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ITEM NO.13               COURT NO.11               SECTION XI

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

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) Diary No(s). 55586/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  24-03-2026
in WRITC No. 16887/2025 passed by the High Court of Judicature at
Allahabad]

STATE OF UTTAR PRADESH & ORS.                      Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS
M/S BHARDWAJ ENTERPRISES                           Respondent(s)
IA No. 324486/2026 - CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING
IA No. 324488/2026 - CONDONATION OF DELAY IN REFILING /  CURING THE
DEFECTS
IA No. 324480/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT
IA No. 324487/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
 
Date : 26-10-2026 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) Dr. Vijendra Singh- 3352, AOR
                   Mr. Kumar Abhinandan, Adv.
                   Ms. Apurva Singh, Adv.
                   Ms. Kim Pandey, Adv.
                   
For Respondent(s)  

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

1. Delay condoned.

2. Heard  Dr.  Vijendra  Singh,  learned  counsel

appearing for the petitioner-State.

3. Learned counsel submits that the respondent made

claims which were far in excess of its entitlement.

4. Drawing attention to the chart at page 289 of

the paper book, learned counsel submits that of the

claimed amount of Rs.1,76,74,935.16, the respondent
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is only entitled to Rs.12,86,312/-.

5. Accordingly,  the  High  Court  ought  to  have

examined this aspect of the matter.

6. Learned counsel submits that the petitioner will

approach  the  High  Court  and  file  an  appropriate

review petition and seeks liberty to withdraw this

Special Leave Petition on the said ground.

7. The  Special  Leave  Petition  is  dismissed  as

withdrawn with the aforesaid liberty.

8. In the event of any adverse order in the review

petition, the petitioner(s) will have the liberty to

challenge the present impugned order also.

9. Needless to observe that the High Court will

independently  decide  the  matter,  without  being

influenced by any of the observations in this order.

10. Learned  counsel  submits  that  the  Principal

Secretary  of  the  State  has  been  summoned  in  a

contempt proceedings.

11. Learned counsel is at liberty to point out our

present order to the High Court.

12. Pending  application(s),  if  any,  shall  stand

disposed of.

(ASHA SUNDRIYAL)                                (NIKITA SINGH)
DEPUTY REGISTRAR                               COURT MASTER (NSH)
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