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submitted that he does not want to file any response to the reply by the appellant.

Sri Prashant Chaudhary, learned counsel for the appellant submitted that he is ready to
proceed with the matter, accordingly we permitted to Sri Prashant Chaudhary, counsel

for the appellant to make his submissions.

Sri Prashant Chaudhary, learned counsel for the appellant after arguing at some length on
being asked that how the impugned order of the Regulatory Authority is perverse and the
judgments cited in the impugned order are not applicable in the case of the appellant.
Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that he needs some time to examine the
provisions of the Act, 2016 as well as the judgments cited in the impugned order and

place his submissions distinguishing the judgments cited in the impugned order.
Appreciating the request, we adjourn today’s proceedings.

List this appeal for hearing on 13.04.2023.

(K.K. Jain) (D.K. Arora)

Dated: 04.04.2023
PRADEEPKUMAR



