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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

NOTICE OF MOTION NO.1278 OF 2013
IN
ARBITRATION PETITION NO.984 OF 2009

B.N. Chanchala Devi ....Applicant/Petitioner
V/s.
MF Global Sify Securities India Pvt. Ltd. ....Respondent

Ms. Latika Belindage for the applicant/petitioner.
Mr. Simil Purohit i/b. M/s. Purohit and Co. for the respondent.

CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J

DATE : 5% OCTOBER,2016
P.C.:-
1 The counsel for the applicant states that the petitioner has
not been giving instructions since a long time. When the matter was
listed yesterday it was stood over to today to enable the advocate to
contact the petitioner again. Yesterday the counsel for the respondent
states that they have not even been served a copy of this notice of

motion and the counsel for the applicant stated that she had no

instructions to serve the respondent.

2 Today the advocate for the petitioner states that she has
again tried to contact the petitioner but the petitioner was not

reachable.
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Therefore, the notice of motion stands dismissed.

(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)
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