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PROCEEDINCS OF THE DAY

Day and Date Tuesdav and 28.02.2023

Cornplaint No. cR/ 613 /201A /A7 3 /2021 (
MRIDULA PARTI AND PAR'
DE Vs MICROTEK lNFR-F
PvT I,TD

MRIDULA PARTIAND PART
DE

Represented throush shd Sukhhir Yadav Advo.at

T4ICROTEK INFRASTRUCTU

Respondent Represented Ms. Svashu Pesswani Advo.

23 02 2023

ProceedingRecorded by NarPsh Kumariand HR Meh

Proceedings

The prese.t complaint the issue between the parties
apartme.t already stands settled by way of arbitration
27.07-2020. The complainant her€in has challeDged the awar
petition beaflng no. ARB-130-2020 forsettint aside the award
34 of the arbitranon and cancellation Act, 1996 and the sar
adtudicahon before the disrrict court Curugram. The impleme
award dated 27.07.2020 \ as stayed by the court vide
09.10.2020.

The counsel of the respoddert is stating that Hor
Consumer Disputes Redressal Commissior! New Delhi when I

identical situation pass€d the followtngorder dated 21.09.2022
.Arun Sharma &Ar. Microtek lrtrastru
Ltd.(ccl2606lzorall
"Admittedly, there is an award belween the parties ol t
Howeve., the counsel for the complainants says that it is ex pa

challenBed the same betore the Court ofJurisdiction. So long a
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Th€ counsel for $e complainant wlshes to submit writte. arguments
today. A copy ofthe same has be€n supplied to the counsel for the respondent
during proceedinss.

MaEer to come up on 14.03.2023 on issue of mainLainability.
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