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THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE C.V.NAGARJUNA REDDY 
AND 

THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE  GUDISEVA SHYAM PRASAD 

 
 W.P.Nos.42893 and 44016 of 2017 

 
Date: 15.02.2018 

W.P.No.42893 of 2017 
Between: 
Maj Pankaj Rai S/o.Krishna Kumar Rai, 
Aged about 59 years Occ: Director/Licensee 
Emergent Methodology Private Limited, 
R/o.39-12, Vayupuri, Park Connect road, 
Post Sainikpuri, Secunderabad-500094 �    Petitioner 
 
and 
 
Justice V.N.Sinha (Retired), Sole Arbitrator, 
W-129, (First Floor), Greater Kailash, Part-I, 
New Delhi 110048 and another   �         Respondents 
 
 
Counsel for the Petitioner  :   Party-in-person 

 
 Counsel for the Respondents:  Mr.M.Srikanth 
 

AND 
W.P.No.44016 2017 
Between: 
Pactolus Edutech Private Limited, 
R/o.#205, Bhavya�s Akhila Exotica, 
Hydernagar, Kukatpally, Hyderabad 500072 
rep. by its Director Mr. Ashesh Gupta, 
S/o.Shri R.S.Gupta, aged about 47 years �    Petitioner 
 
and 
 
Justice V.N.Sinha (Retired), Sole Arbitrator, 
W-129, (First Floor), Greater Kailash, Part-I, 
New Delhi 110048 and another   �         Respondents 
 
 
Counsel for the Petitioner  :  Mr.P.Ravi Kiran 

 
 Counsel for the Respondents:     --- 
 
The Court made the following: 
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Order: (Per the Hon�ble Sri Justice C.V.Nagarjuna Reddy) 

  

  Both these applications are filed against order dated 18.11.2017 

by respondent No.1, an arbitrator, in disputes referred to him in two 

separate arbitration proceedings between the petitioners and 

respondent No.2.  

2. During the hearing of the case, we have raised the query as to 

the maintainability of the writ petitions. However, the necessity of 

adjudicating this aspect is obviated, as we are informed by the 

petitioner/party-in-person in W.P.No.42893 of 2017 and Mr.P.Ravi 

Kiran, learned counsel for the petitioner in W.P.No.44016 of 2017, 

that the arbitrator has withdrawn from the arbitration proceedings 

and that, therefore, adjudication of the writ petitions  on merits is not 

necessary. They have accordingly, requested the Court to dismiss the 

writ petitions as infrucutous. 

3. Both the writ petitions are accordingly, dismissed as 

infructuous. 

       ______________________ 

       (C.V.Nagarjuna Reddy, J) 

 

      _____________________ 

           (Gudiseva Shyam Prasad, J) 

Date: 15th February, 2018 

msb 
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