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Request for adjournment has been received from the appellant on the ground that
his counsel had to fly to Allahabad to attend an urgent matter leaving appellant
with insufficient time to adequately prepare for today’s hearing and requested for
adjournment.

As far as request of any party, for adjournment is concerned, the request ought to
have been uploaded by the counsel appearing for the parties except in case of any
person/party, appearing in person.

We take serious note of the issue and conduct of Sri Fazal Haider Zaidi, Advocate,
learned counsel for the appellant for not seeking adjournment himself and asking
his client to file an application for adjournment. Before we proceed further in the
matter, we call upon Sri Fazal Haider Zaidi, Advocate to explain his conduct
because in our considered view, after signing the vakalatnama, it is the duty of a
counsel to take care of his client, failing which, the act of the counsel is amounts
to professional misconduct.

Registrar of the Tribunal is directed to send copy of this order on the e-
mail ID of Sri Fazal Haider Zaidi, Advocate so that after receipt of response, the
matter may be examined and if necessary, the same be referred to Bar Council of
UP for taking further action for not attending his duties and leaving his client in
the lurch.

List this case for hearing on 21.03.3024.

(Sanjai Khare) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 04.03.2024
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