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Learned counsel for the applicant sought adjournment on the ground of illness of 
his father. 
Learned counsel for the respondent raises serious objection and submitted that at 
least counsel for the applicant should have informed about his inability to attend 
today’s proceedings. Further she submitted that she may be heard in the absence of 
counsel for the applicant. 
Though we are accepting the submissions of learned counsel for the respondent 
that learned counsel for the applicant ought to have informed, but the cause of his 
non-appearance cannot be overlooked, and the request of learned counsel for the 
respondent for allowing her to make submissions is not acceptable. 
Looking into the cause of non-appearance of learned counsel for the applicant, we 
adjourn today’s proceedings. 
List this case for orders on 11.10.2022. 

Learned counsel for the applicant is warned and directed to inform the other side 
well in time, if on any account he is seeking adjournment, so that learned counsel 
for the respondent may be escaped from wasting of money and travelling from 
outside. 

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

Dated: 14.09.2022 
GAURAVSRI 


