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M.SUNDAR.J.,
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19.08.2011 Letter of Mr.A'S.Gupta,
Ma‘ﬁ%@{f‘(&mjrf\;hennaﬁéf&ﬁlv{
EPI Bangalore-Cheque dated
19.08.2011 for Rs.7,80,000/- in

Petltloner-Acknowledgment of
refund of EMD

4. 19.08.2011 | Acknowledgment sheet of Copy True Copy

of Cheque bearing No.061478-

Signed by Managing Partner of
Respondent
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S.No. Date Description Nature of Document
5. 12.05.2012 | Letter of the Respondent to the True Copy

Petitioner requesting return of the
Bank Guarantee for Rs.6,50,000/-

6. 08.06.2012 | Acknowledgment of Receipt of True Copy
Original Bank Guarantee by
s.Balaji Projeetss,
N W TN T e
7. | 11.10.2017¢ Order passecby (e Hdwbiedon
2ourt of Karnataka at Bepgalufu™e,
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ve been articulated in the affidavit filed

gany rea
in support of instant appli sons impel me to accede to the

easons are that the documents

sought to be r\gh‘cﬁ‘rﬁr o% arte\ﬁn) )rT'g regarding (a)
jurisdiction and (b) NmifHeh gt.

5. Jurisdiction and limitation have to necessarily be looked into for
deciding whether notice has to be issued in the main OP. To be noted, the

sole Arbitrator, who constituted the Arbitral Tribunal, which made the
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impugned award was appointed by Karnataka High Court vide order dated
11.10.2017 and this order is also one of the seven documents, which are now

sought to be brought on record.
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