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Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D. K. Arora, Chairman. 
Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member.  
 
Shri Akhand Pratap Singh, Advocate is present on behalf of the applicant and submitted 

that the bank draft has been prepared for deposit of rest of the amount towards 

compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act.  

The record reveals that the present case was filed on 17.02.2021 and thereafter the same 

was listed on 23.02.2021, 01.03.2021, 12.03.2021 & 25.03.2021 and on almost all dates 

time for making complete compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act was 

given to the applicant with a warning that if complete compliance of the provisions of 

Section 43(5) of the Act is not made, the case may be dismissed.  

Today, once again a request has been made by learned counsel for the applicant for 

granting sometime for deposit of amount through bank draft, which has already been 

prepared by the concerned authority of the applicant. As far as granting time for 

compliance of the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act is concerned, in the interest of 

justice, we grant a week’s time to the applicant at the cost of Rs. 10,000/-. The amount of 

cost will be utilized for purchase of books for the Library of legal representatives. The 

cost is imposed on the lax attitude of the concerned person, who is responsible for not 

taking steps for deposit of the amount towards the compliance of the provisions of Section 

43(5) of the Act. It is also pertinent to mention here that Section 44(5) of the Act 2016 

mandates the Tribunal to make an endeavour to dispose of the appeal within 60 days from 

the date of its receipt and the same has been mentioned in our last three orders, but in 



spite of that, the authority/person concerned did not care to take steps for compliance of 

the provisions of Section 43(5) of the Act. 

It is open for the Housing Commissioner to recover the cost imposed by us from the 

concerned officer, who is responsible for not taking steps within time. 

List this case on 01.10.2021. 

Dated: 17.09.2021 
Tanveer/                (Rajiv Misra)             (D.K. Arora) 

 


