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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY 13

Day and Date Tuesday and 19.03.2024

Complaint No. MA NO. 27 /2024 in CR/ 4646 /2021, Case
titled as Vanita Mehta and Shristhi Mehta
VS Emaar MCF Land

Complainant Vanita Mehta and Shristhi Mehta

Represented through Ms. Pratima Dwivedi Advocate

Respondent Emaar MGF Land

Respondent Represented Shri Harshit Batra Advocate

Last date ofhearing Application u/s 39 ofthe Act

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kumari and HR Mehta

proce,

The present complaint was dispo
the directions of delay possession r

edings-cum-ordr

sed off vide order dated 08.09.2022 with
:harges.

An Authontr (onsur ure_d-u"d-@
{-d!l?n rhf{qrr qt{ fi6n) srfofiqc, ,orsdsmiot irdrdrfed rftriq

Changes nroposed

The counsel for the
complainant has filed an
application stating that in
the detailed judgment the
name of the complainant
is recorded as Banita
Mehta and Shrishti Mehta
and there has been
clerical error.

The correct name of the
complainants are Vanita
Mehta and Srishti Mehta.

It is observed that there is inadvertent
error in the order dated 08.09.2022
where the name of the complainant is
recorded as Banita Mehta and Shrishti
Mehta and there has been clerical error
instead of Vanita Mehta and Shrishti
Mehta.
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Th:l:fo:: in view of natural lustice, the application of rectification is allowed
and rne tile be consigned to the registry.
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