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| PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY | 44
| Day and Date | Tuesday and 23.07.2024
Complaint No, _rl'lr'lﬁ NO. 166/2024 in CR/741/2022 Case

tithed as Kushlendra Pandey and Reema
| Pandey VS Neo developers Private Limited

Complamnant Kushlendra Pandey and Reema Pandey
| Repreiezﬂfgh____ __ _:Mszag;r Maﬂ‘mtzza .-'chvura.te-
| Respondent Neo developers Private Limited
Hespun;nt;pr;ser;& T ShrEhuhham F-_'I.'mn proxy counsel
| [.-55[ d_atE u?hearing o i _EE.EEDE_*i : |

! Proceeding Recarded by

Proceedings cumssrdny

The aloresaid complaint was disposed of vide order dated 05.12.2023 of the

authority wherein the complainant was held entitled for assured return from march

2020 till the commencement of the first lease. An a pplication dated 11.03.2024 was
| filed by the complainant for rectif; cation of order dated 05.12.2023

| Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

The counsel for the respondent requests for filing of reply of the above application
| and a copy of the same has been su pplied to the counsel for the complainant during
 proceedings and shall be filing the same in the registry today itself.

| Matter to come up on 10.09.2024 for § urther proceedings.

Vil - n?’_)
Vijay Kurmiar Goyal

Member
Arun Kumar
Chairman
23.07.2024
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