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1. The learned advocate for the review petitioner
submits that the prayer for interest, was not
pressed before the writ court and, therefore, a
review has been filed.

2. In view of such submissions, it is the case of the
review applicant that he did not press the relief for
interest in the appeal, from which the review
arises.

3. It would have been a different matter if there was
a submission made in appeal, but not considered.
That is not the case. The review jurisdiction
cannot be invoked to reargue a case, or to raise
issues which admittedly was not pressed at the
time of hearing of the appeal, review of which is
sought, in the present proceeding.

4. The Review Application is accordingly dismissed.

(Madhuresh Prasad, J.)

(Prasenjit Biswas, J.)



