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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

ARB.P. 1035/2025
MR. SANDEEP KUMAR ... Petitioner

Through:  Mr. Ankit Jain, Sr. Adv., Mr. Mohit
Gupta, Ms. Anisha Gupta, Mr. Vishal
Saxena, Mr. Dhruv Mehta, Advocates
Versus

INDIAN OIL CORPORATIONLTD ... Respondent
Through:  Mr. Amit Meharia, Mr. Abinash
Agarwal, and Mr.  Sambhav
(Advocates)
ARB.P. 1037/2025
MR. SANDEEP KUMAR ... Petitioner

Through:  Mr. Ankit Jain, Sr. Adv., Mr. Mohit
Gupta, Ms. Anisha Gupta, Mr. Vishal
Saxena, Ms. Navjot Kaur, Mr. Dhruv
Mehta, Advocates

Versus

INDIAN OIL CORPORATION LTD ... Respondent
Through:  Mr. Amit Meharia, Mr. Abinash
Agarwal, and Mr.  Sambhav

(Advocates)
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUBRAMONIUM PRASAD
ORDER
22.07.2025

I.A. 17050/2025 (Exemption) in ARB.P. 1035/2025

I.A. 17052/2025 (Exemption) in ARB.P. 1037/2025

Allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

ARB.P. 1035/2025

ARB.P. 1037/2025

1.

These Petitions have been filed under Section 11(6) of the Arbitration

and Conciliation Act, 1996 seeking appointment of an Arbitrator as per
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Clause 9.0.1.0 of the work orders dated 29.05.2020 and 18.12.2019 to
adjudicate on the disputes which have arisen between the parties.

2. It is stated that under the said work orders, the Petitioner herein was to
provide and operate transport vehicles to the Respondent herein. It is stated
that the disputes have arisen between the parties due to non-payment of
money. It is stated that Notices under Section 21 of the Arbitration Act was
issued by the Petitioner on 12.12.2024 proposing the name of its nominee
Arbitrator. It is stated that the said Notice has been replied to by the
Respondent denying the existence of disputes between the parties. The
Petitioner has, thereafter, approached this Court by filing the present
Petition.

3. A perusal of the material on record shows that both the work orders in
question pertains to providing and operation of vehicles for Panipat
Division. A reading of the tender documents show that only the Competent
Courts having jurisdiction over Panipat can entertain the present Petition.

4, Confronted with this, learned Counsel for the Petitioner seeks
permission to withdraw the present Petition with liberty to approach the
Punjab and Haryana High Court by filing an appropriate Petition seeking
appointment of an Arbitrator in accordance with law.

5. Leave and liberty, as prayed for, is granted.

6. The Petitions are disposed of, along with the pending applications, if
any.

7. It is made clear that this Court has not made any observations on the

merits of the case.

SUBRAMONIUM PRASAD, J

JULY 22, 2025
Rahul
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