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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

ARBITRATION PETITION NO. 143 OF 2024

Sambhaji Ppatrao Jagtap

Proprietor of M/s Jagtap Associates

…Petitioner

Versus

Bank of Maharashtra through the General Manager

& Anr

…Respondents

Mr Aum Kini,  i/b Sapna Shankar Krishnappa, for the Petitioner.

Ms Tanvi Chaudhari, i/b Kay Legal Associates & LLP, for the 

Respondents.

CORAM: ARIF S. DOCTOR, J

DATED: 13th August 2024

PC:-

1. This Petition is filed under Section 29A of the Arbitration and

Conciliation Act 1996 for an extension of time to complete the arbitral

mandate.

2. There  is  no  opposition  to  this  Petition  being  allowed.  I  am

informed that the arbitral proceedings are at the stage of final hearing.

It is, thus, that the time is sought for. 
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3. I  find sufficient  cause has been made out for the grant  of  an

extension of time, however,  since the arbitral  proceedings are at the

stage of final hearing. 

4. Hence, I am inclined to allow the Arbitration Petition in terms of

prayer clause (a), which reads thus:

“(a) That this Hon’ble Court be pleased to grant extension

of time under Section 29A[5] for a further period of 6 months

for continuance of the present proceeding from the date of the

order.”

5. It is made clear that this shall be the final extension and that the

period of  six  months to  complete  the mandate of  the Tribunal  shall

commence from the date on which a copy of this order is uploaded.

6. The Petition is accordingly disposed of.

(ARIF S. DOCTOR, J) 
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