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Though the matterwas fixed-for arguments with no further opportunitybut a request for adjournment in ,rr the cises p."iirg aga inst the respondent-builder has been received on the ground thit its authorized representativeShri Chander Shekhar Sharm, is suffu.ing f.om f.rr.. and is unable to assist
ii,lllf;3ans 

Adv' Adjournmenithough .pptr.a ur, is granted in the interest

2' Let the matter be put up on 1,8.05.202r. for arguments.3' It is made clear that no further opportunity for arguments wourd begiven' However, comprainant is free to rijJ;;i;;, submissions prior to thedate fixed with a copy to the other side.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE D]Y-
Day and Date Friday and O2.O4.2OZI

Complaint No. CR/630/ZOL9 Case titled Rekha Saith VS
Spaze Towers private Limited

Complainant

Represented through Shri Venket Rao, Adv
Respondent

Spaze Towers private Limited
Respondent Represented
through

Shri J,K, Dang, Adv for the respondent_
company.

Last date ofhearing

Proceeding Recorded by Pawan Sharma
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