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 In the instant revisional application filed under Section 115(1) 

of the Code of Civil Procedure (CPC) by the plaintiff-opposite party- 

petitioner, this Court on 11.01.2022 issued a Rule calling upon the 

opposite party Nos. 1 and 2 to show cause as to why the judgment and 

order dated 18.10.2021 passed by the learned District Judge, 

Chattogram in Miscellaneous Appeal No. 194 of 2020 vacating the 

order of status quo dated 02.11.2020 passed by the learned Senior 
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Assistant Judge, 1st Court, Chattogram in Other Class Suit No. 67 of 

2019 should not be set aside.   

At the time of issuance of the Rule, this Court passed an interim 

order staying operation of the impugned judgment and order dated 

18.10.2021 passed by the learned District Judge, Chattogram in 

Miscellaneous Appeal No. 194 of 2020 and further directed the parties 

to maintain status quo in respect of payment of money under the L/C 

in question.  

The opposite party No. 1 has entered appearance in the Rule. 

The present petitioner as plaintiff filed suit for declaration and 

for permanent injunction as being Other Class Suit No. 67 of 2019 in 

Court of Senior Assistant Judge, 1stCourt, Chattogram impleading the 

present opposite party No. 1 as defendant No. 1 and National Bank 

Ltd. as defendant No. 2 praying for inter alia:  

“(L) 1ew ¢hh¡c£ ®m¡L¡m Hm¢p ew-0935190400028 a¡¢lM-11/03/2019Cw 

Hl Bw¢nL p¤a¡ plhl¡q Ll¡l fl Ah¢nø p¤a¡ plhl¡q e¡ L¢lu¡ Hm¢pl naÑ mwOe Ll¡u 

h¡wm¡­cn hÉ¡w­Ll S¡l£L«a ¢hBl¢f¢X p¡L¥Ñm¡l ew 10, a¡¢lM- 11/07/2012 Hhw av 

pw­n¡de£ ¢hBl¢f¢X p¡LÑÑ¤m¡l ew-13 a¡¢lM-09/09/2012Cw Ae¤p¡­l Hm¢pl j§mÉ 

Bc¡u­k¡NÉ J f¢l­n¡d­k¡NÉ e­q j­jÑ ®O¡oZ¡l ¢X¢œ² fÐQ¡l Ll¡l; 

(M) 1ew ¢hhc£ ®m¡L¡m Hm¢p ew 0935190400028 a¡¢lM 11/03/2019Cw Hl 

naÑ mwOe J Bw¢nL fZÉ HM­e¡ plhl¡q e¡ Ll¡u h¡wm¡­cn hÉ¡w­Ll S¡l£L«a ¢hBl¢f¢X 

p¡L¥Ñm¡l ew-10, a¡¢lM 11/07/2012Cw Hl av pw­n¡de£ ¢hBl¢f¢X p¡L¥Ñm¡l ew-13, 

a¡¢lM-09/09/2012Cw Ae¤p¡­l Hm¢pl j§mÉ h¡c£ qC­a c¡h£ J Bc¡u Ll¡ qC­a 

¢hh¡c£NZ­L ¢hla l¡¢Mu¡ a¡q¡­cl ¢hl¦­Ü ÙÛ¡u£ ¢e­od¡‘¡ ¢X¢œ²  fÐQ¡l Ll¡l”. 
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After filing the suit, the plaintiff filed an application for 

temporary injunction praying for, “AaHh h¡c£l fÐ¡bÑe¡ qCm ®k, 1ew ¢hh¡c£ 

®m¡L¡m Hm¢p ew-0935190400028 a¡¢lM-11/03/2019Cw Hl naÑ fÐ¢af¡me Hhw 

Bw¢nL fZÉ plhl¡q e¡ Ll¡l L¡l­Z h¡wm¡­cn hÉ¡w­Ll S¡l£L«a ¢hBl¢f¢X p¡L¥Ñm¡l ew-

10 a¡¢lM-11/07/2012Cw Hhw av pw­n¡de£ ¢hBl¢f¢X p¡L¥Ñm¡l ew-13 a¡¢lM-

09/09/2012Cw Ae¤p¡­l Hm¢pl j§mÉ h¡c£ qC­a c¡h£ J Bc¡u Ll¡ qC­a ¢hh¡c£NZ­L 

Aœj¡jm¡ ¢eÖf¢š e¡ qJu¡ fkÑ¿¹ ¢hla l¡¢Mu¡ a¡q¡­cl ¢hl¦­Ü AÙÛ¡u£ ¢e­od¡‘¡l B­cn 

fÐQ¡l Ll¡l, Hhw Aœ B­hcefœ ¢eÖf¢šL¡m fkÑ¿¹ af¢p­m h¢ZÑa Ef­l¡š² Hm¢p j§mÉ 

f¢l­n¡d pÇf­LÑ ¢ÙÛa¡hÙÛ¡ hS¡u l¡M¡l B­cnS¡l£ Ll¡l j¡ee£u Bc¡m­al pcu j¢SÑ 

qu”z 

The defendant No. 1 filed a written objection against the 

application for temporary injunction. The learned Senior Assistant 

Judge, vide order dated 29.10.2020 passed an order directing the 

parties to maintain status quo in respect of the subject matter of the 

suit.  

The defendant No. 1 preferred  Miscellaneous Appeal No. 194 

of 2020 before  the learned District Judge, Chattogram, who, vide 

order No. 7 dated 18.10.2021 vacated the order of status quo and fixed 

02.11.2021 for hearing the Miscellaneous Appeal and transferred the 

appeal to the Court of Joint District Judge, 1st Court, Chattogram for 

disposal. 

Being aggrieved by the order of the leaned District Judge, the 

plaintiff filed the instant revision, obtained Rule and interim order. 
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I have heard the learned Advocates of both sides and perused 

the materials on record. 

Since, the Miscellaneous Appeal has not yet been heard and 

disposed of by the appellate Court below, this Court is of the view that 

the same should be heard by the appellate Court below on merit in 

accordance with law. Therefore, I refrain from making any 

observation on the merit of the respective cases of the parties so far as 

they relate to the order of status quo passed by the trial Court.  

Accordingly, the lower appellate Court is directed to dispose of 

the Miscellaneous Appeal No. 194 of 2020 within 15(fifteen) days on 

merit in accordance with law from the date of receipt of this order. 

The Appellate Court below is directed not to allow adjournment to 

either side. Meanwhile, the parties are directed to maintain status quo 

in respect of payment of money under the L/C in question for a period 

of 15 (fifteen) days which shall stand vacated after 15 (fifteen) days. 

The instant judgment and order shall have no bearing upon the merit 

of the miscellaneous appeal.  

With the above observation and directions, the Rule is disposed 

of.  

 

 

 

 

Kabir, BO. 


