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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DAY

TuesJdy and l8 04 202 3

DE

CR/613/20!8/873/202I Case titled
MRIDULA PARTI AND PARTHA SARAT

DE VS MICROTEK INFRASTRUCTURES

AND PARTHA SAR4THI

F;",""",
E-"*.-

sh.i Sukhbir Yadav AdvoclIe

MICROTEK INFRASTRUCTURES PVT LTD

I RespondentRepresented MsSyashu Pesswani Advocate

tr" r"" -t".*
ercceeding recordea bY

Proce€di'gs

The matter was listed for orders on the point of mainIainabilitv ol the

The brieffacts are thatthe resPondentinvoked section 34Arbitration and

Conciliation Ac! 1996 for seekingdire

of the allotted unit after makint

respondent approa€hed the Arbitrator

complainant belore the Special Commercial CouO Guru$am in which the

orders ol Arbttmtor has be€n staved'

Naresh Xumari and HR Mehta

complaint can be granted notwithstanding ord€rs ol the coun/Tribunal'

14-03-2023
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arbitradon notwithstand inB such a clause in the BBA '

However. the fact remains that proceedings are pending in

with respectto the issues rahedi' thecomptaint' In'aseconflict

passed by the authorilyandthe civilcourtin the same mafter' it

" oroblematic situatton Therefore rt i5 consrdered approp

presen t com ptalnt telore theAuthoritybe adlourned sinedieh

.esolved in the civilcotrrt.


