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NATIONAL COMPANY LAW APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI 

Company Appeal (AT) (Insolvency) No. 871 of 2026  
& I.A. No. 3440 of 2026 

               
IN THE MATTER OF: 
 

 

Amtex Infrastructure …Appellant 

Versus 
 

Dil Jit Singh Ahluwalia and Ors. …Respondents 

Present: 
 

For Appellant : Mr. Krishnendu Datta, Sr. Advocate with Ms. 

Shaswati Parhi, Mr. Naman Mehta, Advocates. 

For Respondents : Mr. Angad Alhuwalia, Ms. Ritika Harplani, 

Advocates for R-1. 

Mr. Abhishek Parmar, Advocate for R-2 (RP). 

Mr. Jeetender Gupta, Mr. Kushagra Gupta, Mr. 

Abhay Saran, Advocates for Suspended Director. 

 

 
With 

 

Company Appeal (AT) (Insolvency) No. 718 of 2026   
               

IN THE MATTER OF: 
 

 

Surendra Singh Pilkhwal …Appellant 

Versus 
 

Dil Jit Singh Ahluwalia & Ors. …Respondents 

Present: 
 

For Appellant : Mr. Jeetender Gupta, Mr. Kushagra Gupta, Mr. 
Abhay Saran, Advocates. 

For Respondents : Mr. Angad Alhuwalia, Ms. Ritika Harplani, 
Advocates for R-1. 

Mr. Abhishek Parmar, Advocate for R-2 (RP). 

 
With 
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Company Appeal (AT) (Insolvency) No. 852 of 2026  
& I.A. No. 3367 of 2026 

               
IN THE MATTER OF: 
 

 

DTH Masters Manufacturing Pvt. Ltd. …Appellant 

Versus 
 

Diljit Singh Ahluwalia & Ors. …Respondents 

Present: 
 

For Appellant : Mr. Milan Singh Negi, Mr. Nikhil Kr. Jha, 
Advocates. 

For Respondents : Mr. Angad Alhuwalia, Ms. Ritika Harplani, 

Advocates for R-1. 

Mr. Abhishek Parmar, Advocate for R-2 (RP). 

Mr. Jeetender Gupta, Mr. Kushagra Gupta, Mr. 
Abhay Saran, Advocates for Suspended Director. 

 

O R D E R 
(Hybrid Mode) 

12.05.2026: All these three appeals raise same questions.  The question 

raised by the Adjudicating Authority was to entertain an application where 

application was filed for initiating/ filing complaint by the Court under 

offences under BNS.  One of the questions framed was as to whether such 

application was maintainable and such application can be entertained at the 

instance of a stranger.  Appellant’s case further is that application was not 

maintainable. Issues raised have vide ramification with respect to CIRP 

proceeding. We, thus, are of the view that issues need to be decided by this 

Tribunal after giving opportunity to both parties.  Issues being purely legal, 

parties are given liberty to submit their written submissions along with 

judgments relied till next date. 
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 In the meantime, the Adjudicating Authority may not proceed with the 

application in which impugned order has been passed. 

 List these three appeals on 10.07.2026 at 02:00 PM. 

 

 

  [Justice Ashok Bhushan] 
Chairperson 

 
 
 

 [Barun Mitra] 
Member (Technical) 

Archana/md  

 


