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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY

Day and Date Monday and22.08.2022

Complaint No. E/4272/2022/3BtL/2021. Case titled Rajveer
Singh & Sarla Devi Vs Magic Eye Developers
Limited

Complainant Rajveer Singh & Sarla Devi

Represented through Mr Sukhbir Yadav, Adv

Respondent Magic Eye Developers Limited

Respondent Represented

through

Counsel for JD/respondent

Last date ofhearing

Proceeding Recorded by S.L. Chanana

NeW PWD Rest H Civil S. frqtE, fuhdaT{s EftqMI

Proceedings

It is pointed out by learned counsel for JD/respondent that her client

has already filed an appeal against order under execution and the decretal amount

has already been deposited there.

learned counsel for DH requests to recover the decretal amount stating

that there is no stay against execution of said order..

When JD has. al.rgady deposited decretal amount, there is no reason to

direct ID to pry tlituffiSt#tsugrin, Request in this regard is declined. At the same

time, learned counsel for respondent/JD filed objections. Copy given.

To come on 28.09.2022 for further proceedings.
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