ITEM NO.27

COURT NO.6 SECTION XII-A

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s).33113/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 25-08-2026
in CMA No. 524/2025 passed by the High Court for The State of

Telangana at Hyderabad]

M/S SANTOSH DHABA EXCLUSIVE

M/S THE SANTOSH ORIGINAL & ORS.

VERSUS

Petitioner(s)

Respondent(s)

IA No. 282524/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED

JUDGMENT

Date : 21-09-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

1. We heard Mr. Kapil Sibal and Mr. Rajiv Shakdhar, the
learned senior counsel appearing for the petitioner
(original plaintiff) and on the other hand, Mr. Gopal
Sankarnarayan, the learned senior counsel appearing for the
respondents (original defendants).

2. This litigation has something to do with the question
whether the ex-parte interim injunction which, at one point
of time was granted to the plaintiff continued or not.

3. In para 51 of the impugned order, the High Court has
observed thus: -

“51. After careful perussal of the Register and
reports of both the Courts below, this Court is of
the firm opinion that there is no existing ad interim
ex parte injunction order on 15.12.2025, as apparent
on the face of record, there was no extension
application on that particular day and there was no

endorsement on the docket as regards extension.”

4. Both, Mr. Kapil Sibal and Mr. Rajiv Shakdhar have many
things to say as regards this finding of fact recorded by
the High Court in para 51, referred to above. Both the

learned senior counsel have many other contentions to raise.

5. We do not propose to get into any further debate on
this.
6. We are informed that the matter is now coming up before

the Commercial Court on 13t" October, 2026. On 13t October,

2026, the Court is to hear the plaintiff insofar as his



application for injunction is concerned. The other side has
also filed a counter claim and an injunction application.

7. We are of the view that it will be in the fitness of
things if the Commercial Court, without fail hears both the
parties on their respective applications on 13t" October,
2026 and take appropriate decision on the merits of their
respective applications without being influenced in any
manner by any of the observations made so far by the High
Court in the present litigation.

8. Since we want the Commercial Court to hear the
applications on 13t October, 2026, we expect that no time
will be prayed for by either of the parties.

9. With the aforesaid, this petition stands disposed of.
10. Pending application(s), if any, shall also stand

disposed of.
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