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Ms. Surangama Sharma, learned counsel for the appellant submitted that an
application for amendment has been moved for incorporation of certain grounds as

well as prayer with respect to delay interest.

The submission of learned counsel for the appellant is that in the online complaint
filed before the Regulatory Authority, the prayer for delay interest was sought by
the appellant, but while challenging the order of the Regulatory Authority in the
instant appeal, inadvertently the said prayer was left to be incorporated. The
learned counsel for the appellant further submitted that relief nos. 3 and 3 in the
memo of appeal, which have now been re-numbered as relief nos. iii & iv in the
amendment application, are required to be deleted, but in the application for
amendment, the prayer for deletion of the same has not been made. The learned
counsel for the appellant submitted that she may be permitted to either amend the

application or liberty be given to file fresh amendment application.

Appreciating the request of learned counsel for the appellant, we grant her a
week’s time for filing fresh amendment application and not pressing the instant

amendment application.

List this appeal for orders/hearing on 21.05.2024.
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