
West Bengal Real Estate Regulatory Authority
Calcutta Greens Commercial Complex (1"t Floor)

IOSO/2, Survey Park, Kolkata- ZOO OTS

Comp t No.WBRERA COM IPHYSICAL) 000169

Manoj Kothari & Mala Kothari

Vs

Idea-l Unique Realtors Private Limited & Ors
Yes Bank Limited

The Authorized Officer, Yes Bank Limited

Respondent no. 1- 12
Respondent No. 13
Respondent No. 14

Complainants

Order and signature of the Authority Note of
action

taken on
order

S1. Number
and date of

order

Advocate Pratyush Patwad (Mob. No. 9831283208 & email
patwariandassociateg@gmail.com) is present in the physical hearing today
behalf of the Complainant filling Valaiatnama and sigrred the Attendance Sheet

Advocate srijeeta Gupta (Mob. No. a24o159497 & email ld

Id

srijeetagupta@€mail.com) is present in the hearing through online mode
on behalf of the Ideal Unique Realtors Private Limited and its Directors,
Vakalatnama and hazira through email.

toda

rdAdvocate Mr. Sourjya Roy (Mob. No. 9836486947 & email
srjroy8@gmail.com) is present in the hearing through online mode today on be

of the Respondent No. 13 and 14, filling Vakalatnama and and hazira tlrou
email.

Heard all tJ:e parties in detail.

As per ttre Complaint Petition, tfle fact of the case is that,-

a) Respondent no. 1-14 are ?romoter' of ldcal Unlque Ccrtre loca

at premises no.lo, East Topsia Road, P.S. - Tiljala, Kolkata
700046, within ttre meaning of section 2lzkl of Rea-l Esta
(Regulation and Development) Act, 2016 (hererinafter referred to

the RERA Actl.
b) By an Agreement for Sale dated 06.04.2021 executed

Javed Ahmed Khan & Ors., all resident of Municipal Premises no'

Golam Jelarri Khan Road, P.S. - Tiljala, Kolkata - 7OOO39, re

to as 'Ovr'ners', M/s Ideal Unique Realtors Private Limited re

to as DeveloPer'arrd M/s IUCSG LLP referred to as Buyer, t1le

M/s ICUSG LLP had agreed to purchase unit no.sc, Sth floor

admeasuring carpet area of 2437 sq.ft. alongwith covered

parking space of 4 (four) medium sized car located at said

for total consideration of Rs'3,ff ,aO,eO / -.
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c) By Supplementary Agreement
a-foresaid Javed Ahmed Khan

dated 06.04.2021 executed
& Ors. referred to as 'Owners', M/

pajd a some of Rs.2O,08,95O/- for providing air condition facility
the said unit 5G located at the said premises.

d) The Complainant was the Partner in M/s IUCSG LLp
Complainant as Partner of the said M/s IUCSG LLp had inves
the entire consideration amount for purchasing the said unit no
5G as well as covered car parking space of 4 medium sized. car
well as aforesaid consideration amount for providing
conditioning facility at the said premises.

e) The Complainant had retired and / or ceased to be partner irr M/
IUCSG LLP. At the time of retirement and/or sessation from
Partnership Business, it was mutually decided amongst
partners of M/s IUCSG LLP, that the said LLp shall be releasing i
favour of the Complainant all its rights, tiue ajrd interest in
sajd unit no. 5G, which the sajd M/s IUCSG LLp had acquired
the aforesaid Agreement for Sale dated 06.O4.2021, an
Supplementary Agreement dated 06.04.2021.

Q Accordingly by registered Agreement for Sale dated 23.09.2022
Complainant had agreed to purchase the said unit no.SG.

g) The said M/s IUCSG LLP by executing letter dated 23.O9.2O2
address in favour of the Complainant had confirmed the fact tha
all the right, tifle, interest in respect of unit no.SG have bee
absolutely transfer to the Complainant.

h) The Complainant stated that the entire consideration amount
Rs.3,84,89,590/ - of the said unit 5G have been paid to
Respondent no.1.

i) The Complainant through public notice dated 18.03.2024 for th
first time came to know that the Respondent no.1 had m
the Developer's share in ttre project which also includes afore
unit 5G in order to avail a loan from Yes Bank Limited
Respondent no.13.

j) It appears to the Complainant tlle Respondent no.1 had defaul
in making payment of the loan amount to Respondent no.13
following which public notice dated 18.03.2024 was issued
Respondent no.14.

k) The Complainant stated that the Respondent no.l had neve

disclosed to the Complainant facts related to such mortgage to
Complainant.

