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Ahuja and Madhu Ahuja VS Vatika Limited

Rajeev B Ahuja and Madhu Ahuja

Day and Date

Complaint No.

Complainant

Represented through Ms. Tulna Rampal Advocate

Respondent Vatika Limited

Respondent Represented Ms. Ankur Berry Advocate

13.11.2024Last date of hearing

Proceeding li.ecorded by Naresh Kumari

Proceedings

0rder not pronounced today.

The counsel for the respondent states that assured retttrn amoullting to

Rs.11,75,396/- has been paid to the complainant contrary to the claim that

Rs.34,691/- has been paid on that account. She has handed over a copy of the

statement showing the assured return paid to the counsel for the complainant

during the course of proceedings. The counsel for the complainant objects to

the same stating that no such document can be produced by the resporldent at

this stage,

In the interest of justice, the copy of the assured return statement may be

submitted in the registry of the authority and the counsel for the complainant

may fite response to the same before the next date of hearing so that there are

no complication w.r.t execution of the order at a later stage,

Matter to come up on 22.0]^.2025 for final arguments/order.
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