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Proceedings

].1:,:"y."*, for the complainant has fited the present co

:lt]I.jl:,:i under Section 36 ofthe Act, 2016 seeking direcrespondents from creating third party riglts i;i'he'uni
submrts that the respondent no.l has illegilly cancelled th

plaint alongwith
n to restrain the
in question. He
unit in question

the total sale
paid a sum of

,t2,05,206/- has
of the complaint.
amount reflected

vide cancellation I etter dated 27.02.2024.

Rs.75,67,284/- in all.

As per the cancellation letter dated 21.02.2024, olt
:ly1"j*1r.1 or Rs.27,27,4t7.50/_, the complainani h

llrlcoun'el for!re complainant states rhar a paymenr of Rs.

ff:l T1o",iy the complainant as per details ai pa ge t3_.14
There is a discrepancy in the."n."ilrtion ,t"t"rn;;i;";ri;
oy me complainant.

PROCEEDINGS O-iEETAY
Day and Date Wednesday and 28.08

Complaint No. MA NO. 538/2024 in
titled as Pratibha Si
Infrastructure pri
Forces Official Welfa
Meenakshi Trehan &

/3585/2024 Case
Sidhu VS Pareena
Limited & Armed

Organisation &
ul Trehan

Complainant Pratibha Singh Sidhu

Represented through Sh. BaasirAziz Advoca
Tiwari Advocate

and Sh. Anand

Respondent Pareena [nfrastructure
Armed Forces
Organisation & Mee
Trehan

Private Limited &
cial Welfare
Trehan & Rahul

Respondent Represented

Last date ofhearing Application under se

Proceeding Recorded by Mahavir Sharma and
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None has appeared on behalfofthe respondent despite

In view of the above, the respondent is directed to main

unit ofthe complainant till the next effective date of hea

Matter to come up on 27.71.2024 i.e. date fixed for further

;atu"t"d ""dd scti- 20 tttea.al Estate {R.sulation md I
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t)vl
ei6bt< s\ner-an

h'a"nluel
zpoa.$/z+


