
ITEM NO.35               COURT NO.12               SECTION XVI

               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) Nos. 9449-9451/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 27-02-2026
in GA-COM No. 1/2026 27-02-2026 in IP-COM No. 3/2026 27-02-2026 in
TEMPAPO-IPD No. 2/2026 passed by the High Court at Calcutta]

RECKITT BENCKISER (INDIA) PRIVATE LIMITED          Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

GODREJ CONSUMER PRODUCTS LIMITED                   Respondent(s)

(IA No. 75306/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT  AND  IA  No.  77853/2026  -  PERMISSION  TO  FILE  ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES)
 
Date : 23-03-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KUMAR
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. VINOD CHANDRAN

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Kapil Sibbal, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Chander Lal, Sr. Adv.

Ms. Sanjaya Yadav, Adv.
                   Ms. Pavani Verma, Adv.
                   Mr. Sayyam Maheshwari, Adv.
                   
                   Mr. R Jawaharlal, Adv.
                   Ms. Nancy Roy, Adv.
                   Ms. Meghna Kumar, Adv.
                   Ms. Sumedha Ray Sarkar, Adv.
                   Ms. Ananya Chugh, Adv.
                   Ms. Prakriti Varshney, Adv.
                   Ms. Anumita Verma, Adv.
                   Mr. Mayank Kshirsagar, AOR
                                      
For Respondent(s) Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Abhishek Manu Singhvi, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Aseem Chaturvedi, Adv.
                   Mr. Akash Bajaj, Adv.
                   Mr. Nishad Nadkarni, Adv.
                   Mr. Shaunak Mitra, Adv.
                   Mr. Milind Jain, Adv.
                   Ms. Vaibhavi Pandey, Adv.
                   M/s.  Khaitan & Co., AOR
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          UPON hearing the counsel, the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

We find from the impugned order passed by the Division Bench

of the High Court at Calcutta that, as the learned Judge was seized

of  the  matters,  the  Division  Bench  made  it  clear  that  its

observations were prima facie in nature and that the interlocutory

applications  pending  before  the  learned  Judge  could  be  decided

after affidavits were received from the parties. 

In the light of this statement, we affirm that all issues are

left open to be considered by the learned Judge after completion of

the  pleadings  and  such  consideration  shall  be  undertaken,

uninfluenced by any observation made earlier or by the dismissal of

these special leave petitions. 

The special leave petitions are, accordingly, dismissed. 

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

  (BABITA PANDEY)                                (PREETI SAXENA)
    AR-cum-PS                            COURT MASTER (NSH)
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