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In pursuance to our order dated 20.04.2023, the record of the RERA has been 

summoned by the Registry. The perusal of the record reveals that the complaint 

was filed by Sompal Singh Rana, a power of attorney holder of Aditya Rana (son) 

and after the judgment on the complaint, an application for rectification under 

Section 39 of the Act 2016 was moved with the request to change the name of 

Aditya Rana in place of Sompal Singh Rana and the said application was allowed 

vide order dated 17.07.2019. Though no written objection has been raised by the 

respondent, but this issue has been raised by learned counsel for the respondent 

during the course of hearing on 20.04.2023, which resulted in summoning the 

record of Regulatory Authority. 

Now, the basic issue for consideration before us is that whether under Section 39 

of the Act 2016, the name of complainant can be changed. Whereas in the 

application, it is stated that with respect to disputed unit Aditya Rana, who is in 

service, was not in a position to do pairvi, therefore, the complaint was filed in the 

name of Sompal Singh Rana. After addressing this fact on 28.11.2018, the 

concerned Bench directed for moving application for change of name and in 

pursuance of the same two applications on 28.11.2018 and 08.02.2019 were 



moved, but no order was passed on the said applications and the final order has 

been passed on 27.03.2019 having the name of complainant as Sompal Singh 

Rana, therefore, in exercise of power under Section 39 of the Act, the clerical 

mistake be removed.  

The question is- whether after passing of the final order, the change of name of the 

complainant falls within the domain of the provisions of Section 39 of the Act of  

2016. The learned counsel for the parties are directed to address on this issue first.  

Shri Rishabh Raj, learned counsel for the respondent wants to address on the said 

issue framed by the Tribunal.  

On the request of learned counsel for the respondent, list this appeal for 
orders/hearing on 04.09.2023.                 

(K.K. Jain)                           (D.K. Arora) 
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