
 In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana, at Chandigarh

 
Civil Revision No. 6892 of 2013

Date of Decision:  12.01.2016

Sukhwinder Singh
... Petitioner

Versus

Union of India and Others
... Respondents

CORAM: Hon'ble Mr. Justice  Shekher Dhawan.

1. Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to 
see judgment?  

2. To be referred to reporters or not?  
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Present: Mr. Arun Bansal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Raghujeet Singh Madan, Advocate
for respondents No.1 & 2.

Shekher Dhawan, J.

 Present  petition  under  Article  227  of  the  Constitution  of

India  for  setting  aside  order  dated  17.3.2012,  whereby  application

under  Section  34  of  the  Arbitration  & Conciliation  Act,  1996  of  the

petitioner was dismissed being time barred.  

Learned counsel  for  the petitioner  mainly  submitted  that

copy of the award was not sent to the petitioner as he was not a party

to  the  arbitration  proceedings.  The  case  of  petitioner  is  squarely

covered as per order passed by this Court in Hazara Singh v. Union

of India and Others (Civil Revision No. 3996 of 2012, decided
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on 2.12.2014).

Learned counsel for respondents No.1 & 2 has failed to lay

his hands on any such document to show that copy of award was infact

sent to the petitioner. 

 The situation being so, a copy of award was not sent to the

petitioner as per plea taken by learned counsel for the petitioner. The

present petition is accepted and order dated 17.3.2012 stands set aside.

Parties are directed to appear before the trial Court on 8.2.2016 and the

trial Court shall proceed further to dispose of the matter in accordance

with law.

(Shekher Dhawan)
Judge

January 12, 2016
“DK”
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