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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

ARBITRATION APPEAL NO. 9 OF 2025
Arb. Appeal u/s 37 of Arb. Conc. Act, 1996

Digially Century Rayon Employees Co-Op

SHRADDHA

SHRADDHA KAMLESH Housing Society Ltd. ...Appellant(s)
TALEKAR ?(351952054025 Versus
. M/s. Roy And Associates ...Respondent(s)

Mr. Sandeep V. Bane a/w. Shubham S. Bane, Pooja S. Bane and Shefali
Jadhav, for Appellant.

Mr. Sandesh Shukla a/w. Sayli Patil, Amol Thorat, Sayli Patil, Devesh
Sawant, Afsar Ansari, Kanhaiya Pagare, for Respondent.

CORAM : SOMASEKHAR SUNDARESAN, J.

Date : April 25, 2025
P.C.

1. Heard the parties at some length. On the face of the Impugned Order,
it apparent that the Learned District Judge dealt with the application as filed,
namely, to direct the Respondent to deposit the amount awarded as a
condition prior to entertaining the appeal. The Impugned Order also
provides that all contentions on the requisite interlocutory arrangements
would be considered when an application for stay is heard by that Court.
Learned Counsel for the Appellant points to an online noting of the roznama
of the District Court suggesting that the stay application was withdrawn as

not pressed and the main matter is being continued.
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2. In these circumstances, the avenue to consider an interlocutory
arrangement would have vanished. Learned Counsel for the Respondent
submits that he has no instructions about whether the stay application has

been withdrawn.

3. In these circumstances, to enable parties to apprise this Court about
the precise status of the stay application and to appropriately mould the
order disposing of this appeal, stand over to the Supplementary Board on

April 29, 2025.

4.  All actions required to be taken pursuant to this order, shall be taken

upon receipt of a downloaded copy as available on this Court’s website.

[ SOMASEKHAR SUNDARESAN, J.]
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