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* INTHEHIGHCOURTOFDELHIATNEWDELHI

+ ARB.P.301/2013andlANo.11454/2013(stay)

FRONTLINEPAPERSPLTD Petitioner

Through; Mr. Girdhar Govind, Mr. Rajeev Kr.
Mishra, Mr. Ayush Negi and Mr. PremPanlcaj,
Advocates

versus

HANDICRAFTANDHANDLOOMSEXPORT

CORPORATIONOFINDIALTD Respondent
Through:Mr.AmitKumar,Mr.AnkitRajgarhia
and Mr. Atul Kumar,Advocates

+ ARB.P.302/2013andlANo.11455/2013(stay)

FRONTLINEPAPERS P LTD Petitioner
Through:Mr.GirdharGovind,Mr.RajeevKr.
Mishra,Mr.AyushNegiandMr.PremPankaj,
Advocates

versus

HANDICRAFTANDHANDLOOMSEXPORT
CORPORATIONOFINDIALTD Respondent

Through:Mr.AmitKumar,Mr.AnkitRajgarhia
andMr.AtulKumar,Advocates

CORAM:

HON'BLEMR.JUSTICERAJIVSHAKDHER
ORDER

24.07.2013

These arethepetitionsmoved underSection 11 ofthe
ArbitrationandConciliationAct, 1996. Itisnotdisputedbythe
learnedcounselforthepetitionerthattherespondenthadtaken
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recourseto theprovisionsof the PubhcPremisesAct inrespectof the

premisesinissueasalsowithregardtothegoodsinthepremisesin

issue.

It is not disputed that before the Estate Officer, the petitioner

had raised a plea that in respect ofdamagespertainingto thegoodsin

issue, the matter was covered by an arbitration agreement between the

parties. The EstateOfficeradmittedlyvide order dated22.02.2013

rejectedthe plea.

Againstthe said orderofthe Estate Officer, appeals have been

preferred before the District Judge, being: PPA No.2/2013 and PPA

No.3/2013. The appealsadmittedly,inter alia,pertainto the issue

whicharises in thepresentpetitionsi.e., that the dispute is covered by

the arbitration agreement. I am told that the appeals are coming up

beforetheDistrictJudge on14.08.2013.

The learned counsel for thepetitionersays that the District

Judge is not holding the court for quite some time. The counsel for

therespondenton the other hand says that on threeoccasions,

applicationsforstayhavebeenfiledbeforetheDistrictJudge,which

weredismissed.

Havingregardto theaforesaidfactsandcircumstances,Iamof

theviewthatthepetitionsareprematureandareaccordingly

dismissed.Thepetitionerswillhavetoexhaust,inthefirstinstance,

theremedies,towhich,recoursehasalr̂ybeentaken.

RAJttVSHAKDHER,J
JULY24, 2013/yg
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