BEFORE THE HON’BLE LOKAYUKTA 

Justice Manmohan Sarin

Complaint  No. C-266/Lok/2009/





Dr. Harsh Vardhan, 






     Vs.



Smt. Sheila Dikshit, Chief Minister, NCT of Delhi.

Present:

1.    Dr. Harsh Vardhan, Complainant – in person. 
2.    Ms. Sunita Bhardwaj, Counsel for Complainant.
3.
Mr. Sanjeev Mittal, Advocate for the Respondent.

An application has been moved on 13.11.2010, signed by Mehmood  Paracha, Advocate for  Respondent stating that he was in personal difficulty and could not prepare the reply due to the said bona-fide reason.  Further, two weeks time to file reply in the matter is granted. 

 A perusal of the order sheet in the matter reveals that notice for initiating an inquiry against the Respondent in terms of Section 7 (2) B of the Delhi Lokayukta and UpLokayukta Act 1995  was issued vide the order dated 31st August 2010. Notice was issued  and time upto 22nd September 2010 was granted to the Respondent to file reply. On 22nd September 2010, time was again sought by the Counsel for the Respondent on the ground that the Respondent was busy in Commonwealth Games and a date after the Commonwealth Games be given.  Further, the reply would be filed on or before the next date.  The matter was adjourned to 21st October, 2010.  Again on 21st October, 2010  Mr. Sandeep Mittal, Advocate for the Respondent sought time on account of the hectic involvement of the Respondent in the Commonwealth Games.  Last nd final opportunity was given to file reply by 8th November 2010. 

 It is in this background that the present application for extension of time  on the ground of personal difficulty by the Counsel has to be considered.   Seeking routine adjournments on one ground or the other has become a way of life in Court proceedings.  Accommodation by the Court or Forums in the interest of justice or prejudice to be suffered by the Respondent and/ or time being granted by superior Courts in appeal has also added to this belief of being able to get adjournment on the asking.   This is causing great disservice to the judicial system and such request for adjournments deserve to be deprecated.

The above applies with greater force to proceedings which take place before Forums like the present one.  In fact, the expression “last and final opportunity” appears to have lost its meaning.  In these circumstances I am not inclined to grant further time of two weeks as sought and propose to fix a time frame for further proceedings, giving yet another opportunity to the Respondent by directing if reply is filed within 8 days with advance copy to complainant  the same will be taken on record failing which it would not be taken on record and the right to file reply shall stand closed.  In case the Respondent  files reply as above, rejoinder be filed by the Complainant within two weeks thereof.


The matter be listed for directions with regard to the procedure in the inquiry taking into account any suggestions from the parties on 7th December 2010 at 2.00 PM and on 13th December 2010 at 2.00 PM for evidence of complainant.
Justice Manmohan Sarin








                 Lokayukta

Dated : 16.11.2010
