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Hon’ble Mr. T.B. Singh, Judicial Member 
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Case called on. 
Counsel Sri Srajak Srivastava holding brief of counsel Sri Nirmit Srivastava on behalf of 
appellant, and counsel Sri Rishindra Vikram Singh on behalf of respondent appeared.   
Counsel for the respondent submitted that vide order dated 18.08.2022 the respondent was 
directed to pay the cost of Rs. 500/- and consequently one more opportunity was given to the 
respondent for filing reply to the grounds of appeal. He further submitted that order was 
passed under misconception because the respondent had already filed reply to the grounds of 
appeal and copy of the same has also been delivered to the learned counsel for the appellant. 
On this point counsel for the appellant also shows his concurrence. 
Prima-facie, it appears that respondent has been penalized unnecessarily, hence cost of Rs. 
500/- imposed upon the respondent is struck.  
Counsel for the appellant is directed to file replication/rejoinder against the reply filed by the 
respondent, and copy of same will be sent on the respective e-mail addresses of the 
respondent and its counsel, before the date fixed.    
List this appeal on 25.11.2022 for hearing. 

 

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

Dated: 19.10.2022 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


