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 Aseem Chaturvedi is a Partner in the Dispute Resolution 
Practice Group in the New Delhi office. Aseem has been 
practicing for over a decade now and regularly appears before 
almost all forums starting from the Supreme Court of India, 
various High Courts all over India, Arbitral Tribunals, District 
Courts, various Tribunals and Consumer Forums. 

Representative Matters: 

In his areas of expertise, Aseem has represented and advised 
the following clients: 
 
 Halmirah Tea Estate Private Limited before the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court of India on a petition with regard to 
challenge of constitutional validity of the New Delhi 
Municipal Council Act 1994; 

 
 Hindalco Industries Limited before the Hon’ble Supreme 

Court of India and High Court on various petitions with 
regard to challenge of constitutional validity of the Mines 
and Minerals (Development and Regulation) Act 1957; 

 
 Essel Mining Limited on a PIL filed by Common Cause 

before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in relation to 
illegal mining in the State of Odisha; 

 
 Glenmark Pharmaceuticals Limited and other 

Pharmaceutical companies before the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court of India and Hon’ble Delhi High Court on petitions 
pertaining to the ban on 344 fixed dose combination drugs; 

 
 Lupin Limited, Glenmark Pharmaceuticals Limited and 

other Pharmaceutical companies before the Hon’ble Delhi 
High Court with regard to the FDC banning notification 
dated 7 September 2018; 

 
 Mr Abhishek Dalmia before the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi 

on a writ petition challenging his disqualification as a 
director by the Ministry of Corporate Affairs;   

 
 Air India Sats Airport Services Private Limited on a Public 

Interest Litigation filed against the contracts related to 
Airport Authority of India; 

 
 Avantha Power and Infrastructure Limited on a Share 

Purchase Agreement transaction of nearly INR 8000 crores 
for purchase of a Thermal Power Plant; 
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 Electrosteel Steels Limited before the High Court Delhi on 
a petition challenging to the constitutionality of the DGFT’s 
policy on export subsidies; 

 
 Legalance IP Corp LLP before the High Court of Delhi on a 

petition challenging levy of GST on Firms and lawyers 
including challenge to the constitutional validity of the 
CGST Act; 

 
 Jindal Drilling and Industries Limited before the High Court 

of Delhi on a petition opposing enforcement of a Foreign 
Award for approximately INR 275 crores; 

 
 Swiss Singapore PTE Limited before the Hon’ble Supreme 

Court of India on a petition opposing enforcement of a 
Foreign Award; 

 
 Rural Electrification Corporation Limited on a Petition 

before Hon’ble Supreme Court of India and the National 
Company Law Appellate Tribunal pertaining to scope of 
‘Corporate Guarantor’ under the Insolvency and Bankruptcy 
Code 2016; 

        
 Jindal Steel and Power Limited (i) before Hon’ble Supreme 

Court of India on a petition for de-allocation of coal blocks, 
(ii)  a petition seeking a stay of encashment of bank 
guarantee worth USD 20 million; 

 
 Ultratech Cement Limited before Hon’ble Supreme Court of 

India and High Court of Chhattisgarh on a petition with 
regard to de-allocation of coal blocks; 

 
 Idea Cellular Limited (i) before the Hon’ble Supreme Court 

of India and Hon’ble Delhi High Court on a petition for grant 
of 3G Intra-circle roaming, and (ii) before the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India on PILs challenging the allocation of 
2G Spectrum to telecom service providers; 
 

 Asian Hotels (East) Limited before the High Court of Delhi 
in shareholder disputes with promoter group companies; 

 
 Great Eastern Energy Corporation Limited (i) before the 

Hon’ble Delhi High Court on a petition challenging the 
constitutional validity of the Petroleum and Natural Gas 
Regulatory Board Act 2006, (ii) before the Hon’ble Delhi 
High Court on a petition challenging the constitutional 
validity of the Competition Act 2002, and (iii) in arbitration 
proceedings against the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas with regard to termination of an exploration natural gas 
block with claims of INR 7700 crores; 

 
 Karma Garchen Trust on issues involving criminal liability on 

receiving undeclared foreign currency in India; 
 
