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Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member

List revised.

Shri Ajay Kumar Gupta, learned counsel for the applicant is present and Shri

Tushar Bahadur, learned counsel for the respondent is present.

The learned counsel for the respondent raised objection regarding compliance of
the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act and submitted that the calculation was to
be made for the purposes of Section 43(5) of the Act from 30.01.2017 to the date
of offer of possession alongwith OC/CC, and that the offer of possession was given
on 04.07.2019 without OC/CC, therefore the said offer of possession cannot be
said to be the legal offer of possession and the applicant was required to give a
fresh offer of possession alongwith OC/CC. Therefore, amount to be deposited
towards the compliance of Section 43(5) of the Act be calculated till the date of

filing of the present appeal.

Learned counsel for the applicant submitted that he may be granted 10 days’ time
to examine the issue and if there is any deficiency, the same will be removed and

the balance amount will be deposited.



Learned counsel for the respondent submitted that he has already filed objections,
but no reply has been received from the applicant. It is open for the applicant to

send the reply of the objection of the respondent in the meantime also.

List this case for compliance of Section 43(5) of the Act alongwith consideration
of application for condonation of delay and hearing on 23.03.2022.

(Rajiv Misra) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 22.02.2022
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