8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ ARB.P. 88/2019

RADHA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY .. Petitioner
Through:  Ms. Puja Kalra with Mr. Sachin
Sharma, Advs
Versus
UNION OF INDIA . Respondent

Through:  Mr. Praveen Kumar Jain, Adv with
Mr. Shawez Khan, J.E. (Civil)

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER
ORDER

% 06.02.2019

I.A. No. 1877/2019 (Exemption)

1. Allowed, subject to just exceptions.
ARB.P. 88/2019
2. Counsel for the petitioner says that it is the stand of the petitioner

that two Arbitrators appointed by the respondent have already resigned and
despite request made for appointment of a substitute Arbitrator as far back
on 15.09.2018, there has been no movement in the matter.

3. It is the petitioner’s case that respondent has lost its right to appoint
an Arbitrator in the matter.

4. Surprisingly, Mr. Praveen Kumar Jain, who, appears on advance
notice on behalf of the respondent says that he has no instructions in the

matter.
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5. The entire purpose of respondent being given advance notice is that
unnecessary delay in respect of such matters does not take place.
6. The concerned authority will take note of this so that adjournments

on this ground are not taken in other matters.

7. At request of counsel for the respondent, renotify the matter on
08.02.2019.

RAJIV SHAKDHER, J.
FEBRUARY 06, 2019
¢/VKR
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