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frae wce @ “ The defendants were appeared to be co-sharers in
possession and having development work and as such the order of the
trial court for maintaining status quo with regard to possession of the
suit land is not tenable in law. =7 @G WEER @371 Prae wete @, “
while the time for resolution of a dispute particularly, regarding
partition is so uncertain that nobody can say certainly when it will
finally come to an end. In such situation right of co-sharer to develop
the land in his specific possession cannot be denied by an
interlocutory order of injunction till partition. [ 10 BLT 435]”
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partition , application was as to that the defendant cannot change



nature of the suit land by erecting buildings. There was sufficient
lands except the lands under constructions for meeting up plaintiff’s
claimed saham. Held : Though plaintiff has prima facie case but
balance of disadvantages is in favour of defendants and no reason for
granting temporary injunction.
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