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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.A. No. 1058 of 2023

Respondents

Order No.

I.A. No.2741 of2023

This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.01.

Issue notice to the respondents by Registered/Speed Post with2.

A.D., making it returnable within four weeks, requisites for which

shall be filed within a week.

List this matter on 25.11.2024.3.

S. liehera

State of Odisha and Others .... Appellants
Mr. M.K. Khuntia, Additional Government Advocate 

-versus-
Dharanidhara Jena and others

CORAM:
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

HON’BLE MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO

(Chakradljari Sharan Singh) 
Chief Justice

(Savitri Ratho)
Judge

ORDER 
05.10.2024

w
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.A. No. 1058 of 2023

Order No.

02. LA, No.2741 of2023

This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

W.A.No.1058 of2023

Page 1 of 2

State of Odisha and Others .... Appellants
Ms. Aishwarya Dash, Addl. Standing Counsel 

-versus-
Dharanidhara Jena and others .... Respondents

Mr. P.K. Mohapatra, Advocate for Respondent No.l
Mr. Tikeram Meher, Advocate for Respondent No. 10

CORAM: 
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

HON’BLE MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO

ORDER 
25.11.2024

4. List this matter on 02.12.2024 along with W.A. No.482 of 

2023.

2. The Note of the Registry indicates that notice on respondents 

No.2, 6 and 7 has returned unserved.

3. Ms. Aishwarya Dash, learned Additional Standing Counsel 

(ASC) appearing on behalf of the appellants prays for and is 

granted one week time to take necessary steps.



S. Behera/A Nanda

Page 2 of 2

5. Mr. P.K. Mohapatra, learned counsel has appeared on behalf of 

respondent No.l. and Mr. Tikeram Meher, learned counsel has 

appeared on behalf of respondent No. 10.

(Chakraahari Sharan Singh) 
Chief Justice

(Savitri Rathe) 
Judge



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.A. No. 1058 of 2023

Order No.

This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.03.

10.12.2024.

Page 1 of 2

CORAM:
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

HON’BLE MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO

PRlSSh

ORDER 
02.12.2024

2. Mr. P.K. Mohapatra, learned counsel appearing on behalf of the 

respondents submits that the case is covered by the decision of this 

Court dated 20.11.2023 in W.A. No.ll34 of 2023 (State of Odisha 

and another Sudhansu Sekhar Jena and others), but the same 

has been challenged by State of Odisha before the Supreme Court 

in SEP (C) No.2146 of 2021 and batch. The matters have been 

heard on 19.11.2024 and judgment has been reserved. He also 

submits that a similar matter i.e. W.A. No.614 of 2023 is posted tou
3. List this matter on 10.12.2024 along with W.A. No.614 of 

2023.

State of Odisha and others .... Appellants
Ms. A. Dash, Addl. Standing Counsel 
-versus-

Oharanidhara Jena and others ... Respondents
Mr. P.K. Mohapatra, Advocate

assisted by Mr. S.K. Nayak, Advocate
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SK Jena/Secy.
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EiH
< w >

4. Ms. A. Dash, learned Additional Standing Counsel for the 

appellants submits that steps for service of notice/substitution of 

respondents No.2, 6 and 7 shall be taken by the next date.

(C/taArad/i^a^i/aran Singh)

Chief Judice 
/ 

(Savitri Ratho)
Judge
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK

W.A. No. Jog of 2023

(Arising out ofWPC (OAC) No.2021 of 2005,
Disposed of on 25.01.2022)

 

 

Code No.3 11900

State of Odisha &others ....Appellants

-Versus-

Dharanidhar Jena & others ....Respondents

INDEX

SI. No Description of documents Pages

1. Synopsis A)

2. Date Chart >

3. Writ Appeal . /- 12

4. Annexure-|

Certified copyof the order
dated 25.01.2022 passed in LYy- 1B &
WPC (OAC) No.2021 of 2005

Cuttack
Date : 16.05.2023

(HARMOHAN DHAL)

ADDL. GOVERNMENT ADVOCATE

En. No.0-558/1981

Mob. No.9937077427



 

 

IN THE HIGH COURTwe CUTTACK.

W.A.No._ | OS oF2023

State of Odisha & others ....Appellants

-Versus-

Dharanidhar Jena & others ....Respondents

SYNOPSIS ON BEHALF OF
THE APPELLANTS

The appellants have filed the aforesaid Writ

Appeal challenging the judgment and order dated

25.01.2022 passed in WPC (OAC) No.2021 of 2005

by which the Hon’ble Single Judge has directed the

appellants to extend all such benefits in favour of the

writ petitioner in terms of the directions given by the

Courts in the cases namely (i) Nityananda Biswal —

Vrs.- State of Odisha & others and (ii) T.A. No.1] of

1993, disposed of on 21.10.1994 (Bhagaban Patnaik —

Vrs.- State of Odisha).

Cuttack

Date : 16.05.2023 Addl. Government Advocate



 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK

W.A. No. OS of 2023

State of Odisha & others ... Appellants

Gandhari Behera

1. 02.02.1956,
28.12.1965,
29.12.1979,
16.02.1964,
04.02.1966,
20.08.1977,
05.11.1964,
21.03.1974,
07.12.1964 &
31.12.1973

2. 23.05.1985,
19.08.1977,
21.07.1999,
08.10.1996,
16.04.1990,
10.08.1977,
29.05.1991,
30.03.1998,
07.12.1998 &
24.11.1998

3. 25.01.2022

Cuttack

Date : 16.05.2023

-Versus-

Respondent

DATE CHART ON BEHALF OF
THE APPELLANTS

The Respondent Nos.1 to 10 initially entered

into service as Amin in the job contract

establishment.

The services of the Respondent Nos.! to 10

were brought over to regular establishment.

