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                                                     Present: 
                                   Mr. Justice Sheikh Abdul Awal 

                                                       and  

                                   Mr. S.M. Iftekhar Uddin Mahamud 

                                                     
                                  First Miscellaneous Appeal No. 144 of 1999 
      
 

                                  In the Matter of: 
 

                                  Fanindra Chandra Roy and others 
                                .....Defendant-appellants. 

         -Versus- 
                                  Sree Bhabesh Chandra Roy and others 
                                     ....Plaintiff-respondents.  

     No one appears      

                         …. For the defendant-appellants. 
       No one appears 
              ….......For Plaintiff-respondents. 
   
 

                            Judgment on 09.02.2026. 
 

Sheikh Abdul Awal, J: 

 
This First Miscellaneous Appeal is directed against the 

judgment and order No. 11 dated 28.02.1999 passed by the  

learned Sub-Ordinate Judge, 2nd Court, Satkhira in Title Suit No. 

3 of 1999 allowing the temporary injunction. 

No one appears to press the Appeal on repeated calls. 

In view of the fact that this petty case is an old one of 1999 

arising out of an interlocutory order, we are inclined to dispose of 

it on merit perusing the available materials on record. 

To cut shod the matter at the very outset, we like to quote 

the ordering portion of the impugned order, which reads as 

follows- 

“
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” 
  

 From the above, it appears that the ad-interim injunction 

was granted till 31.12.2004 by the impugned order dated 

28.02.1999. 

On a query from the Court learned Assistant Attorney 

General Ms. Papia Sultana could not submit as to the present   

position of this old suit, whether it is still alive or disposed of.  

On a reading of the impugned judgment it appears that ad-

interim order of injunction was passed on 28.02.1999 till 

31.12.2004 and the said period had already been expired long 20 

years back. Therefore, we find no merit in this appeal.  
  

 In the result, the appeal is dismissed without any order as to 

costs.  The connected Rule being No. 91(F.M.) of 99 has been 

discharged for default long before on 08.01.2008. 

Let a copy of this judgment be communicated to the Court 

concerned at once. 

  
S.M. Iftekhar Uddin Mahamud, J: 

I agree. 

 
 
 
 
 


