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PROCtrEDINCS OFTHE DAY

We.lncsdlyand 01, 07 2OZ4

CR/1269/2024 Case tirted
l,imired VS Brahma City

lEnaar hdia Prirate Linli€d

] 
MoF pevetoeers Linii.d

Sh RavinderSingh t(inha Advocarc

BEhnra C'ry Pnvate Lrhrted & tamaar tnd,a

l,n. *,.0 *;o;; Ms. Cauri Desar Advo.atsr

proce.dtngs

Memo orappea.an.e on b€hataofthe responden! no. I and Vakalatnafra
respondeni no. 2 ,lled. Reply not tited. Adiournnenr requ€sted.

Nowthe case is adjoumed foro4.O9.2O24.

Respondents are drrected to fite repty wjthin thr* we€ks oI thh o.der
wirh advan.e copy to the complajnant, and rn .asc reply not ited wnhin
thk o.der than repty be,lted with cost orRs. l0,oO()/ lo;e paid to th..o

o ihr R*r *drRaud,;

Respondent Represented throueh


