j 1 TEM NO. 32 COURT NO. 3 SECTION Xl I A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).3430-3431 OF 2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 31/12/2004 in CRP No. 4931/2004 & CwWP

No. 14619/2004 & CWP  No. 16998/ 2004 of The HGH COURT O AP
HYDERABAD)
CHAl RVAN, TELE. , BHART S. Nl GAM LTD. & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
M S. SINCLAI R | NFRA TECH LTD. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

Dat e: 25/02/2005 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RUVA PAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C K. THAKKER
For Petitioner(s) M. Mikul Rohtagi, Sr. Adv.
M. S.Patijoshi, Adv.
M. Sudarsh Menon, Adv.
M. B.S. Sharma, adv.
For Respondent (s) M. P.P.Rao, Sr. Adv.
M s. B. Sunita Rao, Adv.
M. Sushi |l Kumar Pat hak, adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
As the respondents are present on caveat
for mal i ssuance of service of notice is di spensed
with. Havi ng consi der ed t he facts of t he case, we
are of the view that there was an arguabl e question
of | aw whi ch appears to have been over -1 ooked by
t he Hi gh Court, nanel vy, whet her reci procal
obl i gati ons under an  Award can be enforced
unilaterally. We accordingly stay the execution of
t he Awar d. The Hi gh Court is requested to di spose
of both the mai n appeal from the order rejecting

application for setting aside an Award

AT



as well as the civil revision petition pertaining to

t he execution pr oceedi ngs as expedi tiously as is
conveni ently possi bl e, preferably wi t hin three

nmont hs. The interim order grant ed by us will
conti nue unti | t he di sposal of t he Revi si ona
Application . This order, however, wll not prevent

t he r espondent from seeking execution of the decree
in ternms of the Award.

The SLPs are disposed of.

[ SUMAN WADHVA] [ MADHU SAXENA]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