1) The Complainant also stated that the Yes Bank also violated
Rule 6 of Master Circular dated 01.O7.2015 issued by Resew
Bank of India.

m) As per the Complainant, it is apparent that there is deep 'rou

criminal conspiracy between Respondents i4 matter related
apparent violation of Rule 6 of Master Circular dated 01.07'201
issued by RBI.

n) Apart from aforesaid it is found that no steps have ever been

for causing registration of the instant project with WBR

Authoritv under tlte RERA Act.
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o) The Complainant also stated tl.at the construction of the said uni
no.sc was scheduled to be completed within June 2022 but
date the construction work is not completed.

p) The Complainant would have easily earned a rental income
Rs.3,O0,000/- from July 2022 onwards but such rental inc
could not be eamed by the Applicant since the construction is no
complete yet.

The Compht!.etrta psey befosc thc Authorlty for the follorrlag reltcfts):_

a) Refund of Rs.3,64,80,640i - paid by the Complainant for purchasi
unit no.SG as per section 18 of the RERA Act.

b) Refund of Rs.20,08,950/- paid for air conditioning facility in the
umt.

c) lnterest at the rate of 17o/o ort the aforesaid total amount
Rs.3,84,89,590/ - as per the RERA Act.

d) Compensation amount of Rs.72,00,00O/- wittr interest thereon at
rate of l7o/o per annum.

e) Interim and further interest on judp.ent.
fl Such further order or orders as the Authoritv deems fit.

CoEpl.heats pray bcforc the Auttrorlty for the followtng tnterln
relteflrfr

An interim order restraining the Respondents from transferring and /
or alienating and/or selling the said unit no.SG alongwith covered car parking
space of 4 medium sized car to any third party during tJle pendency of the
instant proceeding.

The Complainants stated at the time of hearing that as the flat is not
yet completed and the schedule date of delivery of the flat has already been
lapsed in July 2022 therefore as per section 18 of the RERA Act he wants
refund of his money alongwith interest and till the disposal of this matter, the
Yes Bank Limited should be restrain from taking any further action in respect
of the notice dated 18.03.2024. He requested for necessarJz dtection for stay
of all the proceedings taken by the Respondent no.13 and 14.

The Advocate of the Respondent no. 13 and 14 stated that the Bank deals
with public money and the Foperty is a mortgaged property. The subject matter
flat has been mortgaged with the Yes Bank Limited by the Idea.l Real Estates
Private Limited. The Respondent has taken action as per law in accordalce with
section 13(4) of tlle SARFAESI Act. The said section provides that,-

"section 13(4).- In case the borrower fails to discharge his liability in full
wittrin the period specified in sub-section (2), the secured creditor may take
recourse to one or more of the following measures to recover his secured debt,
namely:-

(a) tal<e possession of the secured assets of the borrower including
the right to transfer by way of lease, assignment or sale for
realizing the secured asset;".
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He also stated that section 17 of t]le SARFAESI Act provides thqt, -

"section 17.- Application against measurcs to recover securea deUtp.- 1f1
Any person (including borrower), aggrieved by aay of the measures,referied to in
sub-section (4) of section 13 taken by the secured creditor or his authprized
bffiier under this Chapter, may ma-ke an application along with such fee, as lnay
be prescribed, to the Debts Recovery Tribunal having jurisdiction in the pdtter
within forty-five days from the date on which such measure had been taken:".

The Respondent stated that any person including the present
Cor4plainants can take recourse of section 17 of the SARFAESI Act, if they are
aggrieved with any action talen by the barrk against ttre said person in exercise
of the provision contained in section 13(4) of the SARFAESI Act.

He a-lso stated that the submission of the Promoter Ideal Rea-l Estates
Private Limited required to be taken in this matter for proper adjudication.

Section 31 provides that,-

osection 31. Flrl'rg of complalnts wtth the Authorlty or the adJudtdatlag
olftcer.-(l) Any aggrieved person may frle a complaint with the Authority br the
adjudicating oflicer, as the case may be, for any violation or contravention of the
provisions of this Act or ttre Rules and Regulations made there under, against
any promoter, allottee or real estate agent, as the case may be.

