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The Court: The petitioners have preferred the present petition under 

Section 29A(4) of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996, seeking 

extension of the mandate of the Arbitral Tribunal for completion of the 

arbitral proceedings and publication of the arbitral award. 

Learned Counsel for the petitioners submits that the time for 

conclusion of the arbitral proceedings had earlier been extended by consent 

of the parties, in exercise of powers under Section 29A(3) of the Arbitration 

and Conciliation Act, 1996, till 24.11.2024. However, the proceedings could 

not be concluded within the said stipulated period. It is further submitted 

that the order on the petitioner’s application seeking amendment of the 



 2

statement of claim is still pending before the learned Arbitrator. Learned 

Counsel for the petitioner states that the petitioner was under bona fide 

impression that no further extension of the mandate was permissible 

beyond the extended period granted by the learned Arbitrator. She further 

submits that upon coming to know that this Court is empowered under 

Section 29A(4) of the Act to further extend the mandate of the Arbitral 

Tribunal, the petitioners have preferred the present petition seeking 

extension of time, though with a delay of approximately eight months. 

Learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that it was mutually agreed 

between the parties that no oral evidence will be required and that the 

arbitration can be decided on the basis of pleadings and documents which 

are already on record. Accordingly, the petitioner seeks extension of the 

mandate of the Arbitral Tribunal to conclude the arbitral proceedings and 

publish the award. 

Learned Counsel for the respondents submits that there has been a 

delay on the part of the learned Counsel for the petitioner in preferring the 

present petition though the same has been candidly admitted by the learned 

Counsel for the petitioner.  

Upon consideration of the submissions of both the parties and the 

materials placed on record, this Court is satisfied that there has been no 

undue or unwarranted delay on the part of the learned sole Arbitrator in 

conducting the proceedings.  

Having regard to the advanced stage of the proceedings and in the 

interest of justice, the mandate of the learned sole Arbitrator is extended 

further for a period of ten months from today. 
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The learned sole Arbitrator is requested to make all reasonable 

endeavours to conclude the arbitral proceedings and publish the arbitral 

award within the extended time period. 

With the aforesaid observations, the present petition stands disposed 

of. 

 
 

                                                                     (GAURANG KANTH, J.) 
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