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Curnplarnt No. CR/1707l2019 Case titled
BistVs Oasis Landmarks LLP

RepreseDred through shn Ashish Sardana AR ofco

0a$s Landmarks LLP

Respondent Represented
through

Shri Kapil Madan a.d Sa

u-a3-2023

ProceedinB Reco.ded by Naresh Kumrn an.l HR 14eh

Proceedints

The present complaint was filed on 29.04.2019 and rhe repll
respondent has been receivedon 17 oz 2021.

The counselfor the respondent states that ShriAshish Sa.dana

behalf of complainant is neithe. the allottee nor the cor

complainant. However, Sh.i Ashish Sardana darifles that h€

representative of the complainant and an applicarion for cha

been filed in the authoriry on 2103.2023 duly sign€d bv the cor

a copy has beensupplied to the counselfor the complainant.

Shri Ashish Sardana states that he is cove.ed under seclion
2016 and has been duly authorized by the complainant vn

dated 14.03.2023 received in the registry on 21.03.2023. l

counsel for the .espondent states that Shri Sa.dana is not cove

ofthe provisions ofsectio. 56 olthe Act which states as underr

The applicant or appellanr may either appear i. Persor
autho.ize one or more chartered a€countants o. comp

secretaries or cost accountants or legal practitioners or
of its ofhcers to present his or its case betore the Appel

anv
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CR/3040/2020 Case titled ;
Chaudhary Vs Godrej Proper

f4rr Shelly Chaudhary

Represented through sh.i Aashish SardanaAR

Responden t Re p resented
through

Shri Kapil Madan and Sa

1,4.032023

Proceeding Recorded by Naresh Kuhari and HR I,1eh

Proceedints

The present complaint was filed on 12.10.2020 and the repl)
respondent has been .eceived on 08.03.2021. The present c

filed for refund before the adjudicatinB ofticer and the same w
the Ao vide order dated 06.10.2021. Against the said dat
respondent prelerred the appeal and the appellare ribunalaft{
parties at len8th ser aside the order dated 06.10.2021 and
authority to try the complainta fresh.

The counsel for the respoDdent states that ShriAshish Sardana
behalf oi complainant is neither the allottee nor the cor
complainant. However, Shri Ashish Sardana clarifies that he
representative ol the complainant and an applicarion fo. char
bee. ffled i. the authoriry on 21.03.2023 duly signed by the cor
a copy has been supplied to the counsel for rhe comp lainan t.

shri tuhish Sardana states that he is covered u.der s€crion
2016 aDd has been duly authorized by the complainant vk
dated 14.03.2023 recerved in the registry on 2103 2023 l
coLrnsel for the respondent states that Shri Sardana is not cove
ofthe provisions oisection 56 olthe Act which states as under'
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ft{rr h€aring the


