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Shri Pradeep Dwivedi, the learned counsel for the appellant is present. No one is 

present on behalf of the respondent.  

Record reveals that in pursuance to the order dated 13.06.2022, the notice was 

issued to the respondent and after appreciating the affidavit of service, vide order 

dated 08.08.2022 the notice upon the respondent was presumed to be served and 

the respondent was given time for filing objections to the application for 

condonation of delay before the next date of listing while fixing 07.09.2022. 

Subsequently, the respondent was again given time for filing objections vide orders 

dated 07.09.2022, 12.10.2022 and 09.12.2022, but the respondent did not file 

objections nor put in appearance.  

As far as information to the respondent regarding pendency of present proceedings 

are concerned, every order/document is being uploaded on the e-portal of the 

Tribunal and the moment any order/document is uploaded a link is generated 

automatically and goes to the parties on their respective registered mobile number 

and they can download the same at any moment. Therefore, it cannot be said that 

the respondent is not aware about the pendency of present proceedings before this 



Tribunal. Accordingly, we treat the service of notice upon the respondent sufficient 

and proceed to hear the matter ex parte against the respondent.  

List this appeal on 27.03.2023 for ex parte hearing against the respondent.   

 

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

Dated: 16.02.2023 
SYEDTANVEER 