The impugned order was passed by this

Hon’ble Court.

sv
Addl. Government Advocate

i



 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORJSSA,

W.A. No. [OS of 2023

(Arising out of WPC (OAC) No.2021 of 2005,
Disposed of on 25.01.2022)

In the matter of:

In the matter of:

 

Registrar (Judicial

In the matter of :

, 1.

| Syst

Code No.311900

An appeal under Article-4 of the

Orissa High Court Orders, 1948

read with Clause-10 of the Letter

Patent of the Orissa High Court;

And

An appeal challenging the judgment

and order dated 25.01.2022 passed

in WPC (OAC) No.2021 of 2005 by

the Hon’ble Single Judge;

And

State of Odisha represented through

its Additional Chief Secretary to

Government, Revenue & Disaster

Management Department, Lokseva

Bhawan, Dist.-

Khurda.

Director, Land Records & Surveys,

Odisha, Board of Revenue, Cuttack,

At/Po/Dist.-Cuttack.

Bhubaneswar,

Settlement Officer, | Ganjam-

Koraput Major Settlement,

Berhampur, At/Po-Berhampur,

Dist.-Ganjam.
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Charge Officer, Phulbani

Settlement, At/Po-Phulbani, Dist-

Kandhamal.

... APPELLANTS
(Opposite Party'Nos.1 to 4

in the writ application)

-VERSUS-

Dharanidhara Jena

aged about 76 years

S/o. Artabandhu Jena

At/Po-Gadabalabhadrapur

Via-Kanas, Dist-Puri. "+. 13 sassy;

Sudam Behera - . hor,

aged about 75 years,

S/o. Kela Behera

At-Hariharpur,Po-Mayorjhalia,

Via-Ranapur, Dist-Nayagarh

Shreedhar Guru

aged about 70 years

S/o. Agadhu Guru

At-Orakal, Po/P.S.-Pipili,

Dist.-Puri.

Maguni Sahu

aged about 75 years

S/o. Jagannath Sahoo

At/Po-Madhupur, Via-Kantilo,

Dist-Nayagarh



 

Lochan Srichandan,

 

aged about 75 years

S/o. Udayanath Shrichandan

At- Orabarasingh, Po-Raipur,

Via-Satyabadi, Dist-Puri.

Iswar Chandra Malick

aged about 76 years

S/o. Abadhut Malick

At-Badriguda, Po-Dalapada,

Dist-Kandhamal.

Sadananda Pati

aged about 76 years

S/o. Anam Ch. Pati

At/Po- Karadi,

Via-Biranarasinghpur,

Dist-Boudh.

Jugal Kishora Panda

aged about 73 years

S/o, Purna Chandra Panda

At/Po-Butupali, Dist-Boudh

Druba Charan Dehuri

aged about 74 years

S/o. Chintamani Dehuri

At-Hata Gaon, Po-Karadi,

Dist.-Boudh
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10. Khedu Charan Jena

aged about 73 years

S/o. Debara Jena

At/Po-Jagati, Dist-Boudh.

.. RESPONDENTS

(Petitioners in the writ application)

(The matter out of which this writ appeal arises

was before this Hon’ble Court in WPC (OAC)

No.2021 of 2005, disposed of on 25.01.2022)

To

The Hon’ble Chief Justice and His

Lordships companion justices of theHigh

Court of Orissa.

The humble memorandum of appeal of the

above named Appellants;

Most Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the appellants challenge herewith the order

dated 25.01.2022 passed in WPC (OAC) No.2021 of

2005 by which the Hon’ble Single Judge has directed

the appellants to extend all such benefits in favour of

the writ petitioner in terms of the directions given by

the Courts in the cases namely (i) Nityananda Biswal —

Vrs.- State of Odisha & others and (ii) T.A. No.1] of

1993, disposed of on 21.10.1994 (Bhagaban Patnaik —

Vrs.- State of Odisha).

2. That the Respondent approached the Cuttack

Bench of the erstwhile Odisha Administrative Tribunal

by filing an application U/s.19 of the Administrative



 

-5-

Tribunals Act registered as O.A. No.2021(C) of 2005.

It was prayed in the original application that entire

period rendered by the writ petitioners in the job

contract establishment be counted towards pension and

pensionary benefits along with the period of service

rendered by them in the regular establishment.

3. That the facts giving rise to file the aforesaid

original application was that the respondent Nos.1 to

10 were initially appointed as Amin in the job contract

establishment on 2.2.1956, 28.12.1965, 29.12.1979,

16.02.1964, 04.02.1966, 20.08.1977, 05.11.1964,

21.03.1974, 7.12.1964 & 31.12.1973. While continuing

as such, the writ petitioners were brought over to

regular establishment in the post of Estt. Amin on

23.05.1985, 19.08.1977, 21.07.1999, 08.10.1996,

16.04.1990, 10.08.1977, 29.05.1991, 30.03.1998,

07.12.1998 & 24.11.1998 and were promoted to the

post of Inspector. It was stated that though the writ

petitioners represented before the Appellant No.4 to

count job contract period of service rendered by them

towards qualifying service, but the same was denied.

Apprehending that they will get minimum pension on

the basis of period of service rendered in the regular

establishment, they filed the aforesaid original

application.

4. That the Odisha Administrative Tribunal came

to be abolished in the month of February, 2019 for
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which the original application filed by the Respondent

Nos.1 to 10 was transferred to the file of this Hon’ble

Court and was renumbered as WPC(OAC) No.2021 of

2005.

5. That the aforesaid writ application was taken up

for hearing before this Hon’ble Court on 25.01.2022

and was disposed of vide order dated 25.01.2022

directing the appellants to extend ail such benefits in

favour of the writ petitioner in terms of the judgment

about which it has been stated in the| preceding

paragraphs. The certified copy of the order dated

25.01.2022 passed in WPC (OAC)No.2021 of 2005 is

filed herewith as Annexure-1.

