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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition (227) No. 39 of 2014

M/s Amar Infrastructure Limited, A Company incorporated under the provisions of the  
Companies Act, 1956 and having its registered office  at G.E. Road, Pulgaon, Durg  
491001 (C.G.)

Through  its  duly  Authorized  Representative  and  Director  Narendra,  S/o  Shri  
Lalchandji Rathi, Aged about 44 years, Occ.: Business, R/o Mahesh Nagar, Durg (C.G.)

…....Proposed party

                       ----Petitioners

Versus 

1. Jhansi-Orai  Tollway  Pvt.  Ltd;  A Company  incorporated  under  the  provisions  
of  the Companies Act,  1956 and having its registered office at  G.E.  Road,  Pulgaon,  
Durg  491001  (C.G.),  through  its  duly  authorized  representative  and  Director  
Surendra Rathi, S/o Shri Lalchandji Rathi, Aged about 42 years, Occ.: Business, 
R/o A- 16, Mahesh Nagar, Durg (C.G.)                                                        …...  Plaintiff

2. Bank of  India,  Bhilai  Mid  Corporte  Branch,  Shop No.  111,  First  Floor,  Grace  
Plaza, Nehru Nagar  Square,  Bhillai,  District  Durg,  Chhattisgarh,  through  its  Branch  
Manager.                                                                                                     Defendant No.1

3. Bank of Baroda, Padmanabhpur Branch, Patel Complex, Padmanabhpur, District
Durg, Chhattisgarh, through its Branch Manager.                                       Defendant No. 2

4. National  Highways  Authority  of  India,  An  Authority  constituted  under  the  
National Highways Authority of India Act, 1988 Having its Principal  office at G-5 & 6,  
Sector-10, Dwarka, New Delhi -110075  Through its Chairman                Defendant No. 3

---- Respondents

For Petitioner                              :  None. 
            For Respondent No. 3                :  Mr. Ankit Singhal, Advocate. 

For Respondent No. 4                :  Ms. Shahla Khokhar, Advocate. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

23/10/2018 

(1) Learned counsel for the respondent No. 3 would submit that with the passage of time, this

petition has become infructuous.

(2) Statement made on behalf of respondent No. 3 is taken on record.

(3) Accordingly, the writ petition is dismissed as having become infructuous.

                                                                                                       Sd/-
         (Sanjay K. Agrawal)

     Judge
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