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Record reveals that Vakalatnama has been filed by Sri Yogendra Sharma, Advocate on
behalf of respondent on 07.11.2022, but despite repeat orders respondent has not filed
any objection. Today an adjournment request has been received from Sri Yogendra
Sharma, learned counsel for the respondent on the ground of some personal difficulty.
As far as seeking adjournment is concerned on account of personal difficulty, this
Tribunal is normally accommodate the counsels for the parties and adjourned the
proceedings on account of some personal difficulty, but the conduct of the respondent is
deprecated for not filing the objections despite repeat orders.

In the interest of justice, we grant 10 days’ and no more time to the respondent for filing
objections to the application for condonation of delay as well as to the grounds of appeal.
The respondent is further directed to send softcopy of the objections on the e-mail ID of
the applicant and his counsel, within 10 days. Reply, if any, will be sent by the applicant
to the respondent and its counsel, within a week thereafter.

List this defective appeal on 25.04.2023 for consideration of application for condonation
of delay and hearing.
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