 Monnet Ispat and Energy Limited before the Constitutional 

bench of the Delhi High Court comprising of 5 judges on a 
petition laying down the law with respect to territorial 
jurisdiction of the Delhi High Court under Article 226 of the 
Constitution of India; 

 
 BNS Steel Limited before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 

India on a petition involving the interpretation of Section 
397 of the Companies Act 1956; 

 
 Coca-Cola India Private Limited before the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court of India and the National Consumer Disputes 
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Redressal Commission on consumer disputes and various 
petitions; 

  
 Various Doctors before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India 

on a writ petition for a matter challenging the Regulations 
related to admission of doctors to the Post Graduate Course 
in Government colleges;  
 

 Mashreq Bank PLC and other Clients before the NCLAT on 
the issues of various creditors against IL&FS group 
companies; and 

 
 Siemens Limited and Siemens AG in various arbitration and 

Court proceedings. 

Publications and Presentations: 

Aseem has authored/co-authored the following contribution: 

 “Supreme Court Rules That Section 50 Of The Arbitration 
& Conciliation Act, 1996, Can't Be Bypassed Through 
Recourse To Section 13(1) Of The Commercial Courts Act” 
published at Mondaq India (February, 2018);  

 “Supreme Court Holds Ruling on Limitation is Interim 
Award and Subject to Challenge Under Section 34 of the 
Arbitration & Conciliation Act, 1996” published at Mondaq 
India (February, 2018); 

 “Supreme Court Says No to Arbitration in Landlord-
Tenancy Disputes” published at Mondaq India (January, 
2018); 

 “Supreme Court Declares Section 45(1) Of Prevention of 
Money Laundering Act, 2002 As Unconstitutional” 
published at Mondaq India (January, 2018); 

 “Supreme Court: Financial Certificate Not Mandatory for 
Foreign Operational Creditors and Lawyers Allowed to 
Issue Demand Notice To A Corporate Debtor Under IBC” 
published at Mondaq India (January, 2018); 

 “Venture-Satyam Dispute Referred to Larger Bench Due to 
Differing Opinions published at Mondaq India” published at 
Mondaq India (November, 2017); 

 “Supreme Court Holds Levy of Contribution to District 
Mineral Foundation Trust Cannot Be Collected 
Retrospectively Under the MMDR Act” published at 
Mondaq India (October, 2017); 

 “Supreme Court Lays Down 10 Principles for Invoking 
Inherent Jurisdiction Under Section 482 Of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, 1973” published at Mondaq India 
(October, 2017); 

 “Bombay High Court Rules Arbitration Clause in Draft 
Concession Agreement Annexed to Bid Document Not 

http://www.mondaq.com/india/x/639962/Mining/Supreme+Court+Holds+Levy+Of+Contribution+To+District+Mineral+Foundation+Trust+Cannot+Be+Collected+Retrospectively+Under+The+MMDR+Act
http://www.mondaq.com/india/x/639962/Mining/Supreme+Court+Holds+Levy+Of+Contribution+To+District+Mineral+Foundation+Trust+Cannot+Be+Collected+Retrospectively+Under+The+MMDR+Act
http://www.mondaq.com/india/x/639962/Mining/Supreme+Court+Holds+Levy+Of+Contribution+To+District+Mineral+Foundation+Trust+Cannot+Be+Collected+Retrospectively+Under+The+MMDR+Act
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Binding on Parties” published at Mondaq India (October, 
2017); 

 “Delhi High Court Strikes Down NDMC (Determination of 
Annual Rent) Bye-Laws, 2009 As Being Ultra Vires the 
NDMC Act, 1994” published at Mondaq India (August, 2017); 

 “Delhi High Court Strikes Down Notification Dated 10 
March 2016 Issued by The Government of India Banning 
344 Fixed Dose Combination (FDC) Drugs” published at 
Mondaq India (December, 2016); and 

 “Supreme Court Strikes Down Practice of Grant of 
Reservation for In-Service Candidates In Post Graduate 
Medical Degree Courses” published at Mondaq India 
(August, 2016). 
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