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Sr. No. Date

Oﬁders

%25-02-2004

Present : Mr. M. Dutta for appellants.

+FAQ{OS) 31/04 & CMs 2576-7704
]

Adjourped on appellants counsel’s request.

List on 14 March, 2004.

’

(MUKXUL MUDGAL)
JUDGE

25% Fehruary, 2004
ak

SHRISHYAM SALES 02-03
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Sr. No. Date Orders:

01.3.2004

Present: Mr.Manish Jha for the appellant.

FAO(OS) 3172004 and CMs 2576-77 /2004

Hon'ble D.B. did not assemble.

List on 10" March, 2004.

5,

By order

_ ,
March 01, 2004 W 0

CM/da

|

SHRI SHYAM SALES 02-03



Sr. No. Date

Ordors

%o

Mﬁmm—erm DELHI
FAC(OS) 31/2004 and CMs 2276-77/2004

M/SINTRAPORT LTD. & ORS. ... Petitioner
Through Mr.Ragvesh Singh, Advocate.

YErsus

M/S MURLI MANOHAR LEASING & FT ... Respondent

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.A. KHAN
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MUK UL MUDGAL

ORDER
10.03.2004
Adjournment slip Is circulated.

List on 76™March004.

MUKUL MUDGAL, ]
MARCH 190, 2004
da /cM

SHRI SHYAM SALES 02-03



Sr. No. Date Orders

* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ FAO(OS) 31/2004

M/SINTRAPORT LTD. & ORS. ... Petitioner
Through Mr.B.Balaji for counsel
for appellant.

vErsus

\* M/S MURLIMANOHAR LEASING & FI ... Respondent

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.A. KHAN
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MUKUL MUDGAL

ORDER
% , 16.03.2004

Adjourned for non-availability of appellant's counsel.

Liston 25.3.2004,
AN, ]
-~
MUK UL MUDGAL, J
. MARCH 16, 2004
mg

SHRi SHYAM SALES 02-03



Sr. No. Date

Orders

%

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
FAQO(OS) 3172004
M/S INTRAPORT LTD. & ORS. ... Petitioner
Through Mr. Manmohan, Sr. Advocate with
Mr. M. Dutta, Advocate.

yersus

M/S MURLI MANOHAR LEASING & FT ... Respondent
Through

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.A. KHAN
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MUKUL MUDGAL

ORDER

25.03.2004
Adjourned on appellant counsel's request.
List on 12% April, 2004.

A KHAN, J
o

: Ml)ﬁéj MUDGAL, ]

MARCH 25, 2004

SHRI SHYAM SALES 02-03




Sr. No. Date

Orders

%%

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
FAO(OS) 312004

M/S INTRAPORT LTD. & ORS. ..... Petitioner
~ Through: Mr.Manmohan Singh, Sr.Advocate with Mr.M.K Jha.

versus
M/S MURLI MANOHAR LEASING & F1 ... Respondent

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.A. KHAN
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MUKUL MUDGAL

ORDER
12.04.2004

\l;o u‘“

Adjourned on counsel's request to check up whether ineeption of provision of

Specific Relief Act as claimed by him would tantamount to contravention of Public

Policy within the meaning of Section 34 of Arbitration Act.

List on 20.5.2004.

B.A.KHAN, ]

ﬁ"

MUKUL MUDGAL, J
APRIL 12, 2004
'kt -

SHRISHYAM SALES 02-03
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Orders

20.5.2004 .

Present: None.

FAO (OS) 312004
Hon'ble D.B. did not assemble.

List on 6.7.2004.

MAY 20, 2004
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Sr. No. Date

Qrders

S e Y

MAY 27, 2004

3 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ FAC(OS) 3172004

M/S.INTRAPORT LTD. & ORS. .. Petitioner
Through Mc. Manmohan, Sr. Advocate with
Mr. Acvind Sharmn, Advocate.
versus

M/S.MURLI MANOHAR LEASING & FIN.  ..... Respondent
Through

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.A. KHAN
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MUKUL MUDGAL

ORDER
% 27.05.2004

Adjourned on appellant counsel’s request to obtain instructions
whether appellant was willing to deposit the awarded amount for seeking further
consideration of the appeal.

Tist on 247 August, 2004

MUKUL MUDGAL, J
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Sr. No. Date

° IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ FAO(OS) 31/2004

M/S INTRAPORT LTD &ORS. ... Petitioner
. Through Rakesh Gosain, Advocate

VErsus

M/S.MURLI MANOHAR LEASING & FIN. ..... Respondent
Through Nemo

CORAM:
HONBLE MR. JUSTICE DALVEER BHANDARI
HONBLE MS. JUSTICE MANJU GOEL

ORDER
% 06.07.2004

List the appeal on the date already fixed, i.e., 24” August,

? ' .2004.
Bt e

DALVEER BHANDARI, J

\
MEL, J{ )

JULY 06, 2004
rs

SHRI SHYAM SALES 02-03
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Sr. No.

Date

tire— Orders

% 24-08-2004

Present None.

+FAQ (OS) 3172004

%

Division Bench could not assemble as Hon'ble Mr Justice Vijender

Jain is not holding Court today.

