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Ms. Vasundhara, Advocate, holding brief of Shri Prashant Arora, Advocate 
appeared on behalf of the applicant/appellant and submitted that in pursuance to 
order dated 22.01.2021 read with order dated 18.02.2021 of the Tribunal, the 
notice of the proceedings were got published by the applicant/appellant after 
approval of the draft of the same by the Registry of the Tribunal on 10.02.2021 in 
Indian Express, Delhi Edition and in Jan Satta on 12.02.2021. The copies of the 
publication have also been brought on record alongwith the application. 
The submission of learned counsel for the applicant is that despite the publication 
of the notice in the newspaper regarding the present proceedings, no one is present 
on behalf of the respondent, therefore, treating this publication as sufficient notice 
to the respondent, the matter may be proceeded ex-parte against the respondent. 
We have examined the submissions of learned counsel for the applicant and 
perused the affidavit on service. The notices were published in the Indian Express 
on 10.02.2021 and in Jan Satta on 12.02.2021 regarding the proceedings and the 
date fixed. No one is present on behalf of the respondent. In view of the fact that 
the notices have been published in the newspaper in pursuance to the order of the 
Tribunal, the notice to the respondent is deemed to be sufficient. 
List this case for consideration on application for condonation of delay on 
06.04.2021. 

It is made clear that if no one appears on the next date, the matter will proceed 
against the respondent ex-parte. 



(Rajiv Misra)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 09.03.2021 
GAURAVSRI 


