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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION APPLICATION NO.696 OF 2025

Keti Sangam Infrastructure (I) Ltd. ....Applicant
V/S

The Government of  Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents
_________

Ms. Sayli Shinde i/b M/s. Kartikey & Associates for the Applicant.

__________
 

CORAM : SANDEEP V. MARNE,  J.
DATE     :  16 JANUARY 2026.

P.C.:

1.  Motion is made for speaking to the minutes of  order dated 13

January 2026.

2. When the  Application  was  decided  on  13  January  2026  this

Court was not made aware of  the position that the substitution applied

for was in respect of  a Co-Arbitrator and not the sole Arbitrator. Now

the  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  Applicant  clarifies  that  the

substitution is warranted of  a Co-Arbitrator.  Accordingly, the words

‘sole Arbitrator’ appearing in paragraphs 2, 3A 3B and 3C be replaced

by  the  words  ‘Co-Arbitrator’.  Paragraphs  3D  and  3E  shall  stand

deleted from the order.

3. The  order  dated  13  January  2026  be  corrected  and  read

accordingly.

      (SANDEEP V. MARNE, J.)
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