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Ms. Ankita Saikia, learned counsel for the applicant is present on behalf of 
appellant.  
None appeared on behalf of respondent. 
Learned counsel for the appellant informed that she has not received information 
from respondent and she came to know about seeking of adjournment by the 
respondent today in the morning. She further submitted that if respondent was 
seeking adjournment, then he should have informed early so that she could have 
saved her from travelling i.e. Delhi to Lucknow. 
We have examined the e-portal of the Tribunal and find that the respondent has 
uploaded application for adjournment at 09.15 a.m. in the morning and the reasons 
shown in the adjournment application is that Mr. Rishindra Vikram Singh, learned 
counsel for the respondent could not get ticket from Ghaziabad to Lucknow and 
other counsel for respondent Mr. Ajay Kumar Gupta is out of station. 
We always accommodated the counsels whenever adjournment is sought on 
personal ground, but it is the duty of the counsel to inform the other side well in 
time specially when a counsel attend the proceedings by coming from out stations 
so that the learned counsel and his/her client may be saved from the travel and 
expenses.  
As far as adjournment is concerned on personal ground, we accept the request but 
the counsel for the respondent has not informed the counsel for the appellant and 
uploaded the application for adjournment today at 9.15 a.m. The leaned counsel for 
the respondent was aware about listing of the case and the counsel for the appellant 
is travelling from Delhi to Lucknow but failed to inform regarding seeking 
adjournment.  



Accordingly while accepting the request for adjournment, we impose a cost of 
Rs.5000/- to compensate the expenses incurred by the appellant towards the travel 
and other expenses of the learned counsel.  
Record reveals that pleadings have been exchanged and the appeal is ripe for 
hearing.  
 List this case on 04.07.2023 for orders/hearing.  

 

(K.K. Jain)                           (D.K. Arora) 
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