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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+  W.P(C)562/2016

PEGASUS ASSETS RECONSTRUCTION
PVT.LTD.(PARPL) .. Petitioner
Represented by:  Mr.Raesh Kumar, Advocate with
Mr.Rakesh Chaurasiya, Advocate

VErsus

BOARD FOR INDUSTRIAL AND
FINANCIAL RECONSTRUCTION,

GOVT.OFINDIA&ORS .. Respondents
Represented by:  Mr.Manish Mohan, Advocate with
Mr.Shivam Chanana, Advocate
Mr.Raeev Narayan, Advocate for R-
2
CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MUKTA GUPTA

ORDER
% 22.01.2016

CM No0.2347/2016
Allowed subject to just exceptions.
W.P.(C) N0.562/2016
1. Writ  petitioner’s objection concerning maintainability of the

proceedings before the BIFR are pending consideration. Grievance is to the

fact that for over 2 years matter islingering on before BIFR.
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2. Docket explosion choking Tribunals and Courts is there in India on
account of less number of Courts and Tribunas in proportion to the
litigation. Further compounded by not filling up vacancies on time. Thus
delay in disposal of a proceeding would be no ground to entertain the instant
writ petition.

3 It is hoped and expected that as and when BIFR becomes functional
the pending proceedings before it concerning the writ petitioner would be
expedited and objection to the maintainability decided within 3 months of
the BIFR being functional.

4.  Writ petition is dismissed.

S. No costs.

CM No0.2346/2016

Dismissed as infructuous.

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

MUKTA GUPTA, J.
JANUARY 22, 2016
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