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1. The learned counsel for the appellant has

vehemently argued that the ad interim injunction
has been granted by the order under appeal even
though no such case has been made out so as to

warrant issuing of such an ad interim injunction.

. Several submissions have been made with regard

to the maintainability of the suit itself which for
the present purposes and, at the present stage,
need not be gone into, we find that the trial court
has relied upon the averments as regards urgency
and balance of convenience as stated in

paragraph S of the application.

. Without expressing any opinion on the

correctness of the same and having regard to the

fact that foundation was laid in the application,



we see no reason to interfere with the ad interim
injunction. We consider it appropriate that the
present appellant should file his objection before
the trial court, which, it is submitted, will be filed
within two weeks from date.

. Upon filing of such objection, the trial court
should proceed to consider the injunction
application with regard to its final disposal
expeditiously and preferably within 8 weeks from
the date of communication of this order.

. We make it clear that the present order may not
be deemed to be the expression of this court on
merits of the injunction application which is yet to
be decided.

. Accordingly, the appeal and the application are

disposed of.

(Madhuresh Prasad, J.)

(Supratim Bhattacharya, J.)