Being aggrieved by the judgment and

order dated 25.01.2022 passed in WPC

(OAC) No.2021 of 2005 under Annexure-

1 by the Hon’ble Single Judge, the

appellants beg to prefer this Appeal on the

following amongst other;

GROUNDS

is wrong, illegal, erroneous and has been passed

oy \ (A) For that the impugned order under Annexure-1

in contravention of the provisions of OCS

(Pension) Rules, 1992.

(B) For that the Hon’ble Single Judge while passing

the impugned order under Annexure-1 though



(C)
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has noticed the judgment rendered by a Division

bench of this Hon’ble Court in OJC No.2147 of

1991 decided on 24.3.1992, yet was completely

oblivious of the directions contained therein. It

was specifically held in O.J.C. No.2147 of 1991

(Settlement Class-1V Job Contract Employees

Union, Balasore-Mayurbhanj District —Vrs.-

State of Odisha & others) that for the purpose of

calculating the pensionary benefits so much of

their earlier service period shall be reckoned so

as to make them eligible for pension. These

directions contained in O.J.C. No.2147 of 1991

was completely lost sight of by the Hon’ble

Single Judge while passing the impugned order.

Therefore, the impugned order is vulnerable and

is liable to be set aside.

For that much reliance has been placed by the

Hon’ble Single Judge in the impugned judgment

under Annexure-1 to the directions contained in

the case of Nityananda Biswal and accordingly

the impugned order has been passed placing

reliance upon the same. Inasmuch as the Hon’ble

Single Judge was of the view that the judgment

in Nityananda Biswal’s case having been upheld

by the Apex Court, the same was the settled

position of law and accordingly the impugned

directions have been passed. True it is the

judgment in Nityananda Biswal’s case was
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upheld by the Apex Court in Special Leave to

Appeal (C) CC No.12573 of 2015, But

nonetheless the SLP so filed by! the State

Government was dismissed at the stage of

admission with the following orders :

“The Special Leave Petition is

dismissed both on the ground of
Limitation and merits.”

In view of the aforesaid judgment in

Nityananda Biswal’s case, the Hon’ble Single

Judge while disposing of WPC(OAC) No.2021

of 2005 has placed reliance upon the same and

has disposed of the writ application vide order

dated 25.01.2022 with the directions as

aforesaid.

As a matter of fact the Hon’ble Supreme

Court in a very recent pronouncement in the case

of State of Odisha & others —Vrs.- Sulekh

Chandra Pradhan reported in AIR 2022 SC 2030

has held that mere dismissal of the Special

Leave Petition would not mean that the view of

the High Court has been approved by the

Supreme Court. In such view of the matter, the

Hon’ble Single Judge has clearly erred in law in

placing reliance on the judgment in the case of

Nityananda Biswal. Therefore, it is respectfully

submitted that the dismissal of the special leave

petition filed by the State Government would not
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necessarily mean that the judgment rendered by

this Hon’ble Court in W.P.(C) No.14244 of 2006

is the correct position of law. Be it stated that

W.P(C) =No.14244 of 2006 was filed

challengingthe judgment of the learned Tribunal

in O.A. No.3020(C) of 2003 (Nityananda

Biswal) and the writ application having been

dismissed on 9.4.2014, the Special Leave

Petition as aforesaid was filed before the Apex

Court which came to be dismissed by order

dated 13.7.2015 which has been quoted

hereinabove. But in view of the judgment of the

Hon’ble Apex Court in Sulekha Pradhan’s case,

mere dismissal of the SLP filed by the State do

not lay down that the view of the High Court has

been approved by the Supreme Court. In such

view of the matter, the impugned judgment is

unsustainable and is liable to be set aside.

For that it is further respectfully submitted that

while deciding W.P.(C) No.14244 of 2006, this

Hon’ble Court has not taken note of the earlier

judgment of this Hon’ble Court in O.J.C.

No.2147 of 1991, decided on 24.3.1992 and this

was so held by the another bench of this Hon’ble

Court while deciding W.P.C) No.11503 of

2003, decided on 7.2.2019. While disposing of

W.P.(C) No.1 1503 of 2003, it was held
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“In our considered opinion, the earlier
judgment which is well-reasoned, force
the field as the subsequent decision in
W.P.(C) No.14244 of 2006 has not
referred to the same. Opposite parties will
be given benefit only on the basis of the
earlier division bench judgment in OJC
No.2147 of 1991 decided on 24.3.1992
thereby the past period of service of the
opposite parties which is required only to
make them eligible for pension shall be
taken into consideration.”

In view of the above, the conclusion is

inescapable that the decision of this Hon’ble

Court in W.P.(C) No.14244 of 2006 is no more

the good law and cannot be pressed into service

as has been done by the Hon’ble Single Judge.

Therefore, the Hon’ble Single Judge has

completely erred in law in passing the impugned

order and as such the same is liable to be set

aside.

For that the impugned order under Annexure-1

has taken note of the order passed in T.A. No.1]

of 1993 decided by the erstwhile Odisha

Administrative Tribunal on 21.10.1994

(Bhagaban Patnaik —Vrs.- State of Odisha) the

SLP filed thereunder by the State in SLP(C)

No.13916 of 1995 also came to be dismissed on

17.7.1995. Therefore, reliance has also been

placed on the same in the impugned judgment.

This approach on the part of the Hon’ble Single
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Judge is equally erroneous inasmuch as the

judgment rendered in T.A. No.11 of 1993 has

taken into account the Odisha Pension Rules,

_1977 and the employee retired from Government

service on 31.8.1988. Therefore, the pensionary

benefits due and admissible to the petitioner in

T.A. No.11 of 1993 was governed under 1977

Rules. On the contrary the writ petitioners in the

present case retired from Government service by

which time 1977 Rules were repealed and OCS

(Pension) Rules, 1992 was in place which came

into force w.e.f. 1.41992. Therefore, the pension

of the Respondent is to be governed 1992 Rules.

