
-S' YrS'Kcx^aj
1

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA, BENGALURU

DATED THIS THE ̂OTiTdaY OF SEFFEMBER, 2021
B E F O R E

T H E H O N ' B L E M R . J U S T I C E K R I S H N A S . D I X I T

W R I T P E T I T I O N N O , 8 7 2 4 O F 2 0 2 1 I G M - R E S I

B E T W E E N :

M/S METRIC INFRA PROJECTS PRIVATE LIMITED
H A V I N G I T S R E G I S T E R E D O F F I C E A T

NO.2, 11™ FLOOR, SOLUS,
1ST CROSS, JCROAD,

B E N G A L U R U - 5 6 0 0 0 6 .
R E P R E S E N T E D B Y I T S
M A N A G I N G D I R E C T O R
S R I . K I S H O R E J A I N .

. . . P E T I T I O N E R

(BY SRI. MOHAMMED AKHIL NAZEER, ADVOCATE)

A N D ;

M /S BHIMASAMUDRA LAND DEVELOPERS AND BUILDERS,
H A V I N G I T S R E G I S T E R E D O F F I C E A T

NO.225, SNEHA APARTMENTS,
FLATNO.102, 18TH CROSS,
S A D A S H I V A N A G A R ,
B E N G A L U R U - 5 6 0 0 8 0 .

. . . R E S P O N D E N T

(BY SRI.P. CHIDANANDA, ADVOCATE)

T H I S W R I T P E T I T I O N I S F I L E D U N D E R A R T I C L E S 2 2 6

A N D 2 2 7 O F T H E C O N S T I T U T I O N O F I N D I A P R A Y I N G T O

C A L L I N G F O R T H E R E C O R D S O F T H E O R D E R D A T E D

1 6 . 0 4 . 2 0 2 1 A N D M A D E A V A I L A B L E O N 2 6 . 0 4 . 2 0 2 1 P A S S E D

B Y T H E L E A R N E D N AT I O N A L C O M PA N Y L A W T R I B U N A L ,

BENGALURU IN CP (IB) N0.60/BB/2020 AND QUASH/SET
A S I D E T H E S A M E A S I L L E G A L A N D N O N - E S T I N L A W
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T H I S P E T I T I O N C O M I N G O N F O R P R E L I M I N A R Y

H E A R I N G T H I S D A Y, T H E C O U R T M A D E T H E F O L L O W I N G : -

O R D E R

Learned counsel for the respondents point out that in

respect of the very same grievance now ventilated in this

writ petit ion, the petitioner has availed the remedy of

appeal before the Nat iona l Company Law Appel la te

Tribunal ( for short “NCLAT”)and therefore the wri t pet i t ion

need not be kept pending. T h i s c o n t e n t i o n i s n o t

controverted by the petitioner ’s side.

In view of the above, this writ petition is disposed off

keeping open al l contentions to be urged before the

T r i b u n a l i n a c c o r d a n c e w i t h l a w .

N o c o s t s .

T h e a p p l i c a t i o n i n l A N o . 2 / 2 0 2 1 p a l e s i n t o

ins ign ificance.
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