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A request for adjournment has been received under the signature of Sri Tanay
Hazari, learned counsel for the appellant with the caption that the appellant
in the instant case has decided to withdraw the case from his current counsel
and handover the case to other counsel for the purpose of arguments. He also
prayed for grant of leave to the counsel for the appellant to file an application

for withdrawal of vakalatnama.

On examination of the request of learned counsel for the appellant, we are of
the view that if this request was made by the appellant seeking adjournment
in order to engage some other counsel for appearance on his behalf, the
matter would have been different. Learned counsel for the appellant has not
filed any application for withdrawal of vakalatnama nor request letter of the
appellant to disengage him and to engage some other counsel, hence we
reject the application of adjournment, further as long as vakalatnama of a
counsel is on record, he is to appear and make submissions. Till he moves an
application for withdrawal of his vakalatnama and the same is accepted. The

matter will be taken up in the revised list.

List revised.

As no one appeared on behalf of appellant to press the instant appeal,

accordingly, the appeal is dismissed for want of prosecution.

(Sanjai Khare) (D.K. Arora)
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