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I'ROCEEDINGSI OTI THE DAY

Day and Date: Tuesdalr arrd 1.1.0€ .2024

Complaint No. E,l 4983 /2Ct23 / 62:.2t 7 / 2019 Case

Gupta VS Lotus Grr:en Developers
Bright Buil,Ctech Flzt Ltd.

Lr:tus Cireen
Buildter:h F'vt

titlec[ ,Nok
Pvt Ltc[ and

Complainant Alok Giupta

Reprersented through None

Respondlent Developers P'rt Ltd and Bright
Lrd.

I R.rpondent )Representecl i..
throu5lh

I

Last datr: of trearing
I

l

Proceeding Fl.r

L

ecorded by' RameshL

Proceerdirrgs

As per learned counseI for f D, entire decretal 
,arnount 

has already

been praid to the DH. None is appearing,311tlehalf rrIsarne. Similar was p']sition

on prervious rCate also. It appears; that eithr:r DH has;; receivr:d entire payrrrent

or is not interested for p rosecution of'this petition.

Execution petition is thus clisnrissed. Iril,e be consil4ned to the r€r,torcl

room.
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IRajender Kumar')
Ad j u d icating O ffi cre r:

t3.08.20'24
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,\n.r\uthorily constituted url,ler section !10 the F:ea,l Estrrte (Re:gulaljon and Development) Act, 201ti
,A.ct l{o. l6 of 2016 Passed by t}.e l)arliament
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