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1. Courts have the discretion regarding remitting a matter to the arbitral tribunal while
deciding on a challenge to the arbitral award. (read our detailed views here)

I-pay Clearing Services Pvt. Ltd. v. ICICI Bank Ltd. (235 W T, SCld, BMEHNYEEICL-T
RESINEZFRUIHTIAREZRIVTWEHE, FLEEEPEHRINTWIEELINE
FBLTWBEHEE, HEZMPHFAICELRT ZLIETERL, & LT, MEEOHREH EF
HETOBRTD-DIHEZELRT I L 2RO EEZPREICLE LTz, 72720, PHF
EN’REFORBICOVWTARAZRRIFEICEY £9, SC ¥, ZLRELOBRIE. T
NEHREOEBRMITOFX vy v 72BHZIETHY ., REDERELRDZ &L, BMND
BHRZREET LI LICLY, HEZEMCLAEVW DD HAENKRER] chsd. ELEL
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2. Insufficiency of stamp duty is not a fetter to appointment of arbitrator by the Court. (

read our detailed views here)

Intercontinental Hotels Group (India) Pvt. Ltd. & Anr. v. Waterline Hotels Pvt. Ltd.(Z35 L
T. SC &, MEEICEDICHHFANETORLTEEERT 2HYIATIE. WHRBEEZHICEL
THXIONEREZEROFTBEDOHBEZRET DI & IETELRL, & LFE LA, HHMH
BIOWTIE, FHREBSI’HEFHREOPFTRET 20 THS, L LTLETS,

3. High Courts should exercise judicial restraint while deciding matters related to tender
process for foreign-funded projects. (read our detailed views here )

National High Speed Rail Corporation Ltd. v. Montecarlo Ltd & Anr.IC& WL T, SC I£, EZRHY
EEMABETANAEBROZNOAL 7B ZICBET 2EHEICOWTIE, HC IFEEMNAER
ZITEIRETHD, £ LFLT

4, An award is patently illegal if the arbitral tribunal fails to act in terms of the contract. (
read our detailed views here)

Indian Qil Corporation v. Shree Ganesh Petroleum Rajgurunagar (23T, SC ld. 2%
WESTD7-OICEDRINIHEEIL. ZOZNEBR DI EIEFTET, MEELHEAML.
LEERTHBEINTBEDAZNOREZEE IS L3 TERL, ELFE L, BHREN
HEELTTINEHE X, AFRBICKL, EHERL2A8EELH Y £7,

5. Consent decree cannot be modified unless mistake is patent or obvious. (read our
detailed views here )

Ajanta LLP v. Casio Keisanki Kabushiki Kaisha d/b/a Casio Computer Co. Ltd.ICH W T, SC
. FEFLEDORYLLBWRY . FLERBENFERCEBRTICE > TESHEINLWRY
FARYIAZBEZF/EIEETHI L TERL, &L LT,
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6. Application for interim injunction can be filed at post-award stage for protection of an
arbitral award. (read our detailed views here )

Zostel Hospitality Pvt. Ltd. v. Oravel Stays Pvt. Ltd.|IZ 5 WL T. Delhi &5#HHIATIE.
Wi THR| Z#RET 272010, PEEFIFKICEOCEENREOREICLY ., HER
DEEREZRDDIENTESL, & LFEFLT,

7. Claims under a contract not addressed in previous arbitration can be agitated in a
further/fresh arbitration. (read our detailed views here)

M/s Orissa Concrete and Allied Industries Ltd. v. Union of India (Z3 L\ T, Delhi &2
ld. BTN EOBERALUFTIOMHFH TERON TOA WSS, REBED T TEET IERD
WEld, BICUENCEREIEEI SN/ A2 BRICBET 22 ETER WL, & LEL

8. An arbitral award would be void if it is passed by a tribunal after the expiry of its
mandate. (read our detailed views here )

Roop Singh Bhatty & Ors. v. M/s Shriram City Union Finance Limited (C3 UL T, Telangana
SEHHIFTIE, HEEDE 29A OBREILBITERE L TEDONTWD, & LE LK,
HANDOERIZ, FTEDHM O THICFHREER 29A (4) ITEDIEHRT L. HFHEHAIL funcus-
officio £ w5728, HBAICKLY FTINLHEITEHELY £,

