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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s). 17908/
2011
(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated 18/11/2010
in AA No. 1/ 2009 passed by the Hi gh Court of Punjab and Haryana at
Chandi gar h)
| MPROVEMENT TRUST, LUDHI ANA Petitio
ner (s)
VERSUS
ARKI TECKTUREL GRI DS & ORS. Respond
ent (s)
(with appln. (s) for directions and perm ssion to file additiona
docunents and interimrelief and office report)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)
Date : 05/02/2016 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE
For Petitioner(s) M. Sahi| Sagar, Sr. Adv.
M. Aj ay Pal, Adv.
M. P. P. Nayak, Adv.
M. S. Sagar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. H m nder Lal, Adv.
Ms. Rajni Chri Lal, Adv.
M. Jagjit Singh Chhabra, Adv.
M. Saksham Maheshwari, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
The linmited question for consideration in this special |eave
petition is as to the stand of the respondent that the appointnent
of Arbitrator coul d not have been made, i nasnmuch a
S t he very
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agreement itself was void.
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f
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Respondent No.1 that on a simlar issue, the H gh Court took the
Reason: SI GNED BY
NARENDRA PRASAD, C. M



Vi ew t hat t he agr eement itself was voi d
erefore, no
Arbitrator could be appointed, that the issue canme before this
Court and this Court renmtted the matter back to the Hi gh Court by
not agreeing with the view of the Hi gh Court. Thereafter, the High
Court stated to have appointed the Arbitrator leaving it open for
the Arbitrator to decide the question relating to the voidability
of the agreenent.
In the light of the said devel opnment, as identical question is
involved in this special |eave petition, we also do not propose to
interfere with t he order i mpugned. W | eave it open for t he
Arbitrator appointed by the High Court to deal with that very issue
as to the voidability and legality of the agreement.
It is open for the petitioner to raise such pleas before the
Arbitrator and seek for appropriate orders on that issue. Leavi ng
it open, as above for the parties to urge their respective stand,
the special |eave petition stands disposed of.
Pendi ng application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

( NARENDRA PRASAD) ( SHARDA KAPOOR)
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