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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+  W.P.(C) 1365/2026 (Disposed of)

RUPALI KHANNA . Petitioner

Through:  Mr. Rahul Yadav, Ms. Minakshi
Yadav, Ms. Sanya Verma, Advs.

Versus
CANARABANK & ORs. .. Respondents
Through:  Mr. Neerg) Kumar Singh, Adv. for R1
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASMEET SINGH
ORDER
% 16.03.2026

CM APPL . 15785/2026
1. Thisisan application filed under Section 151 of CPC, 1908 seeking the
following prayers:-
“a) Recall the order dated 16.02.2026 passed in W.P.(C)
1365/2026 titled “ Rupali Khanna v. Canara Bank & Ors’;
b) Revive the W.P.(C) 1365/2026 titled “ Rupali Khanna v.
Canara Bank & Ors’ to its original file and number and be

heard on merits;
c) Restore the interim order dated 02.02.2026 passed in
W.P.(C) 1365/2026;”
2. For the reasons stated in the application, issue notice.
3. Mr. Singh, learned counsel accepts notice on behalf of the respondent
No. 1.
4, The main petition was filed seeking stay of the auction and sale process
In respect of property i.e., “All that part and parcel of the built-up industrial
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property bearing Khewat No. 391, Khata No. 510, Kila No. 102 / 3 Min ,
Village Kundli, Sonipat, Haryana-131028", pursuant to a sale notice dated
13.11.2025 passed under SARFAESI proceedings.

5. Vide order dated 02.02.2026 passed in the main petition, this Court
granted interim Order in favour of the petitioner, subject to deposit of Rs. 50
lakhs with the Registrar General, Delhi High Court.

6. On 16.02.2026, the counsel on record for the petitioner sought to
withdraw the main petition on the ground that the petitioner has stopped
co-operating with the counsel. Based on the said statement, the main petition
was dismissed as withdrawn and the interim Order was vacated vide order
dated 16.02.2026 passed in the main petition.

7. The present application has been filed stating that the counsal for the
petitioner made a wrong statement and there were no such instructions from
the petitioner.

8. Be that as it may, Mr. Singh, learned counsel appears for the
respondent No. 1 Bank and states that the petitioner has mislead the Court and
even prior to the order dated 02.02.2026 the property in question has been
sold under SARFAESI proceedings and a Sale Certificate has been issued to
the successful purchaser on 03.01.2026.

9. For the said reasons, the present application is infructuous and the
petitioner is at liberty to initiate appropriate legal actions in accordance with
law.

10. The present application is disposed of in aforesaid terms.

JASMEET SINGH, J
MARCH 16, 2026/AS
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