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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).27866/2010

(From the judgenent and order(s) dated 27/11/2009 in FAO
No. 3585/ 2007 of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

RAI LWAY BOARD TH: I TS CHAI RMAN & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
PUNJAB STATE ELECT. BOARD Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP, PERM SSION TO FI LE ADDL.
DOCUMENTS, i npl eadnent of respondent nos.2 & 3 as party respondent,
directions and prayer for interimrelief and office report)

(For Final Disposal)

Date: 20/10/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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HON BLE MR JUSTICE H L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s) Indira Jaising, A S .G
Rohit Sharnma, Adv.
Sonam Anand, Adv.
Sanri dhi Sinha, Adv.

Arvind Kumar Sharma, A. O R

R P. Bhatt, Sr. Adv.
Mohit Kumar Shah, Adv.
Saf dar Ali, Adv.

Shi | pi  Shah, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Heard Ms. Indira Jaising, |earned Additional

Solicitor Gener al for t he petitioners and M . R P.
Bhatt, |earned senior counsel for thezr espondent .
This petition is preferred by Railway Board
agai nst the judgnment and order dated 27.11.2009 passed
by | ear ned Singl e Judge of Punj ab and Har yana
Court at Chandigargh, in petitioner’s FAO No. 3585 of

2007, whereby the petitioner’s appeal preferred under

Secti on 37 of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act,

Hi gh



1996 (hereinafter referred to as "the Act") has been
di sm ssed

Petitioner bef ore t he | ear ned Singl e Judge
had chal  enged the order dated 21.5.2007 passed by the
Addi ti onal District Judge, Pati al a, wher eby t he
petitioners objections preferred under Section 34 of
the Act were considered and rejected.

W have carefully gone t hr ough t he or der
passed by the Trial Court as al so the order passed by
the | earned Single Judge, inpugned in this petition

In our considered opinion, no case has been
made out for interference against the said orders

Wi | e maki ng t he awar d, t he fol |l owi ng

directions were given by the learned Arbitrator:

(1) That t he parties are bound to act in
terns of t he order of t he Genera
Manager, Northern Railways

(2) That t he parties shal | wor k out t he
accounts in terns of t he revi sed

interpretation of the schenme given by the
General Manager.
(3) That the parties shall bear their own
3

costs of these proceedings."”

Admittedly, as per direction no.2 nentioned
her ei nabove, parties have to work out accounts in terns
of the revised interpretation of the schene given by
the General Manager. Thi s exercise has not yet been
done by the parties.
It is also pertinent to nention here that at
t he time of i ssuance of notice by this Court,
petitioner (Railway Board) was directed to deposit a
sum of Rupees One Hundr ed Fifty Crores in a
Nati onal i sed Bank, which they have done on 7.12.2010
with the State Bank of |ndia, Chandni Chowk, Del hi
The period of one year has since not yet expired.

In the light of this, we leave it to the



parties to conplete the exercise as contenpl ated under
aforesaid direction no.2 given by |learned Arbitrator.
Thereafter, t he amount whi ch is f ound due to t he
respondent shall be either adjusted or paid fromthe
af oresai d anmount.
Interlocutory application for i mpl eadnent
stands rej ect ed. Speci al | eave petition stands finally
di sposed of but with no order as to costs.

(A.D. Sharnmm) (S.S.R Krishna)
Court Master Court Master



