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NATIONAL COMPANY LAW APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 

PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI 

 
Company Appeal (AT) No. 165 of 2026 

 

IN THE MATTER OF:   

Purnima Buildmart Private Limited & Anr.       …Appellants 
 

Versus 
 

 

Veena Gupta      ...Respondent 
 

Present: 
 

For Appellant : Mr. Ramji Srinivasan, Sr. Advocate, Ms. Jyoti 
Taneja, Mr. Abhishek Anand, Ms. Kanika Singhal, 

Ms. Muskan Puri, Ms. Deepshikha, Ms. Shilpa Ohri, 
Advocates. 

For Respondent : Ms. Pooja M. Saigal, Sr. Advocate alongwith                    

Mr. Simrat Singh Pasay, Adv. 
 

O R D E R 
(Hybrid Mode)  

 

05.05.2026:  This appeal is against an impugned order dated 

17.04.2026 passed by the Ld. National Company Law Tribunal, New Delhi 

Bench-II in CP. No. 137 of 2023. The order is as follows: 

“ORDER 

CA-65/ND/2026, IA-122/ND/2026: List the applications for 

hearing on 21.04.2026 at 11:00 am.  

Ms. Veena Gupta need not to remain present physically on the 

next date of hearing.” 

 

2. We have heard learned Counsels appearing for both the sides. The 

controversy that appears to us is the execution of a letter dated 16.08.2025, 

purportedly signed by the respondent, wherein she has stated she intends to 

withdraw C.P. No. 137/2023/241-242 pending before the Ld. NCLT, New 

Delhi Bench.  
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3. It is argued later the respondent alleged the letter dated 16.08.2025 is 

a forged one. It led to the filing of applications viz. CA-301/ND/2025 by the 

respondent and CA-302/ND/2025, CA-122/ND/2026 and CA-257/ND/2025 

by the appellant. We have noted the prayer made in CA-122/ND/2026 to the 

effect the respondent may be directed to appear and certain clarifications be 

sought with regard to the fraudulent filing; in circumstances surrounding 

the letter dated 16.08.2025.  

4. On hearing we find the applications are all listed on 09.06.2026 along 

with CP. No. 137 of 2023 and we dispose of this appeal by requesting the Ld. 

NCLT to hear these applications, and if the court is of the opinion the 

presence of respondent is essential, it may give directions accordingly. 

5. In view of the above, the appeal is disposed of. Pending I.A.s, if any, 

are also disposed of. 

 

 

      [Justice Yogesh Khanna]  
Member (Judicial) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

[Mr. Ajai Das Mehrotra]  

Member (Technical) 
 
 
 
 
 
SA/rr 
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