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Thursday rnd 08.02.2024

CR/625l2023 Casctitled as Neelam Yadav
VS Ocean Seven Buildte.h Private Lrmited

MsAnshika proxycounsel

Ocean Seven Buildtech Private Limited

Proceed'ng Recorded

25.07.2424

Proceedings

CostofRs.7500/- not paid by the respondent d€spite lastopportunity

The perusal of the case file duly reveals that complaint was filed by the
complainanton 09.02.2023 and notice ofhearingwas issued to the respondent
bythe reeistry on 09.02.2023 and same was duly delivered to the respondent
6n 10 02 2023

Reply notfl€d bythe respondent within stipulated period give. in the orders
dated 17.08.2023 and 19.10.2023. However, respondent was allowed to file
reply along with cost ofRs.7500/-.

Replywas filed bythe respondent on 25.01.2024 butthe cost olRs.7500/- was
not paid. on the request ofthe learned counsel ior the respondent case was
adjourned tor today i.e. on 08.02.2024 ior payment ofcost orRs.7500/- failing
which replyfiled by respondent shall not be read over.

Today the cosr ol Rs. 7500/- not paid by the respondent to the reasons best
known to the respondent. As respondent is not pa,.ng cost oaRs.7500/' and
as respondent is notadhering orders with regard to payment ofcost so reply
filed by respondent is not to be read over. Accordingly, the defence oi
respondenr is hereby struck off It-\ - _----7 .\rv_ Y "l'

*G lr*E n hi ffi, .16



I}HARERA
S- crnrcmv

HAIYANA iEAI 
'SIAIE 

TEGUIAIORY AUTHOIIIY

Eftqr!fl {-\irEr EGqrq

\'J-"7
Ha.ish ctlpr/

Registrar Cum AO(Pl
HARERA GURUCRAM

04.02.2024

tm{fufrn@ffi,]dfr,6fu


