B#SLP( C) No. 19575/ 2009 wi t h SLP( C) NO. 21998/ 2009
| TEM NO 31 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON XI'V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).19575/2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 18/04/2009 in FAO No.
387/ 2007 of The HI GH COURT OF DELH AT N. DELH)

ECON PURI CONSORTI UM & ANR. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
PURI | NTERNATI ONAL P. LTD. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and prayer for interimrelief and
of fice report)

WTH SLP(C) NO 21988 of 2009
(Wth office report)

Date: 22/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K

For Petitioner(s) C. Mikund, Adv.
A. K. Jain, Adv.
Amit Kasera, Adv.
Raj a, Adv.

Bi j oy Kumar Jain, Adv.

SSSE5S

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
In terms of the signed order, |eaving
open the question of |aw raised, the special
| eave petitions are di sposed of.

(O P. Sharnmm) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master
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(Signed order is placed on the file)
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TI ON( C) NO 19575 OF 2009



ECON PURI CONSCORTI UM & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

PURI | NTERNATI ONAL P. LTD. Respondent (s)

W TH
SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO 21988 of 2009

ORDER

The r espondent filed an application under
Section 11 of the Arbitration and conciliation Act,
1996 (' Act’ for short). In the said application, a
| earned Single Judge of the H gh Court nade an order
dated 19.9.2007 directing the Managi ng Director of
the petitioner to appear before it to ascertain the
veracity of the sub-contract. The appeal filed by
the petitioner was disnmissed as not naintainabl e by
a division Bench by order dated 18.4.2009. The said
two orders are challenged in these two special |eave
petitions.
2. This Court on 21.8.2009 had granted interim
stay of the direction of the High Court directing
t he personal appearance of the Managi ng director of

the second petitioner, recording subm ssion that if

t he Hi gh Court o) desires, t he aut hori sed
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representative of the second petitioner will give

evi dence and further clarified that the Managi ng

director of the second petitioner will not be a

wi tness in the proceedings. We are informed that

in pursuance of it, the authorised representative

appear ed and he was exam ned by t he court.
Subsequent |y, t he court has al so directed t he

matter to be listed for evidence of the parties.

3. In Vi ew of t he subsequent events, t he



i mpugned order has lost its relevance and therefore

t he speci al | eave
consi deration.

question of | aw

petitions are disposed of.

NEW DELH
JULY 22, 2011

petitions do not survive
Ther ef or e, | eavi ng open
rai sed, t hese speci al
................... J.

[ A K PATNAIK ]

for
t he

| eave



