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Case called on. 

Mr. Dhananjay Srivastava, learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Suyash Gupta, 

learned counsel for the respondent are present.  

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that after passing the time, now, the 

appellant has no grievance against the impugned order dated 07.09.2020 passed by the 

learned Regulatory Authority. Learned counsel further submitted that he wants execution 

of the impugned order dated 07.09.2020. 

When the appellant wants execution of the impugned order dated 07.09.2020, he must 

move an application before the learned Regulatory Authority and it is boundant duty of 

the learned Regulatory Authority to proceed with the execution case as per provisions of 

the Act, as early as possible. 

With the above submission, the learned counsel for appellant declined to press the instant 

appeal. To this effect, he also noted on the margin of the order sheet.  

In the light of the above, the instant appeal is disposed of accordingly.  

Let the record of this case be consigned to record room.  

Appellant is directed to move a petition/application for execution of the impugned order 
dated 07.09.2020 before the learned Regulatory Authority as per provisions of the Act. 
The learned Regulatory Authority will proceed with the execution case and disposed of 
the same as early as possible 



(K.K. Jain)                           (T.B. Singh) 

Dated: 09.03.2022 
VIJAYKUMAR 


