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0o1. o0s6j2.12 Present: M/s. B, Sharma; Sr. Advocate with Umesh Ranpail,

{Kohli, €1} Advocate for the petitioners.
@ The petitioner has challenged the Order dated
__'_.-"'

28.09.2012 passed by learmmed District Judge, Special

Division-1I at Gangtok, East S5Sikkim granting interim
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injunction against the petitioner in exercise of jurisdictian
under Section 9 of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act,
1996. It is the petitioner's own case that an arbitrator has
been appointed by the respondent and the petitioner has
been served with the notice by the arbitrator for
appearance. One of the contentions raised is that the
arbitrator has no jurisgiction. Admittedly, the petitioner
has not challenged the appointment of the arbitrator in
these proceedings or otherwise till date. In this petiticn

against the grant of interim relief all these questions

cannot be gone into.

At this stage, Mr. B. Sharma, learned Sr. Advocate
appearing on behalf of the petitioner seeks to withdraw
this petition with liberty to seek appropriate remedy
avallable under law.

This petition is accardingly dismissed as withdrawn

with liberty & prayed for.
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