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Heard Mr. Sinha, learned counsel for the
petitioner and Mr. Anindya Basu, learned counsel
representing the opposite party.

This application under Article 227 of the
Constitution of India is a manifestation of the
displeasure of the petitioner over the order impugned
passed by the learned District Judge, Darjeeling in a
proceeding under Section 34 of the Arbitration and
Conciliation Act, 1996.

From the attending facts of the case, it is
admitted that the order impugned was passed in a
proceeding under Section 34 of the Act and Section 37
of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996 says that
an appeal is a proper remedy.

Therefore, I do not find any reason to invoke the
jurisdiction conferred wunder Article 227 of the
Constitution of India.

The revisional application is not admitted and stands
dismissed.

(Siddhartha Roy Chowdhury,J)



