
$~22 

* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  ARB.P. 94/2019 

 RAJESH RAJA RANA & ORS.   ..... Petitioners 
    Through Mr. Dhruv Madan, Adv. 
 
    versus 
 
 PAWAN PALIWAL & ORS.    ..... Respondents 
    Through Mr. Ajay Brahme, Adv. 
 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER 

   O R D E R 

%   11.02.2019 

 

I.A. 2055/2019 

1. Allowed, subject to just exceptions. 

ARB.P. 94/2019 

2. Mr. Brahme, advocate, appears on advance notice on behalf of the 

respondents. 

2.1 Learned counsel does not dispute that parties are already in Court by 

virtue of a petition preferred under Section 9 of the Arbitration and 

Conciliation Act, 1996 (for short ‘1996 Act’) filed by the petitioners. 

3. To be noted, this petition has been filed by the petitioners before the 

Additional District Judge-04 (South), Saket Courts, New Delhi. 

4. In these circumstances, learned counsel for the respondents, says that 

he would have no difficulty in this Court appointing an Arbitrator in the 

matter. 
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5. Mr. Madan, learned counsel for the petitioners, submits likewise. 

6. Accordingly, Mr. Babu Lal, former ADJ, Delhi (Mob. No.: 

9910384643) is appointed as an Arbitrator in the matter. 

7. The learned Arbitrator will be paid his fee as per the provisions of the 

Fourth Schedule appended to the 1996 Act. 

8. The learned Arbitrator will file a declaration under Section 12(5) read 

with the attendant provisions of the 1996 Act before entering upon 

reference. 

9. The petition is disposed of with the aforesaid terms. 

10. Dasti. 

 
 
       RAJIV SHAKDHER, J 

FEBRUARY 11, 2019 
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