Explanation:-For the purpose of this sub-section operson" shall include
the association of allottees or any voluntary consumer association registered
pnder any law for the time being in force.

(2) The form, manner and fees for fi1ing comPlaint under sub-
section (1) shall be such as may be prescribed.'.

Therefore the question is whether Yes Bank Limited can be considered as

Promoter or not. In this respect a Judgm.ent of High Court of Judicature for
Rajasthan Bench at Jaipur may be taken into consideration.

As per tJ:e said Judgment of High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan

Fench at JaiFur in the matter of D.B. Civit Writ Petition No. 13688/2021 and

other connected matters, the Hon'lcle High Court has been pleased to observe

that, -

"28. The last question surviving for our consideration is, does RERA have

the authority to issue any directions against a bank or financial institution
which claims security interest over the properties which are subject matter of

egreement between the allottee and the develoPers. The term oallottee" has been

defined under section 2(d) of the RERA Act as to mean in relation to real estate

project the person to whom a plot, aPartment or building has been allotte(, sold

Lr otherwise transferred by the promoter and would include a pcrson who

subsequently acqufes the said allotment through sa-le, transfer or otherwise but
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Before admitting this matter, first it has to be considered whether this
Complaint Petition can be admitted for hearing under section 31 of ttrq Real
Estate (Regulation and Development) Act, 2016 (hereinafter referred to as the
RERA ActJ.



nderu

zk) "promoter, means,-

(i)

(ii)'

(iii)

a person who constructs or causes to be constructed an independentblilding or a building consisting of apartments, 
".-.."r".," ""existing building or a pa-rt thereof into apartrnents, io. *r. f.r.po"" of

.":[i"g .all 
or some of t]re apartments to other persons 

"rrd 
irr.l..d."his assignees; or

a person who develops land into a project, whether or not the personalso constructs structures on any of the plots, tor ttre purpose ofselling to other persons a_ll or some of the plots in the said project,
whether with or without structures ttrereon; or
any development authority or any other public body in respect ofallottees of-

(a) buildings or apartments, as tl:e case may be, constructed by
such authority or body on lands owned by them or placed attleir disposal by the Governmenti or

(b) plots owned by such authority or body or placed at their
disposal by the Government, for the pr.po". of selling all or

(iv) an apex state level co-operative housing finance society and a
; primary co-operative housing society which constructs apartments or

buildings for its Members or in respect of the allottees of such
apartments or buildings; or

{")r any other person who acts himself as a builder, coloniser, contractor,
developer, estate developer or by any other name or claims to be
acting as t]1e holder of a power of attorney from the owner of the land
on which the building or aparhnent is constructed or plot is
developed for sale; or

("if such ottrer person who constructs any building or apartrnent for sale
to the general public.

Explanation.-For the purposes of this clause, where the person who
constructs or converts a bu ding into apartments or develops a plot for sale and
ttre petson who sells apartments or prots are different person, both of them shall
be desned to be the promoters and shal tle jointly riable as such for t]re
functidns and responsibilides specified, under this Act or t}re rules and
regulations made there under;

2b. The term "rea.l estate agent' has been defined in Section 2(zm) as to
mean ?ny person who negotiates or acts on behalf of one person in a trarsaction
of transfer of his plot, apartment or building in a real estate project by way of
sale qith another person and who receives remuneration or charge for t}le
seryices so rendered. Under sub-section (i) of Section 31, any aggrieved person
may frle a complaint before RERA or before ttre adjudicating officer for any
violaticin or contravention of the provisions of t}re Act or ttre rules and
regulalions against any promoter, a-llottee or real estate agent, as t}Ie case may
b€. The
agatrs

complaint by an aggrieved person thus would be restricted to being frled
any promoter, allottee or real estate agent. It is in this context the
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tion of tetm "promoter" ard tS 1nterpre tation ignificme S anC e ehave reproduced the entiIe defrnition of the term "pro oter' Peru
provi

m sa-l of thissibn wou ld show that the same 1S word ed aS to ard tlrrereforemearl pnma
fac le s to be seen AS restrictive ln nature However c1a fvanou S uSC S o Section2 lVOU1d indicate the deslre of the legrsla ture to define this
e,kpansive

terln 1n an
manner AS per ClauSE i) of Section 2(zk "promoter" 6ansm a F'ersonho COnStructS or cauSEs to be coNStructed independen

existing bu
buildinan t or abu ilding conSIstin of apartm entS or converts an ilding

thereo f or a part
nto apartrnen tS for the purpoSE of selling atl or som f the o e apartmen tS

to other persons and 1ncludeS his srgnees By couching this "mc au SE 1n eanS
AI d includes language the defrnition of a term "promoter" ndeS exte d by
includi.g w]thin ts fold not only a person ho constru cts or cau SES construction
of independent bu ilding but a-lso his assrgneeS

