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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).9314/2012

(From the judgement and order(s) in AN No. 90/2012 dated 27-FEB-12 and
AP No.43/2012 dated 27-FEB-12 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

NIMBUS COMMUNICATIONS LTD.                            Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

BOARD OF CONTROL FOR CRICKET IN IND.&ANR              Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment and prayer for interim relief)

Date: 04/04/2012    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
               HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ALTAMAS KABIR
               HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SURINDER SINGH NIJJAR
               HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE FAKKIR MOHAMED IBRAHIM KALIFULLA

For Petitioner(s)      Mr.   Gopal Subramanium, Sr. Adv.
                       Dr.   A.M. Singhvi, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr.   Devansh Mohta, Adv.
                       Ms.   Pallavi Langar, Adv.
                       Ms.   Meenakshi Chatterjee, Adv.
                       Mr.   Jayant Mohan, AOR
                       Ms.   Aakanksha Munjhal, Adv.
                       Mr.   Amit Bhandary, Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Mr. C.A. Sundaram, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Raghu Raman, Adv.
                       Ms. Akhila Kaushik, Adv.
                       Ms. Ruby Singh Ahuja, Adv.
                       Mr. Raunak Dhillon, Adv.
                       Ms. Deepti Sareen, Adv.
                       Ms. Ruchira Gupta, Adv.
                       Mr. Ishan Gaur, Adv.
                       Mr. Premtosh Mishra, Adv.
                       Mr. R.N. Karanjawala, Adv.
                       Mrs. Manik Karanjawala, Adv.
                       for M/S. Karanjawala & Co.
     UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                          O R D E R

          Having heard learned counsel for the petitioner, we
are not inclined to entertain the special leave petition,
which is directed against an ad-interim order passed in a
proceeding     under     Section    9   of   the     Arbitration        and
Conciliation Act, 1996, and the Notice of Motion, is still
pending disposal.

          Accordingly,    while    dismissing     the   special        leave
petition, we request the learned Single Judge of the High
Court, before whom the matter is pending, to dispose of the
Notice of Motion at the earliest and preferably within four
weeks from the date of communication of this order.



          Needless to say, the matter is to be decided by the
learned     Single   Judge,   without   being      influenced     by     the
observations made while passing the ad-interim order.

      (Chetan Kumar)                              (Juginder Kaur)
       Court Master                             Assistant Registrar


