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Mr. Ranjan Bachawat, Sr.Adv. 
Mr. Paritosh Sinha, Adv. 

Ms. Manju Bhuteria, Adv. 
Mr. S. Roy Chowdhury,Adv. 

Mr. S. Mitra, Adv. 
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… for the respondent no.1.. 

 
 The Court: The Counsel for the respective parties while arguing in 

respect of G.A. No. 1 of 2022 filed in CS 212/2022 (Eastern India Educational 

Institution vs. Birla Corporation Limited & Ors.) had submitted that the same 

set of arguments will be adopted in the instant case as the facts are more or 

less identical and the orders prayed for by the plaintiff/petitioner are similar.  

Considering such submission, instead of passing a detailed order, I propose to 

consider the prayer for ad interim order as prayed for by the plaintiff/petitioner 

in the same line of arguments as in G.A. No. 1 of 2022 filed in CS 212/2022.  

 

In the said application being G.A. No. 1 of 2022 filed in CS 212/2022 I have 

passed a detailed order. In that view of the matter, no detailed recording of 

facts and submission are made in this order.  For the reasons as provided in 

the order dated 16th September, 2022 passed in G.A. No. 1 of 2022 filed in CS 

212/2022,  the ad interim order of injunction as prayed for by the plaintiff is 

refused. 

 
The matter should be heard on affidavits. Affidavit-in-opposition by 7th 

November, 2022.  Reply if any, thereto by 28th November, 2022.  
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Parties will be at liberty to mention the matter for inclusion in the list after the 

affidavits are complete or on expiry of the time permitted for filing of the 

affidavits if no affidavits are filed.   

 

 

 

(ARINDAM   MUKHERJEE, J.) 

 


