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P.C.

     Heard Shri Noorani, the learned Counsel for the appellant and

Ms. Pednekar, the learned Counsel appearing for the respondent

nos.1 and 2.

2.   The present appeal filed by the appellant (plaintiff)

challenges the order dated 16/04/2016, dismissing an application

for Temporary Injunction.  The appellant had sought an

injunction restraining the respondent nos.1 and 2 from creating

third party interest in the suit property.  It is undisputed that the

suit property was already leased out in favour of the respondent

no.3.  It is further undisputed that the suit itself, after the

impugned order was passed, has been dismissed in default and

there is an application for restoration filed along with an

application for condonation of delay, which is pending

consideration before the Trial Court.  In that view of the matter,
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no case for interference is made out.  It is, however, made clear

that in the event the suit is restored back to the file, the creation

of third party interest, if any, shall be subject to the outcome of

the suit. The Appeal is, accordingly, disposed of.  There shall be

no order as to costs.

C. V. BHADANG, J.
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