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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+  FAO(OS) 554/2015
BLUECOAST INFRASTRUCTURE

DEVELOPMENT PVTLTD ... Appellant
Represented by:  Ms.Roohina Dua, Advocate
Versus

KAMAL SHARMA& ORS .. Respondents

Represented by:  Mr.T.K.Ganju, Sr.Advocate

instructed by Mr.Aquib Ali,
Mr.Manik Ahluwalia,
Mr.Abhishek Bhardwa,
Advocates

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MUKTA GUPTA

ORDER
% 03.02.2016

1. Learned counsel for the appellant states that notwithstanding various
prayers made in the appeal and the grounds urged therein, she has been
instructed by the appellant to make a statement to this Court that if the
plaintiffs of CSOS) No0.176/2015 agree that the learned Single Judge
would decide the application filed by the appellant under Section 8 of the
Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996, the appellant would have no
grievance to the impugned order.

2. Learned counsel for respondents No.1 to 81, who are the plaintiffs in
the suit, saysthat the plaintiffs have no objection if it is observed that on the
next date of hearing the learned Single Judge should hear argumentsin
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the application filed by the appellant under Section 8 of the Arbitration and
Conciliation Act, 1996.

3. The instant appeal is accordingly disposed of without adjudicating the
Issue urged in the appeal for aforenoted reasons. We would expect the
learned Single Judge to expeditiously decide |A N0.14310/2015 filed by the
appellant under Section 5 read with Section 8 of the Arbitration and
Conciliation Act, 1996.

4, No costs.

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J.

MUKTA GUPTA, J.
FEBRUARY 03, 2016
lg(bl
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