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The applicant is present in person. 

A request for adjournment has been received from Shri Samrat Vaish, learned 
counsel for the respondent on the ground of his being out of station. 

The ordersheet reveals that Shri Samrat Vaish, Advocate appeared on 08.03.2022 
and sought 10 days’ time for filing objections to the application for condonation of 
delay as well as to the grounds of appeal alongwith his vakalatnama. Vakalatnama 
has been filed by Shri Samrat Vaish, Advocate on 20.03.2022, but objections to the 
application for condonation of delay as well as to the grounds of appeal have not 
been filed in pursuance to Tribunal’s order dated 08.03.2022. 

The applicant raised objection regarding seeking adjournment by the counsel for 
the respondent and submitted that he sent a copy of the adjournment application 
yesterday night at about 10 PM, whereas he had already boarded on the train at 
about 8 PM. Further submission of the applicant is that if the information was sent 
well in time, then applicant would have saved from travelling from Delhi to 
Lucknow as well as other expenditures. Even otherwise the respondent was 
required to file objections by 18.03.2022, but the same has not been filed till date. 

We have examined the submissions of applicant and perused the ordersheet dated 
08.03.2022, which indicates that Shri Samrat Vaish, Advocate appeared on 
08.03.2022 and sought 10 days’ time for filing objections to the application for 
condonation of delay as well as to the grounds of appeal alongwith his 
vakalatnama. Shri Samrat Vaish, Advocate filed his Vakalatnama on 20.03.2022, 



but he did not choose to file objections to the application for condonation of delay 
as well as to the grounds of appeal in compliance of Tribunal’s order dated 
08.03.2022. 

Today only request for adjournment has been received from Shri Samrat Vaish, 
learned counsel for the respondent. As per the averments of the applicant, the 
information about adjournment was given late night about 10 PM yesterday when 
he had boarded from Delhi by the train. The applicant had suffered monetary as 
well as physical harassment. 

We take a serious note of the conduct of learned counsel for the respondent and 
accept the adjournment request at the cost of Rs. 5,000/=. The cost will be paid by 
the respondent to the applicant in cash towards the expenditure incurred by the 
applicant in travelling from Delhi to Lucknow and other expenditures. As no 
request for granting time for filing objections has been made in the application and 
the time granted by this Tribunal vide order dated 08.03.2022 has expired on 
18.03.2022. Accordingly, we close the opportunity for filing objections and the 
matter will be heard on the basis of available record in the memo of appeal, but the 
counsel for the respondent will be at liberty to address the Tribunal orally. 

List this case for hearing on 21.04.2022. 

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

Dated: 31.03.2022 
GAURAVSRI 


