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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 3971/2015
MANU SHARMA .. Petitioner
Through:  Ms Monisha Suri, Advocate.
Versus
INSURANCE REGULATROY &
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY OF
INDIA&&ORS .. Respondents
Through:  Mr D.K. Nag, Advocate for R-1.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU
ORDER

% 04.04.2019

CM APPL . 28042/2018

1. This is an application filed on behaf of the petitioner seeking
restoration of the petition which was disposed of on 05.07.2018. The
order dated 05.07.2018 indicates that it was passed on a statement made
by the learned counsel for respondent no.l that the grievance of the
petitioner had been addressed and all monies due to the petitioner had

been paid.

2. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that
athough the clams have been pad, nonetheless, the petitioner
apprehends that he would be denied cashless facilities in future as well.
At present, the said apprehension is unfounded.

3. In this view, the application is disposed of with liberty to the
petitioner to approach this Court, if a cause so arises.

VIBHU BAKHRU, J
APRIL 04, 2019/RK
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