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Shri Shyam Sundar Agarwal, the appellant no. 1 is present in person.  

Shri Aditya Tewari, Advocate filed Vakalatnama on behalf of appellant No. 2 (Ms. 
Tripti Agarwal) and sought permission to withdraw appeal on her behalf with 
liberty to file fresh appeal. The learned counsel for the appellant no. 2 made 
endorsement on the order-sheet regarding the instruction to withdraw the appeal on 
behalf of appellant no. 2. 

Appreciating the request of learned counsel for appellant no. 2, we permit him to 
withdraw the appeal on behalf of appellant no. 2 with liberty to file fresh appeal in 
accordance with law. 

Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed as withdrawn on behalf of appellant no. 2.   

In the adjournment folder, an application for adjournment has been uploaded by 
the respondent, seeking adjournment on the ground of his engagement at Hon’ble 
Allahabad High Court in a matter listed today i.e. on 06.05.2024 at 2.00 p.m.  

On examination of folder of adjournment, we found that the application was 
uploaded by the respondent at 22.48 p.m. on 05.05.2024. A query was made from 
the appellant no.1 regarding any information given by the learned counsel for the 
respondent for seeking adjournment, to which appellant submitted that he has not 
received any information, otherwise he would have not travelled from Delhi to 
Lucknow to attend the present proceedings.   

As far as seeking adjournment by any counsel is concerned, this Tribunal normally 
accommodates the parties and honour the requests, but at the same time, Tribunal 
requires to inform the other side well in time, especially when the party is 
appearing in person. As the appellant no. 1 states that he has not received any 



information either from the respondent or its counsel regarding seeking 
adjournment, hence we are constrained to proceed with the matter.  

Heard Shri Shyam Sundar Agarwal, the appellant in person.  

Judgment reserved. 

(Sanjai Khare)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 06.05.2024 
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