.3O. The term .assignee" has not been defined any.where in the Act. We
would therefore have to interpret the term as it is ordina-rily understood in the
legal parlance in the context of the provisions of RERA Act. The rAdva.nce ta.wtxicon by P. Ramanatha Aiyar expands the term ".""igr;.,- ;"';; ;;;
conveyj to make an assignmenu to transfer or make over to ariother the right one
has in any objeqt as in an estate. It further provides that an assignment by act of
parties may be an assignment either of rights or of liabilities under a contract or
as it is sometimes expressed an assignment of benefit or the burden of the
cbntract. The rights and liabilities of either party to a contract may in certain
circumstances be assigned by operation of law, for example when a party dies or
becomes banl<nfpt.".

Therefore, from the above observations of t}Ie Hon'ble High Court and from
t}te definition of "Promoter, as provided in section 2(zk) of the RERA Act, the
Authority is of the considered opinion that ye3 Bsr& Ltntted lB a promoter in
the present matter for the following reasons:.

l

The definition of Promoter as provided in section 2(zk) of the RERA Act
provides that Promoter means and includes his assignees qlso and yes Bank
I-imiled can be considered as an assignee as in this case tJle Promoter Ideal Real
Estates Private Limited has assigned its right, title and interest to the yes Bank
J-imited by mortlaging the subject matter flat with the said Baak. Therefore, it is
crystal clear that Yes Bank Limited is an assignee of the Ideal Real Estate Private
Limited and therefore it is also a homoter as per the definition of Promoter in
the RERA Act in the present case.

' It is to be mentioned here that the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in
Civil Appellate Jurisdiction in Civil Appeal No(s). 6745 - 6749 of i2O2L lAisimg
butiof SLP (Civil) No(s). 37Ll-37L5 of 20211 in the mattei of M/s. Ne\atech
Promoters And Developers Art. Ltd.............Appelant(s) Vs State of UP & Ors.
etc..........Respondent(s) dated 17.Il.2O2l has been pleased to held that,-

'taoking to the scheme ofAct 2016 and Section 3 in particular of which
e detailed discussion has been made, all bngoing projects' that commcnce prior
to the Act and in respect to which completion certificate has not been issued are
covered under t}le Act. It manifests that the legislative intent is to mal<e the Act
applicable not only to the projects which were yet to commence after tlte Act
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operational but a-lso to bring under ts fold the ongolng ECtS andprotec ! from ts rnceptio th inter
proJ to

n e se .ightS of the stake hotd incl dingallottees ho bu
ers, ume yers promoters artd rea-l e state t while

d
agen S 1mPosmg certainu ties

pervI
and responslbilitieS on e Ch of them and to regulate

au SE th unregulated
admini ster and

e real estate sector thin th fold f thetho
e o real estateau nty

I From the above observations of Honble Supreme Court of India, tJlesubject matter project and this complaint matte. coml Jtnin ttre purview of ttreprovrsibns of the Real Estate (Regulation and Devetopment) Act, 2016(hereiriafter referred to as ttre RERA Act,), as per the provision of section 3 of the
PM f:l because the Completion Certificate of the project has been issued on17.1'1.2017 which is after the coming into force of th prorl"iors of the RERA Actwith effect from 01.05.2017

i Therefore, a-fter hearing all the parties and after tal<ing intoponsidfration the documents placed on record, the Authority is plehsed to admit
P" .*,1"r for further hearing and order as per the provisions, contained in
Sectiort 31 of the Real Estate (Regulation and Development) act, 2Ot6 read witi
Il: 36 of the West Bengal Real Estate (Regulation and Oevelopment) Rules,202t.

