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I 
complainr No. 

lcnlzsaolzozz cr." U,t"dl. shrkrr,t,, 
I Devi VS M3M lndia private Limited

I 
complainant 

I shakuntla Devi

Represented through I Shri Mohit Dur, o.orr.or*"1
Respondent I M3M India private Limited

Respondent Represenred 
I V, Sh.iy, Takkar, Advocate,n.ortn I ,-

?roceeding Recorded by 
I Naresh Kumari ,rd Hq N4"t;- 

-lproceedings

The counselfor the respondent is filing an application for dismissal of thecomplainant.being not maintainabte .nit 
", .ippli"J, iopf io',n" .orr."rfor the complainant durlng proceeorngs.

The.complainant may file response to the above application within twoweeks after supplying a copy tothe respondent
Matter to come upon 23.2.204 for arguments
complaint.
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Member

10.11.2023

on the maintainability of the


