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Thursday and 23.17.2023
Day and Date

C.Rt 6439 12022 Case I'itled as Vikas Coyat

and sarita Goyat VS Tulip lnfratech

Private Limited and Brahm Prakash and

Apple Faciies Services Pvt Ltd

Complaint No.

Vikas GoYat and sarita Goyat
Complainant

Shri Sukhbir Yadav, Advocate (filed fresh
Represented through

l.Tulip tnfratech Private Limited

2.Brahm Prakash

3.Apple Facillties Services Plt Ltd'

Respondent

Shri Chirag NagPal, ProxY counsel
Respondent RePresented

through

9.11.2023Last date of hearing

Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta
Proceeding Recorded bY

Proceedings

On 27.O7.2l23both the parties were directed to file written submission and

,"." i"s t"", nr"a by complainant on 26.10.2,023 and by respondent no.1 &

3 on 06.17 2023

NewCounselShriSukhbirYadav,Advocatehasputinappearanceonbehalfof
the complainant and is filing P0A

AR of the respondent no. 1 and 3 requests for

medical exigencies of their counsel Shri Sudesh

request is allowed.

The new counsel from the complainant further points out that the name of the

;;;i^j;;;;;;".rected. Theiorrect name is Vikas Govat and sarita Govat'

a short adiournment due to

Ranjan. ln view of the same,
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Furtherstatesthatduringthelastproceedingstheauthroity^has^struckofthe
defence ofR-2 and none is pr"rent ioday on bJhalf ofthe respondent and hence

shall be proceed ex'Parte.

Case adjourned to 29.2.?024 for furrher proceedings'

Member
23.11.2023
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