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List revised. 
Case put up for hearing through video conferencing. 
Counsel Sri Yash Tandon appeared on behalf of applicant, and from the opposite side 
counsel Sri Nirmit Srivastava alongwith respondent Sri Harish Bhalla through video 
conferencing, appeared. 
During the course of hearing it was brought to the notice that the builder/company has 
deposited Rs. 2,57,620/= on 20.11.2019 and Rs. 6,01,112/= on 13.08.2020 towards 
compliance of provisions of the Section 43(5) of the Act, but the counsel for the opposite 
party submitted that amount deposited by the applicant towards Section 43(5) of the Act is 
not as per provisions of the Act.  
Counsel for the applicant submitted that the builder-company has to receive Rs. 4,12,919/= 
from the allottee to give the possession of the flat in question.  
Counsel for the opposite party also stated that the said amount is due to the 
applicant/builder-company but he further submitted that the allottee/opposite party has to 
receive Rs. 13,58,380/= as interest for delay in possession from the applicant.  
It appears that the matter may be settled between the parties because in fact there is a 
dispute of around Rs. 5 lacs. 
Both the parties are directed to try for the settlement of the matter before the date fixed and 
appear before the Tribunal with complete proposal. 
List this case on 02.12.2021. 

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

Dated: 12.11.2021 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


