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PROCEEDINGS OF THIi DAY

't hursda)' and 14.03.2024

Complaint No.

Anirudh Kumar and Mamta Kumari

Ms Surbl Garg, Advocate

Sai Aaift Farms Private Limited

Shri Risl abh Gupta, Advocate

Last date ofhea ng 07.12.2A23

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh l:umariand HR Mehta

Matter to come up on 18.7.2024 for furtherproce3dings.

Proceedinias

The present complaint was filed on 07.08.2023 rnd registered as complaint no. 3541 of
2023. Despite proper service of notice, no writtell reply has yet been 6led. Moreover, the

seryice is also confirmed from the fact that on th,) last date of hearin& Shri Rahul Raghav

Advocate, of the respondent company appeared itnd was directed to file the reply within
two week, i.e., by 21.72.2023, in the registry w:th a copy to the complainant subject to

payment ofRs.7000/- as cost to be paid to the conrplainant failing which the defence ofthe
respondent shall be struck ofi

Written reply has notbeen filed by the respondent so far. The counsel forthe respondent

requests for one week time for filing of reply. Olle more opportunity is being granted to
respondent to file the reply within two weeks i.e,, by 28.03 2024 in the registry with a copy

to the complainant along with additional cost of Rs. 5000/- if the reply is not filed in the

stipulated period. It is the last oppoftunity. In c$e the reply is not Sled within the time

allowed, the defence ofthe respondent may be suuck ofi
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