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Versus 
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Hon’ble Mr. T.B. Singh, Judicial Member 
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member 

Case called on. 
Appellant is absent. Counsel Sri Amit Yadav appeared on behalf of respondent No.2. 
Respondent No. 2 is also absent.  
Generally no one appears on behalf of appellant but the record speaks that counsel Sri 
Saghar Mehdi has put his appearance on behalf of appellant on the last date and before that 
no appeared on behalf of appellant, and on 16.08.2022 counsel Sri Saghar Mehdi appeared 
before this Tribunal and before that no one was present on behalf of appellant. Today also no 
one appeared on behalf of appellant. The record further shows that appellant was given one 
more chance to file replication/rejoinder against the reply filed by the respondent. 
In absence of appellant the opportunity available to file replication/rejoinder is closed.  
Both the counsels are directed to appear on the date fixed. If either of them fails to appear 
the proceedings shall be initiated as per provisions of the Act.  
Counsel for the respondent is directed to file objection against the delay condonation 
application as well reply to the grounds of appeal, and copy of same will be sent on the 
respective e-mail addresses of the applicant and her counsel, before the date fixed.    
List this appeal on 06.12.2022 for further order. 

 

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

Dated: 10.11.2022 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


