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Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D. K. Arora, Chairman. 
Hon’ble Mr. Rajiv Misra, Administrative Member.  
 
Ms. Aahuti Agarwal, Advocate is present on behalf of the respondent.  

A request has been received from Shri Rajesh Chadha, learned counsel for the appellant for 
adjournment of the case on the ground of tooth-ache. 

On due consideration, the case is adjourned.  

Ms. Aahuti Agarwal, the learned counsel for the respondent informed that despite stop 
order the appellant did not care to file reply to the objections of the respondent. Therefore, 
the opportunity to file reply by the appellant be closed. 

We have examined the order dated 21.09.2021 whereby on the request of learned counsel 
for the appellant two weeks’ and no more time was granted to the appellant to file reply to 
the objections of the respondent and he undertook to send copy of the reply to the 
respondent and his counsel on their e-mail addresses and file original of the same in the 
Registry after uploading on the e-portal of the Tribunal at least a week prior to the next 
date of listing.  

The record reveals that appellant has not filed any reply to the objections of the respondent  
despite the stop order dated 21.09.2021. Accordingly, while appreciating the submission of 
learned counsel for the respondent, we close the opportunity of filing reply by the 
appellant. 

List this appeal for hearing on 17.11.2021. 

Dated: 22.10.2021 
Tanveer/                                   (Rajiv Misra)            (D.K. Arora) 

 