, .*oy 
,o^,*" 

_" 
decision regarding the interin orders and the stay orders

Po1;-d by t}te Complainant the Authority has to consider some points which are
as lolldws:-

iThe first thing to be considered by the Authority that action has been
latel |1 ltre 

V1 Bank Limited as per the provisions of SanfaESi e"t "r.",U;;sectiorr 13(4) of the said Act. whether RERA Act w l preva over thq provisions of
SARFATESI Act is to be considered.

I

I I In this regard section g9 of the RERA Act is surely to be taken into
consideration which provides that,-

I 'section 89. Act to have overriding effect.- The provisions of this Act
phall \ave effect, notw'ithstanding anything inconsistent therewitti contained in
hny bther law for the time being in force.".
,i
r I Therefore section 89 of the RERA Act clearly and unequivocally provides
that RERA Act shall override a',d prevail over any other law for tt.e time being in
force agrd from which it can be concluded that RERA Act shan prevail over tl.e
provisipns of the SARFAESI Act whenever there is a contradiction between t.l"e
provisions of the said two Acts.
lr

I" this regard the Judgment of the Supreme Court of India in petition for
Special lrave to Appeal (C) Nos. 1861-182112022 in the matter of Union Bank of
lndia ts Rajasthan Real Estate Regulatory Authority & Ors. also should be taken
lnto consideration. The Apex court in tfre said. matter has been pleased to direct
Ih"t,,,

1"36. Our conclusions cal tl:us be summarized as under:-

i(il
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I , (iii) As held by the Supreme Court in tl-re case of Bikram Chatteii (Supra)ii therevent of,con-f1ict ber*een RERA Act artd SARFAESI hct the pr6visionsconiiiisit in RERA woutd prevail
,i

(iv)..........

(0 RER4 authority has ttre jurisdiction to entertain a complaint by anaggrterled person against the Bank as a secured 
"oaia, O the Bant takesrecgurse to any of the provisions contained in section 13(4) of the SARFAESI Act.

However, is it cla-rified that para 36(v) reproduced hereinabove sha_u be
:plT".9]. irl a case where proceedings before the RERA Authority are initiatedby the Home Buyers to protect their rights. Wittr tt i", tfr. Sp."i": Writ petitioh
are dismissed.".

'With the above observation of Hon,ble Supreme Court of India it can bec]ealty _sgt:d t,at the provisions of RERA A.t "haX;;;-*e. tr,. provisions ofthe SARFAESI Act whenever there is a contradiction Uet*."r, the two Acts afrdtierefore, the WBRERA AuthoritSr has every po*". 
"IlJ 3rr.i"diction to admit thepresent Complaint and heard the matter as per the provisions of nnna ect arripass orders including stay orders as per the provisions of the RERArAct.

The second question to be considered whether a stay order is actua-llyrequired or not in the present matter.

In this regard it is to be considered that the RERA Act is a later /s-ubsequent Act,and it is a Special Act to protect the right, title and interest oftie Allottees / Home Buyers. Although the yes Bank t im]tea has ,"k;" ;";;;;per tt,e provisions of section 13(4) of the SARFAESI Act but this action of th.e
Bank clearly violated and hampered the right of the Complainants who are in the
peacbfut possession of the subject matter flat. Atready registrati." .f ,h;fl;;;;;
been done in favour of the Complainants and they ".. UL" peaceful possession
o,f ttre said flat.

(ii)

, Ir-r this regard section 1 l(a)(g) a,,d 11(a)(h) af the RERA Act should be talen
into consideration which provides that, -

"section 1 1(4). The Promoter shall -
(a) i............,

(d pay all outgoings until he transfers the physical possession of ttre real
estate project to the a-llottee or the associations of allottees. as the case may be.
which he has collected from the allottees, for the payment of outgoiirgs (including
land cost, ground rent, municipal or other local taxes, charges for water or
electricity, maintenance charges, including mortgage loarl and interest on
mortgages or other encumbrances and such other liabilities payable to
competent authorities, banks and fiIancial institutions, which are related to the

8



?
i Provided that v/here any promoter fails to pay all or any of the outgoingscollected by him from the a_llottees or any liability, mortgage loari and inteiest

fhereo{r before transfering the real estate pro.lect t """t ,n"tt;;,;;-;;
f:f:ld"" of the allottees, as the case may be, the promoter shall continue toDe uable, even alter t}te tralsfer of the property, to pay such outgoings arrd penaJ
:.h=:F, if any, to the authority o. p.."o., ; *;; ;; *. payable and be

5i5j":. i"_::l_of 
anv lesar proceedings whicir may be t-aken therefor by suchaurnonty or personi

seclion 11(4)(h).- after he executes an agreement for sale for any apartment,plot or building, as the case may be, not -o.tgrg. or create a charge on such
FFaxbqent, plot or bu ding, as the case may be, ald if any such mortgage or
bharge'is made or created t,.en notwithstanding anything 

";;*,,,lo ,;?-:il;
law for the rime being in force, it shall not aiect the jght ana interest of the
allotte$ who has talen or agreed. to take such apa.tment, 

"ptot 
or building, as thepase may be.".

