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A request has been received from Shri Swetank Sharma, the learned counsel for 
the respondent no.2 for adjournment of the case on the ground of his being out of 
station.  

Shri Saghar Mehdi, the learned counsel for the appellant raised objection on the 
request of learned counsel for the respondent no.2 and submitted that respondent 
no. 2 till date has not filed Vakalatnama/authorization, though in the objections and 
other documents he has signed as counsel for the respondent no.2 and in absence of 
authorization/Vakalatnama, the request of Shri Swetank Sharma, the learned 
counsel for the respondent no.2 cannot be entertained. The learned counsel for the 
appellant further submitted that despite repeated opportunities, the learned counsel 
for the respondent no.2 has not filed Vakalatnama.  

On examination, we found that despite repeated orders, the learned counsel for the 
respondent no.2 has not filed Vakalatnama. 

Appreciating the submission of learned counsel for the appellant, we restrain Shri 
Swetank Sharma, Advocate from appearing on behalf of the respondent no.2 till 
authorization/Vakalatnama is filed on behalf of respondent no.2.   

On the request of learned counsel for the appellant three days’ further time is 
granted for filing reply to the objections of the respondent. 

List this appeal for hearing on 05.09.2022. 

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



Dated: 16.08.2022 
SYEDTANVEER 


