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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard M. Mohan Jain, |learned Additional Solicitor
General for the petitioners, and M. Praveen Kumar Jain,
| earned counsel for the respondent.

In the counter affidavit filed by the respondent the

foll owi ng statenment has been nade : -

"ii. That on 02-03-2006 (before filing this Special
Leave Petition in May 2006), during the thirteenth
sitting of the Arbitral Tribunal, the Petitioners
had al ready noved an application u/s 16 of the Act
before the Sole Arbitrator challenging hi s
appoi ntment by the Chief Justice of Calcutta High
Court u/s 11(6) of the Act vide order dt. 28-02-05.
The sai d application is pending before the
Arbitrator for adjudication. Suppressing this
material fact, then the Petitioners had also filed
this Special Leave Petition before this Hon' ble
Court challenging the dism ssal of their Wit
Petition No. 1359/2005 by the Calcutta H gh Court."

In view of the above position, we are satisfied that

no case for invocation of our jurisdiction under Article 136



of the Constitution of India is nade out.

Speci al | eave petition is dismssed accordingly.

(Raj esh Dham (Renu Di wan)
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