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Case called on. 
Counsel Sri Amit Yadav on behalf of applicant, and counsel Sri Hridesh Srivastava on 
behalf of opposite party appeared. 
Counsel for the applicant submitted that he has deposited 30% amount towards Section 
43(5) of the Act, he further submitted that in fact in this case applicant is not under 
obligation to deposit any further amount towards Section 43(5) of the Act because the 
whole desired amount has been recovered by the Regulatory Authority and the same has 
been received by the opposite party. On the point counsel for the opposite party also 
showed his consent. Thus, there is no requirement to deposit any more amount towards 
Section 43(5) of the Act. Counsel for the opposite party submitted that he will file 
additional objection against the limitation application. 
Counsel for the opposite party is directed to file additional objection against the limitation 
application, within a week and copy of the same will be sent on the respective e-mail 
addresses of the applicant and its counsel.   
List this case on 09.12.2021 for disposal of limitation application and its objection, if any. 

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

Dated: 17.11.2021 
PRADEEPKUMAR 


