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The learned counsel for the appellant wants some more time for filing reply to the
objections of the respondent.

Order-sheet reveals that vide order dated 15.12.2022, the appellant was granted 10
days’ time to file reply to the objections of the respondent. Thereafter the matter
was heard on 23.02.2023. The order-sheet further reveals that after hearing the
learned counsels for the parties at some length, the parties sought time to prepare
their brief. On the joint request of learned counsels for the parties, the appeal was
directed to be listed for hearing on 28.03.2023 (i.e. today).

In view of the above, the request of learned counsel for the appellant for giving
some more time to file reply to the objections of the respondent, is not acceptable
as learned counsels for the parties sought time to prepare their brief during the
proceedings on 23.02.2023. Therefore, the request of learned counsel for the
appellant for grant of time, is rejected.

As Shri Saurabh Misra, the learned counsel for the respondent is held up at
Hon’ble High Court, we list this appeal for hearing on 09.05.2023.

Record reveals that counsels for the parties have not filed physical copy of their
documents, whereas the parties are required to file the physical copy of the
document after uploading the same on the e-portal of the Tribunal, in all the cases
prior to January 2022.

The learned counsels for both the sides are directed to file physical copy of their
respective documents within a week, which they have uploaded but the same have
not been filed in the Registry.
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