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IMA NO. 368/2024 in CR/7769/2022 Casr,

I titled as Usha Mohan VS NEO Developers
I Private Limited

Day and Date

Complaint No.

Complainant Usha Mohan

Ms. Meenal proxy counselRepresented through

Respondent NEO Developers Private Limited

Shri Gunjan Kumar Advocate

Application u/s 39 of the Act

Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

Respondent Represented

Last date of hearing

Proceeding Recorded by

Pr,

The present complaint was dispc
respondent was directed to pay the a
complainant till Ieasing ofthe unit.

The respondent has filed an applicati
in direction of the authority and stal
dues of Rs. 13,88,971l- that should alr

The proxy counsel for the complainar
received the copy of application for I

counsel for the promoter -applicant is

to the complainant within one weel
response to the same within next one

Matter to come up on 09.08.2024 for f

oceedings

rsed of vide order dated 22.03.2024. The
rrears of assured return at agreed rate to the

on for rectification of order dated 22.03.2024
led that the complainant has an outstanding
;o be adjusted in the detail order.

rt-allottee states that the complainant has not
rectification moved by the promoter and the
hereby directed to hand over one rnore copy

( and the complainant allottee may file thf
week.

urther proceedings.
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,laf;eev KumarA-rora

2/ Memher
1,2.07.2024
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