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The petitioner counset is present. Responctent counsel has remained
absent, even to this adioumment as well. Ir is perrinent to menrion that the
counsel on behalf of rhe respondent was appearing regutarly untit they gor
resitnation l€tter from the peririoner.

2. The p€tirioner gave his r€signation tetter on the assumption rhat the
respondents would comply wirh the rerms and !€ttlement dated 18.03.2014
entered in betwe€n rhe parries, bur now, ir appears rha hese respondents

\ contdy_....

V



-2-

now tumed aSainst the terms thcy consciously arrived at with the

petitioner. These resPondents had never raised any obiection on the

settl€ment terms and kept on Pressing for resignation from the petitioner

until it was 8iven. Now, it it thorefore, not fair on their part to Purposely

remain absent in proc€eding further for execution of the rcmaining terms

of the agre€ment.

3. Therefore, this Bench herby directs the Petitioner counsel to send this

order coPy to the resPondents €nabling them to Pres€nt on the n€xt date of

hearin& failinS which, this Ben€h has to Pass some orders Protecting th€

inter€st of the petitioner who rcsiSned from the comPany on the

assumption that resPondents would abide by the settlement terms arrived
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