Rane *1/1* Friday,30.9.2016
sr.no0.905&906

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
ARBITRATION PETITION NO. 69 OF 2016
ALONGWITH
ARBITRATION PETITION NO. 70 OF 2016

M/s. Aditya Builder and Contractor ... Petitioner
V/s.

Gurunath Ramchandra Narvekar

Proprietor, M/s. Vastu Kripa Developers

Since deceased, through LRs

Samir Gurunath Narvekarand Ors. ... Respondents
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Mr. Avinash B. Avhad a/w. Mr. Mahesh V. Rawool, Advocate for the
petitioner.

Mr. Dilip Rao i/by. Mr. Ajay Rao, Advocate for respondents no.1A
and 1B.

CORAM:- SMT. R.P. SONDURBALDOTA, J.
DATED:-  30TH SEPTEMBER, 2016.

P.C. :-

1). After the petitions are substantially argued, Mr. Avhad,

the learned Advocate appearing for the petitioner, concedes that the
petitioners have approached this Court for challenging the
Arbitrator without first resorting to the procedure laid down in
Section 13 of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996. In that
case, the petition as filed would not be maintainable. Mr. Avhad,
then seeks to withdraw the petitions stating that the petitioners will
follow the due procedure. In view of the statements, the petitions

are allowed to be withdrawn.

(SMT. R.P. SONDURBALDOTA, J)



