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ITEM NO.63               COURT NO.5               SECTION XII-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No.24388/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  08-05-2025
in WA No. 716/2022 passed by the High Court of Andhra Pradesh at 
Amravati]

M/S INDO ENGINEERING WORKS                         Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

RASHTRIYA ISPAT NIGAM LIMITED (RINL) & ORS.        Respondent(s)

Date : 24-07-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.B. PARDIWALA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. VINOD CHANDRAN

For Petitioner(s) : 
Ms. Swati Surbhi, AOR
Mr. Suryanarayana Raju, Adv.
Mr. Suraj Patnaik, Adv.
Mr. Rohan Gupta, Adv.
Mr. Chandrika Prasad Mishra, Adv.              

For Respondent(s) : 
                   Ms. Prerna Singh, Adv.
                   Mr. Guntur Pramod Kumar, AOR
                   Mr. Dhruv Yadav, Adv.
                   
                   Mr. K. Nataraj, ASG

    Mr. Vinayak Sharma, Adv.
    Mr. Vatsal Joshi, Adv.
    Mr. Praneet Pranav, Adv.
    Mr. BLN Shivani, Adv.
    Mr. Amrish Kumar, AOR

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. Our Order dated 17-7-2026 reads thus:-

“1. Delay condoned.

2. We heard Ms. Swati Surbhi, the learned Advocate-on-Record
appearing for the petitioner.



2

3. The learned counsel would submit that her client is ready
and willing to go for regular arbitration other than through the
Facilitator under the Micro, Small and Medium Enterprises Act,
2006 (MSME).

4. Issue notice, returnable on 24-7-2026.

5. Dasti service, in addition, is permitted.”

2. Today,  when  the  matter  was  taken  up  for  further  hearing,

Ms. Swati Surbhi, the learned Advocate-on-Record appearing for the

petitioner,  after  taking  instructions  from  her  client,  makes  a

Statement that her client is ready and willing to go for regular

arbitration other than through the Facilitator under the Micro,

Small and Medium Enterprises Act, 2006 (MSME).

3. Mr. K. Nataraj, the learned Additional Solicitor General has

appeared on behalf of the Respondent No.2 – Union of India.

4. We find that the Respondent Nos.1 and 4 respectively have been

directly  served  by  the  petitioner  duly  served  with  the  dasti

service. However, none is present on behalf of the Respondent Nos.1

and 4 respectively today. Mr. Dhruv Mehta, the learned counsel has

entered his appearance on behalf of the Respondent No.3.

5. As a last chance, post it on 13-8-2026.

 (VISHAL ANAND)                                    (POOJA SHARMA)
DEPUTY REGISTRAR                                 COURT MASTER (NSH)


		2026-07-30T19:50:07+0530
	VISHAL ANAND




