IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BANGLADESH
HIGH COURT DIVISION
(CIVIL REVISIONAL JURISDICTION)

Present:

Mr. Justice Zafar Ahmed

Civil Revision No. 326 of 2023

In the matter of:

Noapara Trading

Judgment debtor-petitioner
-Versus-

Nostalgia Pacific Inc.

Award holder-opposite party

Mr. Fockrul Bahar Shaki, Advocate

...For the petitioner

Mr. Mohiuddin Abdul Kadir, with
Ms. Zinia Amin, and
Mr. Noor Mohammad Mozumder Roni, Advocates

... For the opposite party

Heard on 14.07.2025 and 11.01.2026
Judgment on: 13.01.2026

The petitioner has filed this revisional application under Section
115(1) of the Code of Civil Procedure challenging the orders dated
09.01.2023 and 22.01.2023 respectively passed by the learned District
Judge, Dhaka in Money Decree Jari Suit No. 08 of 2022 arising out of

Award dated 08.03.2022 passed by the sole Arbitrator, Alan Oakley.



Impugned order dated 09.01.23 runs as follows:

05.05.39:  “OWJ ATAGAT SGHI &y A= 41 Iz

fS@mers fear (e Fre 98 SZEF > AW 89
R0 @ 172 wife 3cq Ifefe R oA Ifefe orgRe sw>ifs
(@FFRET AL I A WA G o FA R0
CPmseey e @A I 3[4 FQ T @92 19918
ALCAG =T 20T |

7S] ool SEfde o3[/ Tife @4 (@FFIREs
S oM AT TR AT S= T @5 AT So (W) AR sy
NIRRT N a0 T S 32 0v/o3/0%0 ©IfFY
oH Feces Ty Uy 415 F =1 0|

oIy wARYE Srafie ok rife e s <1 wifsy
LT (FIFIRAGET A= T |

Another impugned order dated 22.01.23 runs as follows:

Q0530 “fEHMIRT 9P FAY T WKLSH Ifef® Iy oy Jf2
TR AT FEA 932 T @ MR T qRLICSR Ifefo
JIRE Mg s [Re SIEF d¢d AH AT [RAS 05/05/30%9 22
If{Y 892 M necessary actions @ 24T S|

i HHIAF T e 2@ THEmReeEs [{w @A
AN @92 AR TRUE SO T/ R | AR A
el T, (TG TS 05/05/0%90 22 SIfFCLH 872 HCM T AT

3fefe SFgIRE TAfe (FIFIRE ST AR, CRY CFMIHATH
wie 1Rl NgF T el LS To R TEh© (3) W@
(935) MW ITEFCR A4S T[T T TEMRATE T ST
VIR &y o ot =T |




Thereafter, the Court below passed the following order on

06.02.23:
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Whether the interlocutory attachment order was proper or not
shall be determined by the Court below (executing Court) not by this
revisional Court. The present petitioner had ample opportunity to put
their case before the Court below on 06.03.2023 who would decide
the fate of the interlocutory attachment order on merit. The present
petitioner approached this Court at an early stage and obtained the
Rule on 12.02.2023 and for all practical purposes asking this Court to
determine the validity of the interlocutory attachment order on merit
which is not the function of this revisional Court. I do not find any

illegality or impropriety in the impugned orders. Hence, the Rule fails.

In the result, the Rule is discharged.

Arif, ABO



