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Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member 

Heard Shri Rajesh Chadha, the learned counsel for the appellant and Shri Saurabh Misra, 
the learned counsel for the respondent on the issue of compliance of the provisions of 
Section 43(5) of the Act.  

The submission of learned counsel for the appellant is that he has deposited total amount of 
Rs. 44,14,212/- towards the compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act, as 
per details given below: 

 

S. No. Date Amount Bank Draft Number 

1. 18.09.2019 Rs. 9,85,503/- DD No. 002127 drawn at HDFC Bank 

2. 07.11.2019 Rs. 4,10,000/- Pay order No. 044438 drawn at Gramin Bank 
of Aryavart. 

3. 26.10.2020 Rs. 5,00,000/- DD No. 400283 drawn at State Bank of India 

4. 21.11.2020 Rs. 2,00,000/- DD No.400433 drawn at State Bank of India 

5. 18.01.2021 Rs. 5,00,000/- DD No.400033 drawn at State Bank of India 

6, 21.01.2021 Rs. 2,00,000/- DD No. 400073 drawn at State Bank of India 

7. 02.02.2021 Rs. 11,05,013/- Pay Order No.044588 drawn at Gramin 
Bank of Aryavart. 

8. 13.12.2021 Rs. 39,396/- DD No. 012741 drawn at Bank of Baroda 

9. 18.12.2021 Rs. 4,74,300/- DD No. 502663 drawn at State Bank of India 

 

Shri Saurabh Misra, the learned counsel for the respondent submitted that there is still 
some discrepancy regarding compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act, even 



then the amount deposited by the appellant can be treated as compliance of the provisions 
of Section 43(5) of the Act.  
 
On examination, we found that this case was converted into regular appeal vide order dated 
05.12.2019, taking into consideration of submission of learned counsel for the appellant 
regarding compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act, though at that time the 
complete compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act was not made by the 
appellant. Now the compliance of Section 43(5) of the Act has been made by the appellant 
and the case is converted into regular appeal. The parties are directed to make submissions 
on merit.  

At this stage, Shri Rajesh Chadha, the learned counsel for the appellant submitted that he is 
not prepared with his brief and some other date may be fixed.  

Appreciating the request of learned counsel for the appellant, list this appeal for hearing on 
24.01.2022.  

 

(Rajiv Misra)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 05.01.2022 
SYEDTANVEER 