9. Orders relating to a tribunal’s own jurisdiction cannot be termed as interim order and
shall be challenged under Section 34 only after the remaining issues are decided. (

read our detailed views here)

Board of Trustees for the Syama Prasad Mookerjee Port, Kolkata v. Marinecraft Engineers
Private Limited (3 UL T, Calcutta m=E#HHIATIE. F/IEEMBIFTRERDT L -amHIEFT
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FEOEBEREICETA2LOTHY . PREAFLIIRERTE TR WL, ELE L, HEESE 34
ZICEOCESZERIITIETETEE A,

10. An arbitral tribunal cannot re-write the terms of a commercial contract. (read our
detailed views here)

Union of India, Ministry of Railways, Railway Board & Anr. v. Jindal Rail Infrastructure (23 UL»
T. Delhi F#H¥FTIE. HFEMOMEZNIE. BFEDO—HD. T ORBENICETH

REETHD EHMT 22 E2BHICABET I lETERL, & LE LR, £ FEEN
Frid, BFEEO—AICL2MENREEZFRL /- EEZEBHIC, BREINLZNEZERYT
HElFTELRL, £LF LT

11. Close relationships for the purpose of determining independence and impartiality of an
arbitrator is limited to blood relations. (read our detailed views here)

Himanshu Shekhar v. Prabhat Shekhar (235 W\ T, Delhi 2% #H¥IFTIZ. BHERAREDRIL.
fdBE. WEpimtk., FH. R, EEOHE. Tabb, BHE, BB BEFICL2ERICETE
b, ELFELT

12. The standards provided under the Code of Civil Procedure for granting interim reliefs
is not applicable under the Arbitration Act. (read our detailed views here)

Essar House Pvt. Ltd. v. Arcellor Mittal Nippon Steel India Ltd. (CH W T, SCd. hEFEICH
T2EEBRENMESICEL TIE, 1908 FREFFNEDEHE I BRI ALV, ELELE

o

13. Parties may challenge arbitral award under Section 34 of the Arbitration Act on the
grounds that the arbitrator was ineligible. (read our detailed views here)

Naresh Kanayalal Rajwani v. Kotak Mahindra Bank Limited (235 UL\ T, Bombay =ERHIATIE
. FHAOTEREIE, HEDORBRICEADLZ DO THSD, & LELT, HICFHRE ﬁbﬂb
T TIEAEENHRBEAONEEEZ BB ICHTEICEREEZBR LI LIETES, HBIT
BWREAICK > TR IN/EPIRTIEL, BEINZAIREL DY £,

14. An arbitration clause contained in a tax invoice amounts to a valid arbitration
agreement. (read our detailed views here)

Bennett Coleman & Co. Ltd v. MAD (India) Pvt. Ltd.|1C35 UL\ T. Bombay =&E#FIFmIE. &
EFDA VRAZROERICEHRI SN /-HHFIBIEIBEDLHFEETHD, ELFEFL, HEE
FTRhIN-EEZRHRTHINET, ZOLIACYRY ZBELHEVWD DX, hEES
TERICEZEL, MEFEE AP ZBALMICLE LT,

Our thoughts -4 ® Rf&-

BT &R ELE/IE. 1Y FEMERROWSETEIEICESAZBVNTH Y., 41> FOHBEEEIE
RKEBRREZRXITOO0HY £T, PHEOEBMNEZRITT 210, SFFHHIFFTIL. %%%ﬁ?#im
R EEDHEABAD I EAEFTLTVWET, £/-. EBEOEHI N HoRBEICHE A
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FHICERDEWS SC DHIML, BEFRONAZRNRICHZ 2 & WS HEEOBNICR>7HD
TY, HHFIE, BEAORETLEVWSHBEICERLAN DD, [BhOLEEMFELEL] EWHITT
A—F2RALTEIEPDDY EFT, MAT, MEERIREDEBRGERZRITSHDTIEIL
O HHFTBEEFICERREFRERIEL TVWET, BNEHZHE > REOERNSER LT
NiE, MEFRRXND XL E L TOREREBARZERT. BENDSERRTIEELEE L THE
TENTNLSZETL & 9, wrix

The information contained in this document is not legal advice or legal opinion. The contents
recorded in the said document are for informational purposes only and should not be used for
commercial purposes. Acuity Law LLP disclaims all liability to any person for any loss or
damage caused by errors or omissions, whether arising from negligence, accident, or any other
cause.
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