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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

SRR ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

15:45:21
+0530

COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION PETITION (L) NO. 3776 OF 2026
WITH
INTERIM APPLICATION NO. 876 OF 2026

The New India Assurance Co Ltd ....Petitioner
Versus
Ingram Micro India Pvt. Ltd. ....Respondents

Ms. Madhavi Nalluri a/w Trupti Poojary i/b Madhavi Nalluri, for
the Petitioner.

Mr. Kedar Wagle a/w Mr. Sagar Wagle, Adv. Lisa Raquinha i/b
KGP Legal Combine LLP, for the Respondent No.1.

Mr. Darpan Gupta h/f Mr. Shashank Shubham, for the Respondent

No.2.
CORAM: SOMASEKHAR SUNDARESAN, J.
DATE: MAY 7, 2026
ORDER:
1. This Petition impugns an order dated July 10, 2025, passed by me

sitting singly under Section 9 of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996

(“the Act?”).
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2. Evidently, the Petition is filed under Section 37 of the Act, and would lie
before the Division Bench which would hear a challenge to Section 9 orders.
Meanwhile, the parties have reached a settlement and therefore, are desirous
of bringing the settlement on record in disposal of this Petition. Therefore, the
parties are given liberty to mention the matter with extreme urgency before
the Bench having roster under Section 37 of the Act, so that the settlement can

be taken on record and the matter could be brought to an end expeditiously.

3. The parties are given liberty to mention the matter before the Learned
Division Bench, so that they could clarify the position. The order impugned,
being an order passed by me, it would be only inappropriate for me to take
cognisance of the matter in a proceeding which is an Appeal against my own

order.

4. All actions required to be taken pursuant to this order shall be taken

upon receipt of a downloaded copy as available on this Court’s website.

[ SOMASEKHAR SUNDARESAN, J.]
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