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Case connected through Video-conferencing. 

This file has been placed before us for order, on the basis of report dated 

20.01.2022 given by the Registrar.  

We perused the report, wherein, it is mentioned that- “there are two 

respondents in this case. Put up before the Court concerned for clarification 

regarding refund to be made under Section 43(5) of the Act, 2016”.  

From the perusal of the order dated 23.12.2021 it is manifest-- 

“………………Rs.26,75,000/- out of the total amount deposited towards Section 

43(5) of the Act, 2016, shall be transmitted directly in the account of the 

respondents through RTGS and rest amount of Rs.7,41,652/- shall be released in 

favour of the applicant through RTGS in their respective accounts on filing the 

application in the Registry by them”  

By the report it has been sought to clarify the refund of the amount in favour of 

each respondents.  

It is a matter of common prudence that when there are two respondents and the 

amount has been released in their favour, it means that the amount shall be 

transmitted in the accounts of each respondents equally.  

Registry is directed to release the amount accordingly as early as possible. 



Let the file be consigned to the record room.  

 

(K.K. Jain)                           (T.B. Singh) 

Dated: 25.01.2022 
VIJAYKUMAR 


