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OFFICE OF ESTATE OFFICER, PRAGATI MAIDAN, NEW DELHI

In the mattet of:

India Trade Promotion Qrgahisation ‘ _...Petitioner
Vs.
M/s. Palace Restaurant | .,.Respcznderll
Present: Mr. Ayush Kapur, counsel along with Ms.Sunita Kamboj, DM on
behalf of petitioner

Mr. Vinayak Marwah, counsel for the respondent.

” arties,
In continuation to the last arguments and confirmed by both pa

further arguments were heard. It was argued by the respondent that the gl’@“
area was only 978 sq. mtrs., as per agreement of 2003. However. counsel for
the petitioner rebutted the same by showing some documents that greer{ area
includes 200 sq. mtr., in addition to 978 sq. mtr. The respondent mentioned
that on the green area subject of 200 sq.mtrs., they will come back. Both the
parties are directed to produce the documents in order to substantiate their
respective claims.

The matter is fixed for further arguments




