\ 1

| TEM NO. 6 COURT NO. 1 SECTION | X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).7072-
7073/ 2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 15/02/2005 in AN No.
24/ 2005 & AL No. 41/2005 & SN No. 233/2004 & NOM No. 308/2005 &
NOM No. 553/2004 of The HI GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT BOVBAY)

CHLORO CONTROLS (I NDIA) PVT. LTD. Pet i ti oner(s)
VERSUS
SEVEN TRENT WATER PURI FI CATI ON & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions, perm ssion to place addl.
docunents on record and prayer for interimrelief and office
report )

WTH SLP(C) NO 7198 of 2005
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 13/01/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE TARUN CHATTERIJEE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERVA

For Petitioner(s) M . Manu Agarwal , Adv.
nms. Ruby Si ngh Ahuj a, Adv.
M . Abeer Kumar, Adv.
for Ms Mni k Karanj awal a, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M . Yashraj Singh Deora, Adv.
M. T.S. Sabarish, Adv.
Ms. Tannushree Mukherjee, Adv.
for MS K L. Mehta & Co., Advs.
M. MJ. Paul , Adv(NP)
MS. J.S. Wad & Co. , Adv(NP)
M. Kuldip Singh , Adv(NP)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Heard bot h sides.
These Special Leave Petitions have been fil ed agai nst
t he interim order passed by t he Hi gh Court in a di spute
regarding the scope of a joint venture agreenent. W are told
that the main matters are still pending before the D vision

Bench of the High Court. This Court had indicated in our order

dated 12.12.2005 that the Hi gh Court can go on with the main



matters despite the pendency of these Special Leave Petitions

before this Court and on 25.07.2006, this Court has requested

the H gh Court to dispose of the matters within a period of two

nmont hs. W are told t hat t he Hi gh Court has not SO
di sposed of the matters. W request the High Court to di spose

of the matters at an early date at least within a period of

three nonths. We nake it clear that the observations in the

interimorder shall not have any persuasive effect when the

matters are finally decided by the Hi gh Court. The Speci al
Leave Petitions are disposed of accordingly. No costs.
(G V. Ranana) (Veera Vernm)

Court Master Court Master
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