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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Speci al Leave to Appeal (crl) No(s).7381-
7382/ 2010
(From the judgenent and order dated 28/06/ 2010 in CRLA No.
4356/ 2009 of the H GH COURT OF BOVBAY)
I CICl PRUDENTI AL LI FE I NS. CO LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
j udgnent)

Date: 17/09/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

Harish N Sal ve, Sr. Adv.
Mohan Lal Shar ma, Adv.
Sanj ay Chadha, Adv.
Pradeep Kumar Bakshi, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

SSS%

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

M. Salve, |earned senior counsel appearing for the
petitioner states at the outset that he is not challenging
the anticipatory bail granted to respondent No. 2. But
t he petitioner is aggri eved by certain observations and
remarks made in the order of the Hi gh Court confirming the
anticipatory bail granted to the petitioner by the Sessions
Court.

-1 2 -

M. Sal ve particularly referred to t he observations
made i n paragraphs 14, 15, 16 and 17 and subnitted that
those observations are likely to prejudice the case of the
petitioner in the arbitration proceedi ngs.

In our Vi ew, t he apprehension of the petitioner is
m sconcei ved. Any observations, renmarks or findings nade by
the Hi gh Court were in the context of the bail application
and no observation, remark or finding nade in the bail order
shal | have any effect or bearing on any other proceedings,
including the arbitration proceedi ngs between the parties.

These Special Leave Petitions are dism ssed, subject to
to the above observations.

(V.K. Tiwari) (S.S.R Krishna)
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Court Master



