
ÜITEM NO.1                   COURT NO.9             SECTION IX

              S U P R E M E    C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                            RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

I.A.No.3 in
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).16358/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 17/06/2011 in      WPL No. 1105/2011
of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

RAMA NARANG                                           Petitioner(s)
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Date: 14/07/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                       O R D E R

          Heard all the parties concerned.
          Mr.       Mukul     Rohatgi,        learned        senior       counsel
appearing for the petitioner has fairly stated that the
challenge       in    the     present     special    leave         petition     is
confined to the order dated 17.06.2011 passed by the
Bombay High Court in Writ Petition(L)No.1105/2011.
          He    also       pointed    out     that   in      the    prayer     for
interim relief that is para 8 sub para (vi) in which
they   prayed        for    staying     the     order     dated      20.06.2011
passed by the Company Law Board in CA No.313/2011 in CP
No.47/2008          pending    the   hearing      and     disposal        of   the
present    special leave petition. He made a statement
that the petitioner is not pressing the said interim



relief.
          Taking note of the statement made by the learned
senior counsel for the petitioner, we clarify that our
earlier        interim      order    is     confined         to    the    interim
protection granted by the High court and nothing to do
with the Company Appeal(L) No.29 of 2011.
          In view of the same, the High Court is free to
dispose        of    the      Company       Appeal   (L)NO.29            of    2011
alongwith Company Application (L)No.28 of 2011 on its
own merits.
          Interlocutory           application           is        disposed      of
accordingly.

  [Madhu Bala]                              [Savita Sainani]
   Sr.PA                                     Court Master

Note : Copy of the order be given dasti.


