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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY

Wednesday and 76.t7.2022Day and Date

CR/236412022 Case titled as Nidhi

Sharma and Amit Sharma Vs Raheja

Developers Limited

Complaint No.

Nidhi Sharma and Amit SharmaComplainant

Shri Pankaj Chandola, AdvocateRepresented through

Raheja DeveloPers LimitedRespondent

Shri Garvit GuPta AdvocateRespondent RePresented

25.08.2022Last date ofhearing

Naresh Kumari and HR MehtaProceeding Recorded bY

New PWD Rest House, Civil Lines, Gurugram, Haryana rqr fr' Rfd-d drfs

Proceedings

The present complaint was filed on 3L.05.2022 and registered as complaint

no.2364 of ZOZ1. Despite proper service of notice, no written reply has yet

been filed. Moreover, the service is also confirmed from the fact that on the last

date of hearing, yash Sharma, A.R of the respondent company appeared and

was directed to file the reply within two rn eeks, i.e', by 08.09.2022'

Written reply not filed by the respondent' The counsel for the respondent

requests for a short adjournment foifiling of reply' *:,tno'1:1:i13,'f t^te^I:

file the reply within two weeks i,e., by 3o.t7.2oZZ,iy1h,e resi3tty *lT: t".ll
to the complainant along with a cost of Rs.5,000/- to be paid to the

.- ^! f:l^,]

complainant. Last opportu"nity is being granted. In- case the lenll 
is not filed

within the time attowLd, the defen.. oit[. respondent may strucft off

Matter to come up on L2.04.2023 for further proceedings.

Ashok gwan
erMeMember

16.11.2022

DeveloPment) Act' 2016

A"t No. 16 of 2016 Passed by the Parliament
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