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Day and Date Thursday and 18.04.2024 
]

Complaint No. CR/1,65 /2023 Case titled as Sambrit

Bhattacharya VS ALM Infotech City Private

Limited

Sambrit BhattacharyaComplainant

Represented through Shri Ujwal Gupta Advocate

Respondent ALM Infotech City Private Limited

Respondent Represented Sh Rishabh Gupta Advocate

Last date ofhearing 25.O1.2024

Proceeding Recorded bY Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

P

The present complaint has been rec

notice, no written reply has yet beer

from the fact that the respondent
marked attendance on 10.08,2023,

reply within stiPulated time PeI

respondent has failed to comply wl

written reply within the time allowe

delaying the proceedings ofthe auth

The respondent is directed to file re

complainant alongwith previous cos

Matter to come up on 08.08.2024 fol

roceedings

eived on 03.02.2023. Despite proper service of

l filed. Moreover, the service is also confirmed
put in appearance through it's Advocate and

a\d Z5.O'1.2024, and was directed to llle the

'iod. Despite proper service of notice, the

ith the orders of the authority, by not filing a

d. It shows that the respondent is intentionally

ority by non-fiting of written reply.

ply within 15 days Lith an advance copy to the

t.

r further proceedings.
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