Renotify on 5.10.2004.

B.O.

)
August 24, 2004 urnt Master)
SA

e #a? TR NS

SHRI SHYAM SALES 02-03




Sr. No. Date Orders

% 05-10-2004

Present: Mr.Arvind Sharma for the appellant.

+ FAO (‘g§_l No, 31/2004

* At the request of the counsel for the appellant,

‘ adjourned to 24.01.2005.
Coy.
.
Vijendgr Jain, J.
Bl———o--"i‘l—“‘s

October 05, 2004 Anil Kumar, J.
sb
FAO (OS) No.3 172004 Page 1 of 1

QJ@’ M ¢ o’(\é(b' '?7#5’0%_
/

SHRI SHYAM SALES 02-03



A

Sr. No.

Date

IN_THE_HIGH mlm'lo['i‘ﬁ'ﬁm m AT NEW DELHL

%

ST S e AN

FAOQ(OS) 3172004

M/S.INTRAPORT LTD. & ORS. ... Appellant.
Through Mr.Abhishek Bhardwaj for counsel for
appellant.

YErsus

M/S.MURLI MANOHAR LEASING & FIN. ..... Respondent
Through None.

CORAM: , e
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICEB.A. KHAN e anEy
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR

ORDER
24.01.2005

Adjourned for non-availability of appellant counsel.

List on 10" February, 2005.
B. N, J '
L_.—-- K 1 ﬁ&—-——-&ﬂ-’ I
ANIL KUMAR, J

JANUARY 24, 2005

da
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Sr. No. Dateo Orders | -
» IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ FAO(OS0 31/2004
M/S.INTRAPORT LTD. & ORS. ... Appellant.
Through: Mr.M. Dutta, Advocate.
oo
versus
M/S MURLI MANOHAR LEASING & FIN. ... Respondents
‘ Through: None.
CORAM: :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.A. KHAN
"HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR
ORDER
%o 10.02.2005
Appellants’ objections under Section 34 of Arbitration Act have béen rejected
by the impugned order dated 13.1.2004 passed in OMP No.6/2004 giving rise to this
appeal.
Si N Partics entered into an Agreement to Sell dated 30.8.1996 under which

appellants agreed to sell property No.A-1, Mangol Puri Industrial Area, New Delhi to
first respondent. Ao advance sum of Rs.25 lakhs was paid by this respondent to
appellants and the balance consideration amount was to be paid within 30 days which
period was, however, mutually extended by the parties from time to time because title
deeds were held up with some bank on account of some loan borrowed by appellants.
Thereafter a dispute arose between the parties and ultimately an Arbitrator was
appointed‘ who passed an award dated 17.9.2003 under which Rs.25 lakhs paid

by the first respondent to appellants was to be returned to this respondent with

FAO(OSO 31/2004 page 1 of 3
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Sr. No. Dato

.Orders

18%.p.a. interest 6ll the date of the filing of statement of claim.

awarded an additional amount by way of interest.

3 learned Single Judge by impugned order dated 13.1.2004 holding:-

FAO(OSO0 31/2004

“After going through the impugned Award, this Court
finds that it does oot suffer from any illegality or infirmity
covered by Section 34 of the Act. The Arbitrators have ordered
refund of the amount paid by respondent No.1 with interest and
litigation costs. The agreement got frustrated mainly on account
of inability of petitioner to get the property released from
mortgage. The fault, therefore, was not on the part of
respondent No.1, who had paid substantial amount as earnest
money. [t cannot be said that Award is patently illegal or so
unfair or unreasonable that it shocks the conscience of the
Court. The judgement of the Apex Court in the case of “Oil &
Natural Gas Corporation Lid. Vs. Saw Pipes Ltd.” reported in
(2003) 5 SCC P-705 is of no help to the petitioner/objector
inasmuch as there is nothing on record to show that the
Arbitrators have taken an unreasonable view or have acted

unfairly in passing the impugned Award. No illegality attached -

to the Award is pointed out. The mere fact that at the stage of
the hearing of the aforesaid FAO the respondent No.1 could not
deposit the balance consideration of the suit property does not
establish that during the subsistence of the agreement also the
respondent No.1 was not ready or willing to perform his part of
the contract. The Arbitrators have not taken any erroneous view
in regard to law or facts of the case before them and as such
there are no grounds for interference by this Count in exercise of
the powers upder Section 34 of the Act. This Court, therefore,
does not find good grounds for issuing notice of the objections
to respondent No.1.

The award also

Appellant filed OMP 6/2004 and took objections to the award under Section

34 of the new Arbitration Act, 1996. All these objections have been rejected by the

It is needless to emphasis that the scope of allowing objections under Section
34 of the new Act is limited and that in view of the Supreme Court judgments on this

and a judgment of this Court also, we find curselves in agreement with the view taken

page 2of 3
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Sr. No. Date _ ’ Orders

by the learned Single Judge while rejecting appellants’ objections under Section 34

es
which leade no scope for us to entertain this appea
Appeal is accordingly dismissed.
N, )

[‘l___..H\—-—J

ANIL KUMAR, J

%

FEBRUARY 10, 2005
sdp

FAO(OS0 31/2004 page 3of 3
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