The judgment in T.A. No.t1 of 1993 having

been decided under the repealed Rules, the same

has no application to the facts of the present

case. In such view of the matter, the Hon’ble

Single Judge has completely erred in law in

placing reliance upon the same which vitiates the

impugned judgment.

For that the Hon’ble Single Judge has failed to

take note of the statutory provision contained in

Sub-rule (6) of Rule-18 of the OCS (Pension)

Rules which was inserted to the Rules by virtue

of an amendment w.e.f. 1.9.2001. Sub-rule (6) of

Rule-18 of the Rules reads as follows:-
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“18(6) Notwithstanding anything

contained in Clauses (i) and (iii) of Sub-
rule (2), a person who is_ initially
appointed in a job contract establishment
and is subsequently brought over to the

post created under regular/pensionable
establishment, so much of his job contract
service period shall be added to the period

of his qualifying service in regular

establishment and would render him
eligible for pension.”

The aforesaid statutory provision has not

at all been noticed by the Hon’ble Single Judge

while passing the impugned order which is

another facet of illegality. Be it stated that the

impugned direction is contrary to the prevailing

law and hence, the same is unsustainable.

For that undisputedly the late husband of the

petitioner was in receipt of the minimum

pension. It is submitted that in view of the

above, only that period of service which makes

the late husband of the petitioner eligible for

pension has been taken into account towards

qualifying service so as to make him eligible for

minimum pension. The residual service in the

job contract establishment is not liable to be

taken into account for the purpose of qualifying

service and consequential grant of full pension.

For that the impugned order is otherwise bad in

law and is liable to be set aside.
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PRAYER

Under these circumstances the Appellants most

humbly pray that this Hon’ble Court be graciously

pleased to Admit this Appeal, Cal! for the Records and

after hearing the parties be pleased to set aside the

impugned order dated 25.01.2022 passed in WPC

(OAC) No.2021 of 2005 under Annexure-1;

And for this act of kindness the Appellants shall

"as in duty bound ever pray.

By the Appellants through
Cuttack
Date: 16.05.2023

Addl. Government Advocate

CERTIFICATE

Certified that the grounds set forth above are

good grounds to challenge and I undertake to support

the same at the time of hearing.

Further certified that Cartridge papers are not

available.

(HARMOHAN DHAL)

ADDL. GOVERNMENT ADVOCATE
En. No.0-558/1981
Mob. No.9937077427
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Medae atts

4. Diaranidhar dena,ared about 5 yrs,

gon of Artharibu dena

At wresent working as Estt, Amin

Phulvani Settlement, Phulbani Jic+Kandhonal,

> Sudan Behera,aged about 57 yrey

Sip af Rela Bchera

At resent working as Incrector

'
Phuloani Settlencit, Phulboni

Dist Kandhanal,

\
3, Shreedhar Guru, aged about 52 yrs,

Son af Agadhugwu

AS present working a - Hunsarim

Phuloani Settlement, Phulabni, Dict-Ka
ndhonal.

& Magund Sahoo,aged about 57 yrs,

Son of Jaganoth Sahoo

At weent working as Estt, Amin

Phulbani SettlementPhulbani

Dist~ Kandhamal.

“6. Lochan Shrichandan,aged about 57 yrs,

Son of Udayanath Shrechandan

At ;vesent working as Munsarin

Phulbuni Settlement Phulpani

bist Kandhamal.

Bh, 6. Is ar Ch, Malick,aged about 58 yrs,

Sonof Abadhut Malick

At present working ac Mapector,

Phulbani Set lenent, Poulbani

Dist Kandhorial.

7. Sodanwda Pati,aged, about 58 “yrsy

Son of Anon Ch, Pati |

At present worning as Bott, Amin

Phulbani Settlenent, Phulbant

Dist Kandhamal.
.

§ Jugal Kishor Parda,aged about 55 yrs, '

Son of Pouha, Chandra Panda

; beset vides, as Estt. Amin

” Fhulbgng!‘Settlement ‘pnulban, Digt-Kandhonal.
wae
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9, OUhruba Charan Dehuri,aged about Seyre,

Son of Chintamani Dehuri

At present working ng Estt, Amin

Phulbani Settlement Phulabi, Dist Kandhamal.

do. Khedu Charon Jena,aged about 55 yrs,

Son of Debara Jena

Ad presdnt working as Estt. Amin

Phulbani Settlement Phulbani

Dist. Bandhanal.

es Applicants

-Versus=

4, State of Ovissa,represented through its Secretary

to Govt. of Orissa, Revenue Department

Crigsa Secretariaks Bhubaneswar, Dist. Khurda.

‘9, Director, Land Records and Survey

Orissa, Board of Revenue, Cuttack,

3, Settlement Officer,

Ganjam-Koraput MojorSettlement

Berhompur, At/Po- Berhanpur, Dist-Ganjam, 4, Charge Officer, Phulabni Settlement

A /Po- Phulbani, Dirt Kandhanal,

«» Respondents

Detailsof applicatdioz
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

WPC (OAC) No. 2021 of 2005

Dharanidhar Jena ween Petitioner

Mr.P.K. Mohapatra, Advocate

Vs.

State of Orissa sete Opposite parties

State Counsel

CORAM:
DR. JUSTICE B.R. SARANGI

ORDER
25.01.2022

Order No. ‘This matter is taken up through video conferencing mode.

! 2. Heard.

3. The petitioner has filed this writ petition secking direction to the

| Opposite partics to count his past scrvice rendered in the Job-Coniract

Establishment for the purpose of pension and pensionary benefit within a

stipulated period.

