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Shri B.D. Guru, coungel for the petiticner.

None on behalf of respondent No.1.

Perusal of petition shdws that it has been filed questioning
the order dated 5.3, 1§QG 'pjkssed by appellate court i.e. leatned
2nd Additional District Judge, Raipur whereby the appeal of

respondent No.l was allowed and temporary injunction was

passed in favour of rcspoudﬁnt No.1 that during the pendency of
civil suit the contract for tfansportation of V?Iious food items
mentioned in the ofdéi‘ shouid be allotted to _an:’yone else.

This matier pertains fo contract regarding transportation
in the vear 1989 and it appears that by efflux of time the matter

has become infructuous, Thierefore, same is dismissed as having -
become infructuous. A Ly
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