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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).26683/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 23/07/2010 in A No. 8/2008

of The Hl GH COURT OF BOVBAY AT PANAJI)

KAVALI NI R PAI NGUI NKAR & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

M S. TIMBLO PVT. LTD. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

WTH SLP(C) NO 26690 of 2010
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 01/10/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON' BLE MR. JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE R M LCDHA
For Petitioner(s) P. P. Rao, Sr. Adv.
Surendra Desai, Sr. Adv.
Prashant Kumar, Adv.
Triveni Poteker, Adv.
Merusagar Samant aray, Adv.
Caet ano Mascar anhas, Adv

SS§SSS

For Respondent (s) K. K. Venugopal, Sr. Adv.
V. B. Nadkarni, Sr. Adv.
Prat ap Venugopal , Adv.
Y. V. Nadkarni, Adv.

Sur ekha Raman, Adv.

r MS. K J. John & Co.

JFss=%

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

On hearing M. Rao, |earned senior advocate
appearing for the petitioners, we are not inclined
tointerfere in these matters.

The special |eave petitions are di sm ssed.

It, however, needs to be clarified that no
observation or finding made in t he Hi gh Court

order passed under Section 11 of the Arbitration

and Conciliation Act, 1996, shall stand in the way

of the petitioners in the event they raise before

the Arbitrator the issue whether or not there was

an arbitration agr eenent, specially as t he
agreenment relied upon by the respondent was not

execut ed by petitioner No. 1 but her deceased



husband, Ramekant Pai ngui nkar. The petitioners
may al so raise the i ssue whether or not there was
any live arbitrable dispute.
On such issues being raised, the Arbitrator
woul d, undoubt edl v, deci de t hem on their own
merits wi t hout ref erence to any observation or

finding recorded by the Hi gh Court

(Neetu Khaj uria) (S.S.R Krishna)
Sr. P.A Court Master



