| TEM NO 1 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON XVI

SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A 13-15/2014 in Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O
No(s). 17871-17873/1998

(Arising out of inpugned final judgrment and order dated 05/06/1998
in AP No. 138/1996, AP No. 139/1996, AP No. 140/ 1996 passed by the
H gh Court Judicature at Cal cutta)

Uuol. & CRS Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

MANORANJAN MONDAL Respondent ( s)

(for substitution of arbitrator and office report)

Date : 15/09/2014 These applications were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE
For Petitioner(s) S.P. Singh, Sr. Adv.
Syed Tanweer Ahnad, Adv.
Swati Chandra, Adv.
S.N. Terdal, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Deba Prasad Mikherj ee, Adv.
Abijeet chatterjee, Adv.
. Kartik Mndal, Adv.
Ms Sarla Chandra, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court namde the follow ng
ORDER

Thi s is an application for substitution of
Arbitrator.

Signature Not Verified
Heard M. S.P. Singh, |earned senior counsel for the

Digitally signed by
Naveen Kumar
Dat e: 2014.09.17

petitioner. This Court, on 25.08.2014, had passed the
16:57:44 |1 ST
Reason:

foll owi ng order:

"Lear ned counsel for t he appl i cant - r espondent
2

states that he has instructions, keeping in view
t he protracted arbitral pr oceedi ngs,
Rs. 2, 60, 00, 000/ - (Rupees two crores and sixty

| akhs) provided the Railways reciprocate in so
far as their claimof Rs. 60,00,000/- (Rupees
sixty lakhs) is concerned. It also appears that
it is the applicant-respondent who had raised
their claimfor the first time, and the Railways
thereafter preferred their own claim This is a

t he



matter which ought to be settled in view of the
statement of the counsel for the applicant.

Counsel for t he Rai | ways to t ake
instructions within two weeks. "

M. Singh, |earned senior counsel appearing for the
railways submtted that he has taken instructions and the
Railways is of the viewthat it is entitled to get the
money fromthe claimant and not the vice-versa. Be t hat
as it may, without entering into the said arena, which we
really cannot, we only request the learned Arbitrator to
finally dispose of the arbitration proceedi ngs and pass an
award by 31.12.2014.

Lear ned counsel for t he parties are directed to
participate in the proceedi ngs on each day and not seek
any adj ournnent on any ground. If any of the parties seek
adj our nnent , on an application bei ng nmoved af t erwar ds,

this Court may think of inposing heavy costs.
The applications are accordingly di sposed of.

( NAVEEN KUMVAR) ( RENUKA SADANA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



