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NATI ONAL BUI LDI NGS CONSTRUCTN. CORPN. LTD. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
M S. HECDE CONST. ENCR. &CONT. KALSANGA&ANR Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for directions and with prayer for interimrelief )

Date : 12/03/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
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For Petitioner (s) Mukul Rohtagi, ASG
Manoj Kumar Das, Adv.

Si bo Sankar M shra, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) Sanj ay R Hegde, Adv.
0 0 0 M. P S Shetly and M. Satya Mtra, Advs

M. Grish Ananthanurthy, Adv.

M. P.P. Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Speci al | eave grant ked.

For the reason recorded in the order, these
appeals are allowed and the order of the Hi gh Court is set
asi de.
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(Signed Order is placed on the file.)
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M s. Hegde Constructions Engi neers
& Contractors & Anr. .. Respondent (s)
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Speci al | eave granted.

After hearing the counsel for the parties, we are of
the view that the inpugned order of the Hi gh Court was clearly
uncal led for. In a suit for injunction filed by respondent
No. 1, the trial court declined to stay the operation of the
bank guarantee. The H gh Court, in a revision petition filed
by respondent No. 1, while observing that the order of the
trial court calls for no interference, nevertheless at the end
of its order directed the parties to maintain status quo with
respect to t he bank guar ant ee. Thi s is clearly
ununder st andabl e. On the facts of this case, and wthout
expressing any opinion on the nerits, we are satisfied that
the H gh Court’s order in so far as it relates to stay of the
operation of the bank guarantee is uncalled for

For the aforesaid reason, these appeals are allowed
and the order of the High Court is set aside.

New Del hi; J.
March 12, 2001. (RUMA PAL)



