved wnd arriving af on
inforined and importial decision based solely on the merits of ihe case.



We wssure your voodself of ouwr tulles) cocperation and remain compuited (o extending
every assistance required for wn exprditious and fuir Jdisposal of the matter.,
10, Vide reply dated 28.07.2026, the promicter has also submitted the iollowing:-

i. Has submitled an affidavit statize that no unit has been sold/booked afier lapse of
™I

RURA Registration.

ii. Engineer Certificate showing percentage of work done.

iii. Late fee of 257,500/~ and penalty of 228.750/- vide DI No. 002433,
11.  The orders of the Authority were conveyed to the promoter and the Auditor
telephonically on 19.08.202¢.
12. Today the Authority observed that the Auditor is still not personally present before
the Authority. The Authority. atter consideration directs both the promoter and the Auditor to
appear personaliy on the next date of hearing. - The office is directed to send a copy of these
orders to the Auditor M/s Kamal Batra & Associates and the promoter vide e-mail and
through registered posi.

13.  Adiourned w 33.69.2026.

True copy

HRLERA, Panchkula

A copy of the above is forwarded to STP, HRERA Panch
furthier action in the matter.

cila, for information and taking
)"/“’?
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