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Division Bench Court No. 1 
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LUCKNOW DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY .............Appellant 

Versus 
DHIRENDRA VIKRAM SINGHDHIRENDRA VIKRAM SINGH .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
ABHINAV MANI TRIPATHI 

Counsel for Respondent 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member 

Shri Abhinav Mani Tripathi, learned counsel for the applicant is present. No one is 
present on behalf of the respondent. 

A request is received from Shri Atul Tripathi, Advocate for adjournment on behalf 
of the respondent. 

Record reveals that on 21.12.2022, Shri Atul Tripathi, Advocate appeared on 
behalf of the respondent and on his request 10 days’ time was granted for filing 
objections to the application for condonation of delay as well as to the grounds of 
appeal, therefore it cannot be said respondent is unaware about the proceedings, 
but Shri Atul Tripathi, Advocate neither filed his vakalatnama nor objections in 
pursuance to the said order. 

In absence of vakalatnama on behalf of the respondent of Shri Atul Tripathi, 
Advocate, request for adjournment is rejected. 

Since, despite information regarding the pendency of the present proceedings and 
also after seeking time for filing objection on 21.12.2022, the respondent did not 
choose to file any objection, hence we are left with no other option but to close the 
opportunity of filing objection on behalf of the respondent in order to ensure 
compliance of the mandate of Section 44(5) of the Act. 

However, it is open for the counsel for the respondent to assist the Tribunal on the 
basis of available records.  

List this case for consideration of application for condonation of delay and hearing 
on 03.03.2023. 



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

Dated: 31.01.2023 
GAURAVSRI 