4. Mr. Mohapatra, learned counsel for the petitioner contended that

similar matter has come up before this Court in O.J.C. No, 2405 of 1985 and

after constitution of the Odisha Administrative Tribunal the same was

transferred to the Tribunal and registered as ‘T.A. No. 11 of 1993. The said

case was disposed of on 21.10.1994 by the learned Tribunal by following the

decisions of the Apex Court and by giving direction to the competent

authority to count the past service rendered by the petitioner in Job Contract

Establishment towards pension and pensionary benefit and after such orders

were passed, pension of the petitioner was directed to be calculated, drawn

and disbursed in his favour within two months from the date of receipt of the

copy of the judgment. The order passed in T.A. No. 11 of 1993 was

challenged before the Apex Court by the State, which was dismissed vide

order dated 17.07.1995.

5. It is further contended that similar matter has also come up before this

Court in O.J.C. No. 2147 of 1991, which was decided on 24.03.1992 and this

 

Court has considered the case of Job Contract employees for regularization of

service and for pension and pensionary benefits. In O.A. No. 3020 (C) of

x

(°
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2003 (Nityananda Biswal y. State of Orissa and others), the Tribunal vide

order dated 04.01.2004 also directed that the period of the engagement of the

petitioner in job contract cstablishment should be taken into account as

qualifying service and accordingly his pension and other pensionary benefits

be revised and paid to the petitioner therein. ‘The order passed in O.A. No.

3020 (C) of 2003 was also challenged by the State before this Court in

W.P.(C) No. 14244 of 2006. This Court vide order dated 09.04.2014

dismissed the writ application preferred by the state against the order passed

by the Tribunal. ‘The state also preferred Special leave to Appeal (C) CC

No. 12573 of 2015 against the order passed by this Court in W.P.(C) No.

14244 of 2006, which was dismissed by the apex Court vide order dated

13.07.2015.

6. In view of the above scitled position of law, nothing remains to be

reconsidered by this Court. Accordingly the opposite parties are directed to

extend all such benefits in favour of the petitioner in terms of the directions

given by the Courts as mentioned above, as expeditiously as possible,

preferably within a period of three months from the date of communication of

the certified copy/authenticated copy of the ordcr.

7. With the above observation/direction, the writ petition stands disposed

of.

8. As the restrictions due to resurgence of COVID-19 situation are

continuing, learned counsel for the parties may utilize a print out of the

order available in the High Court’s website, at par with certified copy,

subject to attestation by the concerned advocate, in the manner

prescribed, vide Court’s Notice No.4587 dated 25" March, 2020, as

modified by Court’s Notice No. 4798 dated ‘1st April, 2021, and

Court’s Office Order circulated vide Memo Nos.514 and 515 dated 7"

January, 2022.

St De. OR, Seronat J,

Ae
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W—————State of Orissa & Ors Appellant/Petitioners

-Versus-

pl — ache Fane 8 others, Respondent/Opp-Parties

APPEARANCE MEMO

 

I hereby enter appearance in the abovenoted tase on behalf of
 

 

Di 1/6 fsfosoa Addl. Govt. Advocates. detStanding-Geunser

 



 

    

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, C

LA. No. A¢4 4 6f2023

(Arising of W.A. No. 4952 of 2023)

In the matter of :
An application U/s.5 of the

Limitation Act;

And

In the matter of:
State of Odisha & Ors.

..-Appellants/Petitioners
~Versus-

Dharanidhar Jena & others

...Réspondents/Opposite Parties
To

The Hon’ble Chief Justice and His Lordships

Companion Justices of the Hon’ble High Court

of Orissa.

The humble petition of the

appellants/petitioners named above;

Most.Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. That the appellants/petitioners have filed the

accompanying writ Appeal challenging the judgment

and order dated 25.01.2022 passed in WPC (OAC)

No.2021 of 2005 under Annexure-1.

2. That the averments made in the writ appeal may

form a part of this application.

B. MISHRA
NOTARY, CUTTACK

ODISHA

 



 

  

25.01.2022, the appeal ought to have been filed on or

before 24.02.2022. It is respectfully submitted that on

receipt of the order under Annexure-1, the Government

in Revenue & Disaster Management Department

moved the Law Department seeking their views. The

Law Department have decided to file Writ Appeal

challenging the order under Annexure-! and

accordingly communicated their views to the Revenue

& Disaster Management Department to file Writ

Appeal. Accordingly, the Government in Revenue &

Disaster Management Department vide Letter dated

12.7.2022 authorized the Director, Land Records &

Surveys, Board of Revenue, Odisha for filing writ

appeal in consultation with the office of the Advocate

General, Odisha. The Additional Director, LR&S

submitted the proposal along with all the records in the

office of the Advocate General for filing writ appeal

which was received on3.8.2022. The learned Advocate

General entrusted the file to the Law Officer on

31.10.2022.

B. MISHRA
ROTARY, CUTTACK

OBISHA



 

4. That on receipt of the file, the Addl. Government

Advocate intimated the concerned officers for

discussion for preparing the writ appeal and

accordingly, the concerned officers had discussed with

the undersigned. The undersigned having discussed the

matter, prepared a draft writ appeal which was sent for

vetting and thereafter, the writ appeal was finalized and

accordingly, the same is being filed.

5. That the delay caused in filing the writ appeal

was neither intentional nor deliberate but due to

unavoidable circumstances beyond the reasonable

control of the appellants/petitioners.

6. That unless the delay caused in filing the writ

appeal is condoned, the appellants/petitioners will be

highly prejudiced.

PRAYER

Under these circumstances, the appellants/

petitioners most humbly prays that this Hon’ble Court

may graciously be pleased to condone the delay caused

in filing the Writ Appeal on any terms and conditions

as may be deemed fit and proper;

B. MISHRA
NOTARY, CUTTACK

OBISHA



 

 

    

-4-

And for this act of kindness, the appellants/

   
  

  
   

petitioners shall as.in duty bound ever pray. rome a

we we —
By the appellants/Petitioners through = Ip.

