
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

Civil Appeal No(s).8793-8794/2026

SONA BANSAL                                        Appellant(s)

                                VERSUS

VASHISHT KUMAR GOYAL & ORS.                        Respondent(s)

O R D E R

1. We  heard  Ms.  Meenakshi  Arora,  the  learned  senior  counsel

appearing for the appellant, Mr. Navin Pahwa, the learned senior

counsel appearing for the respondent no.1 (shareholder), Mr. Rajesh

Kumar Gautam, the learned senior counsel appearing for the Indian

Bank.  We  also  heard  Mr.  Krishnan  Venugopal,  the  learned  senior

counsel appearing for the respondent no.2 and in the last, we also

heard Mr. C.A. Sundaram, the learned senior counsel appearing for a

party,  namely,  Brightlane  Infraspace  Pvt.  Ltd.,  who  has  some

interest in this litigation.

2. In  the  appeals  before  us,  the  following  reliefs  have  been

prayed for:-

“A. Admit and the Allow the instant Civil Appeal against
the impugned judgment and interim orders dated 17.06.2026
& 29.06.2026 in I.A. No.4230 of 2026 in Company Appeal
(AT) No.210 of 2026 passed by the Hon'ble National Company
Law Appellate Tribunal Principal Bench, New Delhi in the
interest of justice; and 
B. Permit Respondent No. 2 Company to raise capital by
way of a Rights Issue at par offered to all its existing
shareholders in proportion to their shareholding, in terms
of the proposal made before the Appellate Tribunal, the
Appellant and Respondent No. 5 being ready and willing to
contribute the entire amount including to the extent of
any shares remaining unsubscribed;
C. Pass  any  other  order  and/or  directions,  as  this
Hon'ble Court may be fit and proper under the facts and
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circumstances of the present case”

3. Having  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  submissions  canvassed

before  us,  it  is  difficult  for  us  to  adjudicate  the  disputed

question of fact.

4. The matter is coming up before the NCLAT Principal Bench, New

Delhi on 23.07.2026. It shall be open for all the concerned to

raise all legal contentions available to them before the NCLAT on

23.07.2026.

5. It shall also be open for the client of Mr. Sundaram to make

his submissions before the NCLAT, if at all, he is a party before

the NCLAT. If the client of Mr. Sundaram is not a party, he may

apply and it is for the NCLAT to decide whether the client of Mr.

Sundaram is a proper or a necessary party in the proceedings.

6. We  make  an  earnest  request  to  the  NCLAT  to  see  that  on

23.07.2026 the matter is heard for sure. We make this request to

the NCLAT because we are informed that NCLT has reserved the order

insofar Section 7 IBC application is concerned.

7. With the aforesaid, these appeals stand disposed of.

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

…………………………………………….J.
   [J.B. PARDIWALA]

…………………………………………….J.
   [K. VINOD CHANDRAN] 

NEW DELHI;
15th JULY, 2026.
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ITEM NO.33               COURT NO.6               SECTION XVII-B

               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).8793-8794/2026

SONA BANSAL                                        Appellant(s)

                                VERSUS

VASHISHT KUMAR GOYAL & ORS.                        Respondent(s)

FOR ADMISSION 
IA No. 192799/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
IA No. 192795/2026 - GRANT OF INTERIM RELIEF
 
Date : 15-07-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.B. PARDIWALA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. VINOD CHANDRAN

For Appellant(s) : Ms. Meenakshi Arora, Sr. Adv.
    Mr. Abhay Anand Jena, AOR

                   
For Respondent(s) :Mr. Rajesh Kumar Gautam, Adv.
                   Mr. Anant Gautam, AOR
                   Mr. Vibhu Sharma, Adv.
                   Mr. Aman Gahlot, Adv.
                   Ms. Isha Gaur, Adv.
                   Mr. Rish Chauhan, Adv.
                   
                   Mr. Navin Pahwa, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Rajesh J, Adv.
                   Mr. Arsalam Ahmad, Adv.
                   

    Mr. Krishnan Venugopal, Sr. Adv.
    Mr. Yashwardhan Aggarwal, Adv.
    Mr. Umang Motiyani, Adv.
    Ms. Nandini Kaushik, Adv.
    Mr. Avinash Mathews, Adv.
    Mr. Gajendera Singh Negi, Adv.
    Mr. IVO M.S. D’Costa, Adv.

                   
    Mr. C.A. Sundaram, Sr. Adv.
    Ms. Sheena Taqui, Adv.
    Mr. Abhishek Gupta, Adv.
    Ms. Akansha Saini, Adv.
    Ms. Nistha Gupta, AOR
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  UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. The appeals are disposed of in terms of the signed

order which is placed on the file.

2. Pending  application(s),  if  any,  shall  also  stand

disposed of.

(HARPREET KAUR)                                 (POOJA SHARMA)
COURT MASTER (SH)                             COURT MASTER (NSH)
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