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

ARBITRATION PETITION NO. 207 OF 2025
WITH

ARBITRATION APPLICATION NO. 106 OF 2025

Ulltra Lifespace Private Limited … Petitioner
Vs.

Pyramid Developers & Ors. .. Respondents
WITH

ARBITRATION PETITION (L) NO. 19439 OF 2024

Pyramid Developers & Ors. … Petitioners
Vs.

Ulltra Lifespace Private Limited .. Respondent
  

Mr. Pulkit Sharma a/w. Ms. DrishtiGudhaka, Ms. Vidhi Prowal i/b DSK
Legal, for  Ultra Lifespace Private Limited. 

Mr.  Nivit  Srivastava  a/w.  Yash  Chheda,  Rohit  Bamne  i/b  Maniar
Srivastava Associates, for Pyramid Developers.

 

   CORAM :  SOMASEKHAR SUNDARESAN, J.

 Date        :  August 4, 2025

Order :

1. This is a Petition under Section 9 of the Arbitration and Conciliation

Act, 1996 (“the Act”).

2. By  an  order  dated  July  10,  2025  an  Arbitral  Tribunal  came  to  be

appointed converting the Section 9 petitions into applications under Section

17 of the Act for consideration by the Arbitral Tribunal appointed hereby.
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3. It is the case of the Original Petitioner that before the Arbitrator, an

application had been moved by the Respondent stating that this Court has

consciously  refrained  from  extending  a  certain  facet  of  the  interlocutory

arrangement that had been put in place way back on September 20, 2023.

The order passed by this  Court  on July 10, 2025 speaks for itself.   If  the

Respondent has been advised to read it in a manner as aforesaid, it is purely

the Respondent's  prerogative  to  attempt  to  convince the  Learned Arbitral

Tribunal.  It is quite apparent from the order that no deviation was made and

the  order  dated  September  20,  2023  was  simply  taken  note  of  and  the

contents of paragraph 9 were meant to continue as they were.  It is for the

Respondent to convince the Arbitral Tribunal if it has a different view of the

matter.  Having appointed an Arbitral Tribunal, it would be inappropriate for

this Court to be approached or get engaged in clarifying past orders.  The

Arbitral Tribunal is more than capable of handling such attempts by either

party.  

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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