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CRl7O32l2o22 case titled as Nitish Kumar Roy

VS lreo Private Limited
Complaint No.

Nitish Kumar RoYComplainant

Shri S.S. Hooda Advocate
Represented through

Ireo Private LimitedRespondent

shri Rahul Thareia Advocate
Respondent RePresented

05.10.2023Last date ofhearing

Naresh Kuma and HR Mehta
Proceeding Recorded bY

rqr S. d. E{rc f€fi'(
New PWo Rest Hou!9

Proceedings'cum-orders

The present complaint was filed on 17'03'2022 and the reply on behalf ofrespondent was

received on 09.12.2022.

On the last date ofhearing i,e., 13.07.2023 the counsel for t}te respondent company moved

;;;;;ti-ti"" fnr dismiss-al of complaint on the ground that tlte unit bearing No R0306'

;;l-"';;;;il ;;;iri"rni t 
"" 

alreadv transferied in the nam-e.of M/s IGke overseas

;i;i;i;id" nomination/transferuit""tn"nt dated' 24122012 and a copy of said

,oreFncnt is annexure R7 and henc"e the present complaint is not maintainable He

;:d;"i";;;;';Jai of the complaint as the complainant has no locus standi on

05.10.2023 to file the present complainL

ThecounselforthecomplainantwasdirectedtofiIethereplyofthesaidapplication
within 15 days with an advance copy to the respondent The complainant has failed to file

written reply till date.

Thecounselforthecomplainantstatesthattheydonotwanttofi|eany.responseinview
;il;;;;;;;;i J'the unit in favour of M/s Kaka overseas Ltd' on request or

complainant allottee.

I[ view ofthe above, the complaint is not maintainable and the same is dismissed'

File be consigned to the registry.
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Viiay Kumar Goyal

Member
t8.07.2024
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