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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY 32

Day and Date 
I 
wealelgi{:{ 0n .01,.2023

complaint No. lcn1rco lzorg case titled as GAGAN

I BHATIA Vs RAMPMSTHA PROMOTORS
I axo DEVELonERS pvr LTD

Complainant GAGAN BHATIA

Itepr'cscnLud [hlt.r up

Respondent RAMPRASTHA PROMOTORS AND
DEVELOPERS PVT LTD

Respondent Represented
throus!

Proceeding nu.orJ;;; -

None

Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

Proceedings
The applicant/complainant vide application dated 27.09.2022 has requested for
rectification of order dated 29.07.2022. On the last date of hearing i.e., 14.'J.2.2022,
llulru ..lppcat.e'd oti behali ol'the t'espondent, So, one more opportunity was given to
the respondent to file any response in this regard. However, no submission has been
filed by the respondent/promoter till date.

None appeared on behalf of both the parties.

The order dated 29.7 .2022 was passed on the basis of the documents submitted by
the complainant' As per the details submitted by the complainant including receipts
ol attiounts, the [oLal aniounL to be refunded was calculated as Rs.69,9],O4gi- .

However, after passing of the order, the complainant has produced additional
documents pertaining to some additional payments/ account statement. This can
not be taken into consideration at this stage when the final order has heen nassert
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