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SAMAY PALYADAV e Appellant
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UMESH KUMAR SHARMA

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

Shri Umesh Kumar Sharma, Advocate is present on behalf of the applicant. No one

is present on behalf of the respondent.

The ordesheet reveals that vide order dated 23.03.2022 the respondent was granted
10 days’ time for filing objections to the application for condonation of delay as
well as to the grounds of appeal taking into consideration that Shri Shwetank
Sharma, Advocate appeared on behalf of the respondent on 10.01.2022 and sought
time for filing vakalatnama as well as objection to the limitation application and
grounds of appeal but neither he filed his vakalatnama nor filed any objection and

it also cannot be said that the respondent is unaware about the present proceedings.

It was also made clear that if no objection is filed or no one appears on the next

date of listing, the matter may proceed ex-parte against the respondent.

As per officer report, the Registry had sent the copy of the order to the respondent
through email on 28.03.2022. Learned counsel for the applicant submitted that he
has also sent the copy of order to the respondent through email on 26.03.2022.

As no one is present on behalf of the respondent, we proceed to examine the
application for condonation of delay treating the service on the respondent

sufficient.



Learned counsel for the applicant, after arguing at some length submitted that he
needs some time to bring on record the judgment in support of his claim in order to

demonstrate sufficient cause for not filing the present appeal within time.

On the request of learned counsel for the applicant, list this case for consideration
of application for condonation of delay and hearing on 12.04.2022.

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

Dated: 07.04.2022
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