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Proceedings-cum-order

The present complaint was filed on 28 06 
"1024 

and the reply on behalf oI

respondent was filed on 17.01 202 5'

The Authority observes that the complainant earlier filed.a complaint bearing

,", ioli or zozo .eeking delayed poisessiorr charges which was allowed vide

order dated 1,3.L0.2021.

The complainant in the present matter seeking relief w r't the forensic audit of

it 
" 

o-iJ.t, ff," authoriry had already directed forensic audit conducted in the

rr"ui""'r."i".i"iihe allottee vide or-d et dat':d 07 02 2024 in CR/779 /2023

ln view of the above, no relief in respect of forensic audit survives to be

granted. The complaint is dismissed'

1 Mutt". rtrnd. disposed of. File be consigned to registry'
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