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ComplaintNo. I CR/3675/2AB Case titled as Meenakshrl
Sharma VS Vatika Limited

Complainant 
I Meenakshi Sharma

Represented through Shri Ashlsh Budhiraja Advocate

Respondent Vatika l,imited

Represented through Shri Ashish Budhiraja Advocate

Respondent Representcdndent Representcd Shrj Ar Anurag Mishra Advocate

Last date ofhearing 05.04.2024

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

proceedings

The present complaint has been received on 18.09.2023
received on 29,03.2024.

The counsel for the complainant states that the complainant has paid a sum of
Rs.24.52 Lakhs while proof of having paid a sum of Rs. 14,76,466/- is on record.
They have directed to clarify the payment made to the respondeni and to file the
statement ofaccount.

The counsel for the complainant also states that he has not received the copy of
reply as well as previously imposecl cost whereas the counsel for the respondent
states tlrat he has already filed rhc rcply ot 29.03.2024. They are hereby direcred
to supply a copy of reply to the counsel lor the complainant and pay the previously
imposed cost also.

The counsel for the respondent states that they have moved an application u/s
792, 793, 79+ and 506 IPC for Filing lalse affidavit w.r.t payment made to the
respondent. Both thc partics are directed to reconcile the account and come for
arguments on 05.07.2024.
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