Cuttack i

Date : 16.05.2023 Py
Add]. Government Advocate (3eT

AFFIDAVIT

I, Bikash Chandra Mohapatra, aged about 59

years, S/o. Satyananda Jena, presently working as Cee

Director, Land Records, Survey & Consolidation,

Odisha, Board of Revenue Building, At/P.O.-

Chandinichowk, Town/Dist.-Cuttack, do hereby

solemnly affirm and state as follows:-

I. That I am the Appellant/Petitioner No.2 in

the aforesaid case and I have been duly

authorized by the other Appellants/
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nelyg identified aaTete!oe5

at Cuttack dated... 

 Petitioners to swear this Affidavit on their

‘ behalf.

is < 2 That the facts stated above are true to the
nae

fe JO best of my knowledge and based on

iy records.

iaaby Sow, ts ppbgnb

Delep keBehera, DEPONENIRECTOR
Advocate’s Clerk, A.G’s Office ROM Creer NeaC TRCR

CERTIFICATE

DisedhchCartridge papers arenot avgilable.

‘Jolemnly Sworn rahe’tefeaten ¥ in 4 kbas

hers C
Add]. Government Advocate

NOTARY, CUTTACK
QDIGHA

giss\apas
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK .

L.A. No. Q q a of 2023

(ArisingoutofW.A. No. loseof 2023)

In the matter of:
An application for stay under Rule

27(a) of Chapter- VI of the Orissa

 

High Court Rules;

And

In the matter of :

State of Odisha & Ors.
...Appellants/Petitioners

-Versus-

Dharanidhar Jena & others

..-Respondents/Opposite Parties
To

The Hon’ble Chief Justice and His

Lordships companion justices of the

Hon’ble High Court ofOrissa.

The humble petition of the above

named Appellants/petitioners;

Most Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the Appellants/petitioners have filed the

accompanying writ Appeal challenging the judgment

and order dated 25.01.2022 passed in WPC (OAC)

No.2021 of 2005 under Annexure-1.

B. MISHRA
NOTARY, CUTTACK

ODISHA



 

 

may forma part of this application.

3. That the Appellants/petitioners have a prima-

facie case to succeed and the balance of convenience

lies in favour of the Appellants/Petitioners.

4. That unless operation of the order under

Annexure-1 dated 25.01.2022 is stayed, the appellants/

petitioners will sustain irreparable loss and injury.

PRAYER

Under these circumstances, the appellants/

petitioners most humbly pray that this Hon’ble Court

be graciously pleased to stay operation of the order

under Annexure-1 dated 25.01.2022 passed in WPC

(OAC) No.2021 of 2005 pending disposal of the

accompanying writ appeal;

And for this act of kindness, the appellants/

petitioners shall as in duty bound ever pray.

By the appellants/petitjéners through
Cuttack

Date : 16.05.2023

Addl. Government Advocate

B. whe
NOTARY, CUTTACK

ORISHA
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I, Bikash Chandra Mohapatra, aged eeSAO

years, S/o. Satyananda Jena, presently working as

Director, Land Records, Survey & Consolidation, |

Odisha, Board of Revenue Building, At/P.O.-

Chandinichowk, Town/Dist.-Cuttack, do hereby

solemnly affirm and state as follows:-

1. That Iam the Appellant/Petitioner No.2 in

the aforesaid case and I have been duly

authorized by the other Appellants/

Petitioners to swear this Affidavit on their

behalf.

2. That the facts stated above are true to the

’ best of my knowledge and based on

records. 7

aesby Ks oF J4okofwe

Daliep Kuney Behar. <~DEPONEZector
Advocate’s Clerk, A.G’s Office LAND RECORDSAND SURVEY'S

BOARD OF REVENUE, ODISHA, CUTTACK

CERTIFICATE

 Certified that Cartridge papers are not available

Addl. Government Advocate

 
‘Joiemnily Sworn Devore me Byesease \ lew

peing idantified by DinaehyRivodate §.2 aN

at Cuttackdatadnndl 5 bias

8.
NOTARY, CUTTACK

OBISHA
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SLIP
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Receipt No : 132009/2024 

Filing No : D-WA 1058/2023 

Case No : WA 1058/2023 

Received From : Petitioner 
Filed By: ADDL.STANDING COUNSEL 
Document(s) Filed:
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK

W. A No. 1058 of 2023

State of Orissa & Ors Appellants

-Versus-

RespondentsDharanidhar Jena & Anr

MEMO

Postage stamp of Rupees 400/-{Rupees Four Hundred) only, along 

with written process and the copy of limitation filed herewith for service of 

notice on Respondents in limitation matter in the aforesaid appeal through 

Registered post with AD.

1
ASCCuttack

For the Appellant
Date-23.10.2024
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Scat No : 7
Branch No : WRIT APPEAL
Receipt No: 140731/2024
1- ilingNo:WA/1058/2023 
Case No:'WA/1058/2023
Received From : Respondent (1)
I'iled By: M/S PRAFULLA KUMAR MOHAPATILV 

Documcnt(s) Filed :
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FORM OF VAKALATNAM
IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK„

/.gs'g- 2oi>5..W^P^NO.

>^<54-VocyI Petitioner (s)

-VERSUS-

Dh Opp. Party (ies)

Know all men by these presents, that by this Vakalatnama

jyKoCr^r. ( Jhcxi^ /-O A'^4txhanc/f-,t/ /Te^c, 

' ^a(^fx(>3./£iLloC\o^J(\^U'Y- .r^'~h^ dKyn^^

^ ^ / j

\m^_

I

Appellant/ Respondent / Petitioner / Opp Party in the application / Writ Case do hereby appoint and 
retain PRAFULLA KUMAR MOHAPATRA, (Advocate), En. No. O - 141 / 1990, 
Mobile No.: 9437067454, SAUBHAGYA CHANDRA SAHOO, (Advocate), En. No. 0 - 470 
/2007, Mob: 9777492518,_____________________________

At. Darji Sahi, P.O.- Chandinichowk, Dist. : Cuttack-753002 Advocate (s) to appear for me/us, in the 
above case and to conduct and prosecute (or defend) the same and all proceedings that may be taken in 
respect of any application connected with the same or any decree or order passed therein including all 
applications for return of documents or receipt of any money that may be payable to me/us in the said 
case and also in applications for review in appeals under Orissa High Court order and in applications for 
leave to appeal to Supreme Court. I/We authorise my/our Advocate(s) to admit any compromise lawfully 
entered in the said case.

