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M/S NANDI INFRATECH PVT. LTD. .............Appellant 
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Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member 
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member 

Sri Vikram Sonal Singh, learned counsel for the appellant is present.  
 
Sri Vinay Kumar Pandey, Advocate is present as co-counsel for the respondent 
without file. We take serious note of this fact that the counsel is appearing without 
file and also making complaint that his name has not been shown in the cause list as 
counsel for the respondent, whereas, the name of Sri Harish Pandey has been shown 
in the cause list as counsel for the respondent.   
 
Unless, Sri Vinay Kumar Pandey Advocate uploads his Vakalatnama along with his 
particulars on the e-portal of the Tribunal, his name cannot be recorded as counsel for 
the respondent, therefore, his complaint that his name has not been shown in the 
cause list is misconceived. As Sri Vinay Kumar Pandey appears as co-counsel for the 
respondent, therefore, his request for seeking adjournment on the ground of his 
complaint cannot be allowed. He should honestly make a request for adjournment of 
the appeal instead of making a complaint.  
 
It has been informed by Sri Vikram Sonal Singh, learned counsel for the applicant 
that the pleadings have been exchanged and the appeal is ripe for hearing. 
 
List this appeal for hearing on 12.04.2021.   

) 



Dated: 12.03.2021 
VIJAYKUMAR                                                            (K.K. Jain)                 (Rajiv Misra)                         (D.K. 
Arora) 

 


