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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ O.M.P. 465/2015

HPCL MITTAL PIPELINE .. Petitioner
Through  Mr.Kartik Nayar, Adv. with
Mr.Prakhar Deep, Adv.
Versus

KPTRANSMISSIONPVT ... Respondent
Through  Mr.Ashwini Mata, Sr. Adv. with
Mr.Akhil Sibal, Mr.Sunil Mittal,
Mr.Vibhor Aggarwal, Mr.Manu
Sahini and Mr.Vipul Wadhwa, Advs.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANMOHAN SINGH
ORDER

% 17.08.2016

Learned counsel for the respondent submits that without prejudice, the
respondent has no objection if the counter claim filed by the petitioner be
taken on record and the same be dedlt first by the Arbitral Tribunal.

Counsdl for the petitioner submits that two Arbitral Tribunals have
aready been constituted and the claims are different. He does not press the
present petition. The sameis accordingly dismissed as withdrawn.

[.A. N0.8434/2016 (for preponement of date)

Reply has been filed by the petitioner.

The above mentioned application has aready been disposed of by
order dated 4™ August, 2016.
Dasti to both the parties.

MANMOHAN SINGH, J.
AUGUST 17, 2016/jk
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