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The appellant is not represented even in the second call nor any

accommodation is prayed for on behalf of the appellant. The appellant

was also not represented on the earlier occasion.

The matter was adjourned earlier in order to enable the

department to trace out the connected applications. It appears that the

application for condonation of delay was filed on 23™ September,

2015, however, the said application was never moved. The trial court

has passed an ad-interim order of injunction by directing the parties to

maintain status quo till the disposal of the injunction application.

The impugned order by passage of time has lost its force as by

this time, the injunction application must have been disposed of.

In view thereof, this appeal and the connected applications

have become infructuous by passage of time.

(Saugata Bhattacharyya, J.) (Soumen Sen, J.)



