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Case called on. 
Counsel Sri Amit Yadav on behalf of applicant, and counsel Sri Ankit Kumar Pandey on 
behalf of respondent appeared.  
 
Counsel for the applicant submitted that admittedly the compliance of Section 43(5) of the 
Act has not been made, but for the purpose he sought 01 week’s time.  
Counsel for the respondent submitted that the instant appeal must be rejected because of non 
compliance of Section 43(5) of the Act. He further submitted that unnecessarily the applicant 
is harassing the respondent. 
From perusal of record it appears that the appellant has not been made compliance of Section 
43(5) of the Act from several dates, hence the instant appeal is dismissed due to non 
compliance of provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act. 
Let the file be consigned to the record room. 

 

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

Dated: 22.09.2022 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


