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Shri Harit Mishra, Advocate holding brief of Shri Anurag Singh, the learned counsel for 
the respondent appeared and requested for adjournment of the case on the ground of some 
personal issue. 

As far as adjournment of the case on the ground of personal difficulty there is no issue, 
but despite several opportunities the respondent has not filed objections. The order-sheet 
reveals that after repeated opportunities, the filing of objections to the application for 
condonation of delay has been closed vide order dated 01.12.2020, but subsequently vide 
order dated 18.03.2021 time was granted for filing objections to the application for 
condonation of delay as well as grounds of appeal. Thereafter the case was listed on 
30.09.2021, 25.10.2021, 16.11.2021, 18.12.2021, 21.02.2022, 21.03.2022 and 
26.04.2022, but till date the respondent has not filed objections to the application for 
condonation of delay as well as grounds of appeal.  

We accept the request of learned counsel for the respondent for adjournment of the case, 
but simultaneously looking to the conduct of the respondent, we once again close the 
opportunity for filing objections by the respondent.  

List this case on 25.07.2022 for hearing.   

It is made clear that on the date fixed, the case will not be adjourned on any ground and 
in the absence of either of the parties, the matter will be examined on the basis of 
available record. 

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