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Case called on in revised list. 

Mr. Shashank Singh, learned counsel for the appellant and Ms. Suchita Singh, learned 

counsel for respondent-ICICI bank appeared as intervener. 

Heard learned counsels for the parties on the impleadment application.  

Learned counsel for the applicant submitted that by means of the application the 

appellant sought impleadment of ICICI bank as a party to the appeal. He further 

submitted that by impleadment of ICICI bank, no right or liability of the respondent-

ICICI bank will be affected. 

Learned counsel for respondent-ICICI bank submitted ICICI bank was not a party before 

the learned Regulatory Authority, hence, at the appellate stage, there is no need to 

implead ICICI bank as a party. 

From the arguments of both counsels for the parties, it appears that ICICI bank is a 

necessary party but simply as a proforma-party. 

Taking all the facts in view, the application for impleadment is allowed.  

Learned counsel for the applicant is directed to incorporate amendment in the appeal 

within a period of three days.  

List this case on 20.05.2022 for further order. 

 

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