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Sri Manoj Kumar Srivastava is present on behalf of applicant. 
 
No one is present on behalf of respondent. 
 
A request for adjournment has been received from the respondent on the ground that the 
counsel for respondent is in Prayagraj in a matter listed before Hon’ble High Court at 
Allahabad. 
 
As far as seeking adjournment by counsel for other party is concerned, they can file an 
application giving reasons but if a party is represented by a counsel then it is the duty of 
the counsel, who represents the party, to seek adjournment and hence we deprecate the 
conduct of the counsel for respondent asking his client to file application for 
adjournment and we warn counsel for respondent to be careful in future. 
 
Order sheet reveals that during the proceedings on 08.02.2024, Sri Siddharth Nandwani 
appeared on behalf of respondent and sought 10 days’ time for filing objection along 
with vakalatnama but neither objections nor vakalatnama has been filed on behalf of 
respondent. 
 
Since in the application for adjournment a week’s time has been sought for filing 
objections, in the interest of justice a week’s and no more time is granted to the 
respondent to file objections along with vakalatnama of its legal representative, if any. 
The respondent will send soft copy of objections on e-mail ID of the appellant and his 
counsel within a week. On receipt of the same, reply if any, will be filed by the appellant 
within a week thereafter. 
 



List this appeal for hearing on 19.04.2024. 

 

(Sanjai Khare)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 14.03.2024 
IRFAN 


