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WednesdaY and 70.01 20?,4Dav and Date

cRt5Z3 t2022 Case titled as Kamal leet
Singh and Kanwal ieet Kaur VS M3M lndia

Prrt. Ltd A Roshni Builders Pvt Ltd &
Highrise Propbuild Pvt Ltd

Complaint No.

Kamal Jeet Singh and Kanwal Jeet Kaur
Complainant

Shri Garv Malhotra AdvocateRepresented through

M3M India Pvt Ltd & Roshni Builders Pvt

Ltd & Highrise ProPbuild Pvt Ltd
Respondent

Ms. Shriya Takkar AdvocateRespondent RePresented

04.r0.2023Last date ofhearing

Naresh Kumari and HR MehtaProceeding Recorded bY

The counsel for the respondent states that the matter was settled between the

p"iilr-riJ" 
'r,rou 

a","i 3o.og.zo22 and the complainants were required to

i,,,ithdraw the complaint in terms of clause I of MoU However' the complainant

ii;.i;;";; in p'".ton states that undue maintenance charges are being levied

rvtlat f,"t no* b""n allotted in lieu of the previous two units and even the

fo.."rtion ottt 
" 

t"id fnit ha5not been handed over to the complainants'

The parties are tdifficably resolve their issues within a period of 2 weeks

failing which the case shall be heard on merits'

Matter to come up on2O.03.2O24 for further proceedings'

70.0t.2024
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