Dated, ihe,.../.X.'r.//.'r......20.^..

Received from the execujidnt (s) 
satisfied and accepted^ I hold 

no brieiior the othe/side.

Acceplgd'as above
Advoca^^^ ^ 

Accepted as above
Signature of Executants

Advocate
Accepted as above
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SI IP
Seat No : 7
Branch No : WRIT APPEAL
Receipt No : 141866/2024 
Filing No : WA/1058/2023 
Case No: WA/1058/2023
Received From : Respondent 
Filed By: M/S TIKERAM MEHER 
Documentl's'l Filed :

3- Vakalatnama - (Misc Case No- 2741/2023) - Court Fee -Rs. 12 (33690/2024)

Date Of Receiving : 18/11/2024 Time : 11:15:00 AM

\
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H^i:'
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i lISpfeTTMi
ifU^/sf-vi;';,^-,?:;-.:^ -Ii !

ir-i--!■'i
i<r> >« •!

4V ii'{'x \;a j r-i xm^:\̂ i.--^■

j*• .T

V /^''l|■%V~‘4■fcl.T‘V tf ■'4'     

tfOURT PF ORISSA, CUTTACK
N k. -

/i ^'p-
8 jV-^ / C

£)f)[^K0MA4hl dU^
know all men by these presents that by this Vakalalnama

No. of 20

Appellant./ Petitioner

RespfOndent /Opp. Party-

~

'P)(^Vudh-^
Appellant / Respondent Petitioner / opposite Party in the aforesaid Revision / Appeal case do

p„pp,i„,.„d™a,„sM n'l{E ^4M—01£ffM-JcMM^

Advocate is to appear for me/us,

and all proceedings that may be taken in respect of any application connected with the 

. or any decree or order passed there in including all application for return of documents or 

receipt of any moneys that may be payable to me/us in the said case and also in applications for 

leave to appeal to supreme court. I/We authorise my / our Advocate (s) to admit any compromise 

lawfully entered in the said case,

rJof)
ReceiVecf ('mm (fye EKeca(an((sl 

satisfied and accepted as 1 hold 

No brief for the other side. ^ *

same

same

20
iSA

lATlONLEGi
PW

V R' }■^ 1 K. TENUUF£'-S __

"LEARANCL^fW
_

Vj “ ^

AdvM:atei

Advocate

-Accepted as above

SIGNATURE OF EXECUTANTS

|c/vt?C£& (^•2>\0\qJq^^^^
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COMPUTERISED EILING COUNTER 
ORISSA HIGH COURT,CUTTACK 

ACKNOWUEDGEMENT ST TP
Seat No : 7
Branch No : WRIT APPEAL
Receipt No ; 142864/2024 
Filing No : WA/J 058/2023 
Case No : WA/] 058/2023
Received From : Respondent (1)
Filed By: M/S PRAFULLA KUMAR MOHAPATRA 
Documenti's') File^-

4- Vakalatnama — Court Fee -Rs.I2 (33964/2024)

Date Of Receiving: 19/11/2024 Time :01:31:15 PM

of 1
19-11-2024, 13:31
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FORM OF VAKALATNAMA
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE ORISSA, CUTTACK

Of 20.^5V^)/No.

-VERSUS- ' 

r/Apot ^ Off\ib^0pp-P3rty{ies)

Petitioner(s)

Know all men by these presents, that by this Vakalatnama

i/vye- /^^caTx.Afc/Aoor
^ ^ tntxY~0 QI./C pi'^ Pr'pfJ}

fiim
22

V/

—(?fJT'
Appellant/ Respondent/ Petitioner / Opp.party in the application / Writ Case do hereby appoirrt" 
and retain PRAFULLA KUMAR MOHAPATRA (Advocate),En. No. 0 -141/1990
Mobile No. 9437067454, SAUBHAGYA CHANDRA SAHOO (Advocate) En. No. 0-470/2007 

Mobile No. 9777492518,________________________________________ - .

At Darjee Sahi, RO.- Chandinichowk, Dist.: Cuttack-453002 Advocate (s) to appear for me/us 
in the above case and to conduct and prosecute (or defend) the same and all proceeding that 
may be taken In respect of any application connected with the same, or any decrep or other , 
passed therein including all applications for return of documents or receipt of any money that 
may be payable to me/us in the said case and also in applications for review appeals under 
Orissa High Court Order and in application for leave to appeal to Supreme Court. 1/We authorise
my/our Advocate (s) to admit any compromise lawfully in the said case.

Dated.^.fr^^«..20.2A
Received from the executant (s) 
Satisfied and accepters I hold 
no brief for the other iide.

|LEGALAS%,_

■ ' --i

CUTION

TEN RUPEES jl

AccepteSas above

Advoc^-^— 

Accepted as above
Signature of Executant

Advocate
Accepted as above
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^^ARANCE^[0. H.C.-152]

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSAf
rT7( Civil Appellate Jurisdiction )

h)h No.
...................Aj?Mr.

of 20

Applicant

Versus

Opposite-Party

In the matter of an application by the above named

.... ............................. ........................................................................................ Petitioner
lo

piyf -
'cjG^iQi 6fti§ct ^aiQiQas sa, 

OQSfiagiQl 'A9 a^lQGGQ 6^9 9Qm ff9as§, 
9Q9 99Q '(leaser aifiQ m \

Take notice that an application, a copy 

whereof is annexed herewith, has been made to 

this Court by the above named petitioner and 

you are hereby directed to show cause 

why the application should 

not be granted or such other order be passed as 

this the Hon'ble Court may deem fit

§sa...(Sdr.£6..'^.. ..GQ G?tQGl MQQ, 

fl^Q 699 §fll 9919194 39199
on

6999 969991 9Q§ 69999 g§9 9 699 I

c^opcSLs ,fHs, Ccu?_

By order of the CourtHigh Court

The. Superinti20.
yo

OGP-MP-PTS-U 1 (H.C.) 9-50.000-16-7-2014
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India Post
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You are here Home» Track Consignment

Track Consignment Quick help

* Indicates a required field.

