
ITEM NO.105               COURT NO.5               SECTION XIV-A

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

Civil Appeal  No(s).  62/2018

M/S TINNA OVERSEAS LTD 
(NOW KNOWN AS TINNA RUBBER AND INFRASTRUCTURE LTD)  Appellant(s)

                                VERSUS

FOOD CORPORATION OF INDIA                           Respondent(s)
 
WITH
Diary No(s). 38095/2017 (XIV)
IA No.141660/2017-CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING
IA No. 141660/2017 - CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING
 
Date : 24-09-2026 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PAMIDIGHANTAM SRI NARASIMHA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ALOK ARADHE

For Appellant(s) : Mr. Rajat Singh, AOR
                   Mr. Anirudh Singh, Adv.
                   Mr. Mohd. Maroof, Adv.
                   
For Respondent(s) :Mr. Abhay Kumar, AOR
                   Mr. Shagun Ruhil, Adv.
                   Mr. Karan Chopra, Adv.
                   Mr. Shreenivash, Adv.
                                     
          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. Special Leave Petition (C) D. No. 38095 of 2017 is listed

along with the lead matter i.e. Civil Appeal No. 62 of 2018. 

2. Delay in filing the Special Leave Petition is condoned. Leave

granted.

3. Issue Notice.

4. When the Special Leave Petition (C) D. No. 38095 of 2017 came

up for admission on 12.01.2018, this Court merely directed it to be
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posted along with Civil Appeal No. 62 of 2018. Apparently, notice

was not issued. Therefore, the Special Leave Petition is listed

today before us along with the Civil Appeal No. 62 of 2018, and

there is no representation of the respondents, naturally as notice

has not been issued. Though, the first respondent in the Civil

Appeal and the Special Leave Petition are one and the same, being

Food  Corporation  of  India  represented  by  Mr.  Abhay  Kumar,

respondent no.2 in the Special Leave Petition, namely Projects and

Equipment  Corporation  of  India  Limited  remains  unrepresented  as

notice was not served.

5. The judgment in the Special Leave Petition is different from

the judgment in the Civil Appeal. Under these circumstances, we

have no option but to direct the petitioner to undertake dasti

notice  on  respondent  no.2.  Additionally,  a  copy  of  the  Special

Leave  Petition  will  also  be  served  on  the  Central  Agency  to

represent Projects and Equipment Corporation of India Limited, a

Public  Sector  Undertaking  under  the  Ministry  of  Commerce  and

Industry.

6. List the matters after completion of service. 

(KAPIL TANDON)                                  (NIDHI WASON)
COURT MASTER (SH)                             ASSISTANT  REGISTRAR
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