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            S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                         RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).14134-14135/2013

(From the judgement and order dated 14/03/2013 in CP No.233/2008,
ACO No.24/2013,APOT No.140/2013 of The HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

DUNLOP INDIA LTD.                                 Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

E.V. MATHAI & SONS                                Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 29/04/2013  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
                HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
                HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAMAJIT SEN
                HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHARAD ARVIND BOBDE

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. C. Mukund, Adv.
                        Mr. Ashok Kumar Jain, Adv.
                        Mr. Pankaj Jain, Adv.
                     Mr. Bijoy Kumar Jain, AOR

For Respondent(s)       Mr. Udayaditya Banerjee, Adv.
                        Mr. P.B. Suresh, Adv.
                        Mr. Vipin Nair, Adv.
                     for M/s. Temple Law Firm

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

                When the  matter  is  taken  up,  it  is  submitted  by  Mr.
        Udayaditya Banerjee, learned counsel  appearing  for  the  caveator,
        that while the present special  leave  petitions  arise  out  of  an
        interim order dated 14th March, 2013, passed by  the  Calcutta  High
        Court, the main matter has itself been heard and judgment  has  been
        reserved.  It has also been pointed  out  by  him  that  in  another
        connected S.L.P. (C) No.9298 of 2013, an order  of  status  quo  was
        passed on 26th February, 2013, and the same is subsisting.

                Having regard to the above, we see no reason to interfere in
        the matter and the special leave petitions are dismissed,  but  this
        will not prevent the petitioner from questioning  the  final  order,
        that is to be passed in the pending appeal,  in  the  Calcutta  High
        Court.

                The observations  made  in  the  impugned  order,  shall  be
        treated to be for the purposes of the interim order only.
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