: . q-Thgrefore being the promoters of this project, the Ideal Real Esrate
PrivateiLimited ald the yes Bank Limited are botir under tt" oUtig"tio, to a.U;i
t-l-e flqt to the Complainants free of any charge, mortgage etc. as per the
provisipns contained in section 1l(a)(g) and f f (+)(h) of the RERA Act, as
hrentiored above. Both the promoters have failed. in their obligations. The
Complainants have no fault in their part therefore their rightful peaceful
possesFion from the said flat cannot ousted by operation of the SARFAbSI Act.
Therefdre an interim order of stay should be imposed upon the yes Bank Liraited
pntil the disposal of this matter or until further order of this Authority,
whichqver is earlier.

; i This Authority has the power to issue interim orders including stay
jrrder in exercise of the provision contained in section 36 of the RERA Act.
Sectioi 36 of the RERA Act provides that,-

I 'sdctloa 36. Power to fusuc latertn orden.-Where during arr inquiry, the
Authority is satisfied that an act in contravention of this Act, or the rules and
regulations made thereunder, has been committed and continues to be
bommitted or tllat such act is about to be committed, the Autlority may, by
brdef, Festrain any promoter, allottee or real estate agent from carrying on such
act l.lntil the conclusion of such inquiry or until further orders, without giving
notice to such party, where the Authority deems it necessarJr.".

, Therefore, after hearing all the parties in the physical hearing today and
bareful consideration the Complaint Petition and documents annexed with the

PEtition, the Authority is pleased to give the following directions:-

a) Ar interim order of stay is hereby imposed restraining tJ.e
Respondents ald their men, agents and officers from dispossessing
the Complainants from the subject matter flat being Flat I{o. SG,
Stt tr'loor of the project named ldeal Unlque Ceatre located at
premises no.10, East Topsia Road, P.S. - Tiljala, Kolkata - 700046,
during the pendency of the instant proceeding or until further order,
whichever is earlier.

Faid

l
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b) An 1nterim order of stsy restraining t}le Respond ents and menagentS artd officers from cau srng an distufbanqev and oI
or nulsance 1n hany manner atsoeve I 1npeaceful enJ oymen t of the said flat and facili tie attached thS ere to bythe Complainants dunng the pendency of the

til
rnstart proceeding orun further order

c) An r:terim order of stay reshaining the Respondents fromtransferring and / or alienating and / or selling tfr" 
^"arJ 

ft"t to ,rrythird party, during the pendency of the instani proceeding or untilfurther order, whichever is ear.lier-
d) The Complainalts are hereby directed to submit ttleir totaisubmission regarding his Complaint petition on a Nota,r-ized Affdavitamexing therewith notaly attested/ self_attested 

"f ""p;;;;I 3:^1:".",:. Td .. "le":d copy of the 
'comprairt, 

e.tiqion and sendrne Anrdaut {tn original) to the Authority, serving a copy of the sameto the Respondent, both in hard and scan copiel, witfrin SO ltUrtyldays from the date of receipt of this order ttrriugh emait.e) The Respondents are hereby directed to Jqbmit his WrittenResponse on notarized allidavit rpgarding the Complaint petition
and Affidavit of the Complainants, annexing therewith notary
attested supporting documents, if any, ald send thi Allidavit (in
original) to the Authority serying a copy of the same to the
Complainants, both in hard alld scan copies, within 30 (thfrtyl
days from the date of receipt of the Affrdavit of tJle Complainants
either by post or by email, whichever is earlier.

Fix 13.06.2025 for further hearing and order

(BHO (TAPAS MUKHOPADHYAY)
MqmberMer[ I

Wist Bengal Real Estate Regulatory Authority West Bengal R€al Estate Regirlatory Authority
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