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PROCEEDIN

Day and Date

ComplaintNo.

Respondent Represenred through

Last dateofhearing

n n{ v,qr E4t Ttl3r f{I@.ft@
GS OF THE DAY

Tuesday and 20.02.2024t_
C1/?ggr/2022 Case ritted as Mai
Bashishtha VS Ocean Seven Buildt

lrl!ry:9
lvlanish Bash,shrha

Sh. Harshit Barra Advocate

0cean Seven Buildrech private Limrted

None

06.02.2024

Proceeding Recorded by RD Sh.rnna

As per the previous order dat€d 05.02.2024, the respondent was drrefiec
paythe prevroh cost ofRs. 5000/.hitingwhich repli fired by rhe rc\pond
shall not be read over and rn rhar eventuatrw defe;;e 

"r 
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struckoft

CostotRs.5000/- not paid by the respondent.
Perusal ofthe case fite duly reveals that initial notice dated 21.012023 v
issued to the respondenr and on 0{.09.2023 power ofAttornev on behal
re(pondent was filed jn the regisrry and srnce Lhen ca\e was fr\ed tor fit
reply subrect to cosr of R-s.5000/- (till06.02 2024J. On 06.02 2024 respond,
was d or^ed to file reply in rhe re8rstry on rhc underrakrng (in rhrs.dse r
other 8 connected cases) given by rhe learned counsel for;;pondent ro Fcost on next date ofhearingi.e.on20.0Z.2OZ+.

Despite_the 
-undertaking 

giv€n on 06.02.2024, respondent not paid previ.
costofRs.5000/- to the reasons best known to the respondent.
As 

-the 
respondenl rs nor ddhenn8 to rhe undertdkrn8 dnd order dJr

06.02.2024 so reply filed by rhe respondenr r\ nol lo bc rerd o\.r d
J(cordrngly rhe derence orrespondenr rs hereby <truc( ott
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