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ITEM NO.17               COURT NO.13               SECTION XII

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

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  34577/2026

[Arising out of impugned judgment and order dated  25-08-2026 in
CRP No. 4209/2026 passed by the High Court of Judicature at Madras]

GOWRI SHANKAR & ANR.                               Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

M/S GORAMAN INTEGRATED LOGISTICS PRIVATE LIMITED   Respondent(s)

IA No. 300883/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF I/JUDGMENT
 
Date : 06-10-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.V. VISWANATHAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN PALLI

For Petitioner(s)  Mr. K. Parameshwar, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. B. Vijay, Adv.
                   Mr. Anish R. Shah, AOR
                   Mr. Mohammed Aseef, Adv.
                   Mr. Ankit Sahu, Adv.
                   Ms. Vallari K N, Adv.                   
                   
For Respondent(s)  Mr. Satish Parasaran, Sr. Adv.
/Caveator(s)       Ms. Ayshwarya Chandar, AOR
                   Mr. G Vivekanand, Adv.
                   Ms. Varuni Mohan, Adv.
                   Ms. Akshaya Ramadurai, Adv.
                   Mr. Krishnan S J , Adv. 
                  

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

1. Heard Mr. K. Parameshwar, learned Senior Counsel for the

petitioner(s) and Mr. Satish Parasaran, learned Senior Counsel

appearing on caveat for the respondent(s).

2. Our  attention  is  drawn  to  paragraph  13  in  the  notice

under  Section  21  of  the  Arbitration  and  Conciliation  Act,
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1996, issued by the petitioner(s) which reads as under:-

“My  clients  state  that  the  original  Loan  Agreement

executed earlier contains an arbitration clause. In the

fabricated  document  also,  you  have  also  inserted  an

arbitration clause as Clause No.13. My clients reject

all the fabricated contents of the alleged MoU except

the  existence  of  the  arbitration  clause,  which  is

consistent with the arbitration clause in the original

Loan Agreement signed by them.”

3. In the peculiar facts of the case, we are not inclined to

exercise  our  jurisdiction  under  Article  136  of  the

Constitution  of  India.  The  Special  Leave  Petition  is,

accordingly, dismissed.

4. However, question of law, if any, is left open.

5. Needless to say that the suit concerned will be decided

uninfluenced by any of the observations made in the order of

the High Court or in the present order.

6. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

(NIRMALA NEGI)                                  (NIKITA SINGH)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                        COURT MASTER (NSH)
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