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Sri Amitabh Banerji, Advocate put in appearance on behalf of the respondent and sought
time for filing objections to the application for condonation of delay as well as to the
grounds of appeal.

Order-sheet reveals that Sri Saghar Mehdi, Advocate put in appearance on behalf of
respondent on 29.05.2023 and sought 10 day’s time for filing objections, thereafter Sri
Saghar Mehdi, Advocate without filing his Vakalatnama again sought 10 day’s time on
behalf of the respondent for filing objections to the grounds of appeal alongwith his
Vakalatnama. Now today Sri Amitabh Banerji, Advocate has put in appearance and
seeking time for filing objections alongwith Vakalatnama. It is clear that the respondent
is fully aware about the instant proceedings and today is third date where request for
time is sought for filing objections.

In the interest of justice, we grant 10 days’ time to the respondent for filing objections
and Vakalatnama on its behalf at the cost of Rs. 10,000/-. The cost amount so received
will be utilised for purchase of books for the legal representative’s library. On receipt of
the objections, reply, if any, will be sent by the applicant to the respondent and its
counsel, within a week thereafter.

List this defective appeal on 09.11.2023 for consideration of application for condonation
of delay and hearing.
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