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Case called on. 
Counsel Miss Fuhar Gupta appeared on behalf of appellant. Respondent is absent. 
It was brought to the notice that pleadings have been exchanged in this appeal. 
Counsel for the appellant submitted that this case is instituted in the year 2019 hence the 
observation that “the respondent is directed to file his Vakalatnama” does not appear to be 
sound. She further submitted that the Vakalatnama must be on the record it might not be 
uploaded on e-Portal of U.P. REAT.  
The order-sheet dated 19.11.2022 reveals that the respondent was directed to furnish the 
annexures enclosed to the reply filed by the respondent to the counsel for the appellant, but 
he failed to do so. It is also observed that if the enclosed annexures copies are not provided 
to the counsel for the appellant, at the time of hearing the inferences must be drawn against 
the respondent.   
List this appeal on 05.01.2023 for further order. 

 

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

Dated: 01.12.2022 
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