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Case called on. 

Applicant, U.P. Awas Evam Vikas Parishad is absent. Respondent, Sri Charan Singh is 

present in person.  

It has been informed to the Tribunal that counsel for applicant is busy in some other court 

so he is unable to attend the proceeding of the case today.  

Respondent-Sri Charan Singh submitted that if applicant’s counsel wanted adjournment 

then he should have informed him earlier either telephonically or through e-mail, but by 

not doing so, causing him harassment as well as financial loss, as he has come from 

Meerut.  

We have examined the submissions of respondent, and we are of considered view that if 

any counsel seeks adjournment then it is his duty to inform the other side well within time, 

especially in those cases where parties appear in person, so that other side may not be put 

to inconvenience and financial loss.  

However in the interest of justice, we adjourn the case at the cost of Rs. 2,000/-. The cost 

amount shall be given to respondent.  

List on 13.04.2021 for hearing on limitation application and its objection, if any.  



  

Dated: 19.03.2021 
AAMIR 

After passing the order counsel Sri Siddharth Vikram Asthana appeared on behalf of 
appellant at 2.00 p.m. 
 


