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Complainant Devender Kumar

Represented through Shri Rajiv Vig Ad'r'ocat

Responde t NE0 Developers Priva :C I, m ited

Respondent Represented Shri Dushyant ProxY c lun ;el

Last date c:rf hearing Application under sec ion 36 of the Ac
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Proceedin ; Recorded by Naresh Kumari arrcl Il lMr hta

Proceedings

The counsel for the complainant states that despite ha'

consideration under assured return scheme, the res

unjustifiecl demand and thtl complainant is apprehenslive

cancelled by the respondent in case the demand is not mt

The proxy counsel for the lespondent states that the unit

lease andonly fit out charges have been demanded for ena

to lease out the unit. Further, he states that thc resp

cancelling the unit in the interim.

In view of the above the said application under section .

disposed of.

Matter to come up on 05.09.2025 the clate already fixcd i

proceedings.
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