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1.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
W.P.(C) 2441/2016

BHARAT PETROLEUM CORPORATION LTD. ..... Petitioner
Represented by:  Mr.Sanjeev Singh, Mr.Sanjay
Verma, Advs.
Versus

SYNDICATE BANK &ORS ... Respondent
Represented by:  Mr.S.V.Tyagi, Ms.Reena Jain
Malhotra, Adv.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MUKTA GUPTA

ORDER
21.03.2016
As learned counsel proceeded to argue the petition he realised that

except for setting out the history chartered by the litigation there are no

pleadings as to in what manner the impugned order passed by DRAT is

incorrect.

2.

Lest the writ petition suffers a dismissal on account of lack of

actionable pleadings counsel seeks leave, and 1s granted leave, to withdraw

the petition with right reserved to file a fresh petition on the same cause.

3.
4

Granting liberty the petition is dismissed as not pressed.

No cost.

CM 10469/2016 (stay)

Dismissed as infructuous.

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

MUKTA GUPTA, J.

MARCH 21, 2016 /‘ga’



