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Section 29A of the Arbitration and Conciliation 

Act, 1996 (A&C Act) provides for time limit 

for arbitral award. Under the provision, an arbi-

tral award in any arbitration (except interna-

tional commercial arbitration) shall be made by 

the tribunal within a period of twelve months 

from the date of completion of pleadings.

Prospective applicability of Section 
29A of the Arbitration and Concilia-
tion Act, 1996
Introduction

1.

Alternatively, the provision provides for exten-

sion of mandate of the arbitral tribunal if the 

prescribed timeline is not adhered to.

2.

Under 29A(3) the period for making of the 

award can be extended for further six months 

by consent of the parties.

3.

If the award is not made within the said period 

of twelve months from completion of pleadings 

or the said extended period of six months on 

consent of parties, then the mandate of the 

tribunal shall terminate unless it is further 

extended by the Court on an application made 

by the parties.

4.

Section 29A was inserted by the Arbitration & 

Conciliation (Amendment) Act, 2015 

(Amendment) with effect from 23.10.2015 in 

line with the object of the Amendment Act, i.e., 

expeditious disposal of cases. The purpose of 

the provision is to provide time limit for com-

pletion of arbitral proceedings within a fixed 

period or within the extended period to ensure 

quick resolution of disputes.

5.

The applicability of Section 29A in relation to 

an arbitration commenced prior to its introduc-

tion into the A&C Act was discussed by the 

Delhi High Court in M/s Chinar Steel Indus-

tries vs. Ircon International Limited [O.M.P.(-

Misc.)(Comm.) 618/2024].

6.

Brief Facts

Observations

A petition was filed under Section 29A of the A&C 

Act seeking extension of the mandate of the arbitral 

tribunal.

1.

The Respondent did not raise any objection to the 

continuance of the arbitral proceedings, however 

pointed out that the arbitral proceedings in question 

commenced prior to the insertion of Section 29A into 

the A&C Act and hence the said section will not 

apply to such proceedings. The main contention of 

the Respondent was that the mandate of the tribunal 

in the present case was not subject to the time limit 

provided under Section 29A of the A&C Act.

2.

The Amendment clarifies that the said Section 29A 

would apply to arbitral proceedings that commence 

after the said provision coming into effect.

3.

The petitioner pointed that during the arbitral pro-

ceeding, wherein consent of the Respondent was 

sought for mandate under Section 29A which was 

proposed to be extended by consent of parties, the 

Respondent did not raise any objection as to applica-

bility of Section 29A.

4.

The Respondent clarified that it would be estopped 

from raising this ground for any purposes as it agreed 

that the proceedings commenced prior to insertion of 

Section 29A of the A&C Act and the said provision 

would hence not apply to the present petition.

5.

In any event, the Respondent did not have any objec-

tion to continuance of proceedings before the arbitral 

tribunal.

6.

The Court observed that Section 21 of the A&C Act 

governs the meaning of “commencement” of arbitral 

proceeding. Under Section 21, arbitral proceeding in 

respect of a dispute commences on the date on which 

1.
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In the present case, the arbitration clause was invoked on 

14.04.2009. After filing of an application under Section 11 

of the A&C Act, the arbitral tribunal was constituted by an 

order dated 20.09.2022.

request to refer the dispute to arbitration is received by the 

Respondent.

2.

In Republic of India through Ministry of Defence vs. M/s. 

Agusta Westland International Limited [CS(Comm) 

9/2019] the Court held that “commencement” of proceed-

ing is different from “entering upon reference”. “Com-

mencement” is the relevant yardstick for determining the 

applicability of Section 29A of the A&C Act, i.e., it would 

apply to proceedings “commenced” after insertion of Sec-

tion 29A into the A&C Act. Hence, the commencement 

date would be the relevant date. It was concluded that com-

mencement of arbitration having occurred prior to 

23.10.2015 (date on which Section 29A of the A&C Act 

came into effect), the mandate under Section 29A of the 

A&C Act would not be attracted.

3.

Conclusion

The judgment in Zillion Infraprojects Pvt. Ltd. through Anant 

Saxena vs. Fab-Tach Works & Constructions Pvt. 

Ltd.[O.M.P.(Misc.)(Comm.) 674/2023] also took the same 

view.

4.

Relying on the said decisions, the Court observed that constitu-

tion of the arbitral tribunal in 2022 after insertion of Section 

29A of the A&C Act is irrelevant as it cannot be equated with 

commencement. The invocation notice was of 2009 and no 

further invocation notice was issued thereafter to constitute a 

fresh commencement.

The Court settled the position that Section 29A of the A&C Act 

would not apply to proceedings commenced prior to insertion of the 

said provision, i.e., before 23.10.2015.

5.












