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Sri Abhishek Shukla, learned counsel for the applicant is present. No one is present on 
behalf of respondent.  
 
The submission of the learned counsel for the applicant is that notice to the respondent 
vide order dated 23.05.2023 was treated to be sufficient, but he has not received any 
objection from the respondent. Further submission of the applicant is that despite notice 
respondent is not appearing, therefore matter may be proceeded ex-parte. 
 
Taking into consideration that the notice has been treated vide order dated 23.05.2023 
as sufficient and the respondent is aware about the pendency of the case, therefore, we 
are left no option but to proceed ex-parte .  
 
List this defective appeal for consideration of application for condonation of delay and 
ex-parte hearing on 27.02.2024.  
 

(Sanjai Khare)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 17.01.2024 
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