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Day and Date

Complaint No.

Complainant

Represented through

Tuesday and 20.02.2024

cR/8O25/2022 Case titled as Hin
Khare and Bharat Khare VS Ocean Se
Buildtech Private Lihited

ll1aniKl':Ynd Bh:TlIh11

Sh. Harshit Balra Advocate

Oc€an Seven Buildtech Private Limited

Respondent Represented throush

77

06.02.2024

Proceed,ng Recorded by RD Sharma

proceedings

As per the prev,ous order dared 06.02.2024, rhe respondent was directed to
p.y the previous cost ofRs. 5000/- faitrng whi(h rcpty fijed bv rhe respondenr
<hallrotbe redd over and jn thar evenruatiry defen.e or respondent sha be

cost ofR5.5000/- not paid by rhe respondent.

Perusalofth€ case file duly reveats thar aft€r fiting comptaint on 24.01 2023
rnitial notice was issued to the respondent by the regisrry and on 2S.10.2023
Power of Attorney on behalf of respondent was fited in the registry and since
then case was ffxed for ffling reply subiect to cost or n-s. sboOT ltirr
06.02.2024). O\ 06.02.2024 respondent was a owed to nt" ."pty'in ir,"
reSistry on the undertal.ing (in rhis caseand other I connectea casei; given ty
l he^leaned musel for respondent to pdy cosl on ne)(r a"r e or t *.-"g r e o;,
20 02 2n2L

Despite the underraking gilen on 06.02.2024,
costofR5.5000/- ro the reasons bestknown to

respondent not paid previous
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enr rs nor adnenng to the u dem

Now th€ matter is listed befor€ rhe authoriry on 28.05.2024 for final
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06.02-2024 so
accordingly the

reply filed by the respondenr is not
defence ofrespondent is hereby struck

!r- /
Harish cu/ta

Resistrar Cum AO(P)
HARERA GURUCRAM

20.02.2024

tlal.rEntqfr,'d