* Consignment Number 

RO177880975IN 1
Track More

i

Destination Pincode Article Type Delivery Location 

Raipur B.O

Delivery Confirmed On

04/11/2024 15:15:30
752020

—*-4-*-
Event Details For : RO177880975IN 
Current Status : Item DeliveredfAddressee)

Office 

Raipur B.O 

11:23:10 Jankia S.O

Registered Letter

Date Time Event
04/11/2024 15:15:30 Item Delivered(Addressee) 

Item Bagged02/11/2024

02/11/2024 11:23:10 Jankia S.O Dispatched to BO
- f • +

02/11/2024 11:23:10 Jankia S.O Item Dispatched

02/11/2024 10:20:46 Jankia S.O Item Receivedr +
02/11/2024 04:52:58 Khurda Road RMS L2R Item Dispatched

02/11/2024 01:36:53 Khurda Road RMS L2R Item Bagged

01/11/2024 22:21:32 Khurda Road RMS L2Rh Item Received

01/11/2024 
H— -

19:29:47 
-------- _

I 01/11/2024 1 18:35:06

Puri RMS L2R Item Bagged

1Puri RMS L2R Item Received
t

01/11/2024 15:53:00 Sakhigopal S.O

15:50:46 Sakhigopal S.O

Item Dispatched

I 01/11/2024 Item BaggedI
I 01/11/2024 15:21:38 Pichikuli S.O Item Dispatched

-f- w • -f
01/11/2024 13:33:34 Sakhigopal S.O Item Redirected to Jankia S.O Insufficient Address

01/11/2024 11:35:38 Sakhigopal S.O Item Received

30/10/2024 19:36:35 Puri RMS L2R Item Bagged
\

https://www.indiapost.gov.in/_Iayouts/15/DOP.Portal.Tracking/TfackConsignment.aspx 1/3

https://www.indiapost.gov.in/_Iayouts/15/DOP.Portal.Tracking/TfackConsignment.aspx
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Track Consignment11/21/24, 2:50 PM f

!
I

'■ Item ReceivedPuri RMS L2R30/10/2024 ; 08:54:39,'
t

Item DispatchedCuttack CRC L1R1 29/10/2024 13:44:41
I

T
Item BaggedCuttack CRC LI R12:20:4029/10/2024

f

29/10/2024 ; 07:48:^6 Item ReceivedCuttack CRC L1R
t

t

f

t

t

f

t

'Home 
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Right Jo Information

t

f
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t

f
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f
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t
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t

t
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t

f

f

f Tenders India 

Related sites 

Website Policies 
Contact Us 

Employee Corner 
Sitemap 

Help

t

f

f

t

f

t

f

f

t

f

f

t

t

f

f

External Links
t

f

# ^Tho nattonai portat of fndiaifidia.gov.mt

f

f

t

National Voter's Service Portal 

India Code
Application Security Audit Report

f

f

t

f

f

f

t

f

f

t

f

f

t

•S. GET IT ON

Google Play
f

o D■<3

Download Ihe Post Info App
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0 Sign In Register

A S' A

G2Q. I3F
<x>✓

3ias ^lOT

A-Ttfii Mohotsav

India Fbst
Oik Scwi'Jift Siwi

You are here Home» Track Consignment

Quick helpTrack Consignment

* Indicates a required field.

* Consignment Number

"I'rt^ck A'‘lcr(;RO177880935IN

Article Type

Registered Letter

Event Details For : RO177880935IN 
Current Status : Item Bagged

Time Office EventDate

Item Bagged01/11/2024 15:31:38 Boudhraj S.O

Dispatched to BO01/11/2024 Boudhraj S.O15:31:38

Item Dispatched01/11/2024 15:31:38 Boudhraj S.O

01/11/2024 Item Received10:31:44 Boudhraj S.O

Item Dispatched30/10/2024 13:44:02 Berhampur RMS LI R

30/10/2024 Berhampur RMS LI R Item Bagged13:37:46

Berhampur RMS L1R Item Received30/10/2024 11:06:34

29/10/2024 Cuttack CRC L1R Item Dispatched12:46:55

29/10/2024 12:38:37 Cuttack CRC LI R Item Bagged

29/10/2024 07:48:46 Cuttack CRC L1R Item Received

Home 

About Us 

Forms

Recruitments

https://www.lndiapost.gov.in/Jayouts/15/OOP.Portal.Tracking/TrackConsignment.aspx 1/2

https://www.lndiapost.gov.in/Jayouts/15/OOP.Portal.Tracking/TrackConsignment.aspx
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Feedback

Right To Information

Tenders India 

Related sites 

Website Policies 

Contact Us 

Employee Corner 
Sitemap 

Help

External Links

# nadonat portal of Indiamdia.gov.m
National Voter’s Service Portal 

India Code
Application Security Audit Report

m
GET IT ON V?

Download the Post Info App

This website belongs to Department of Posts, Ministry of Communications, Gol. Created and Managed by 
1 Tata Consultancy Services Ltd.

Content owhed and updated by Department of Posts, Ministry of Communications, Government of India. Last 
1 Updated: 20 Nov 2024
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Order No.

lA. of2023 and W.A. No.614 of202304.

This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

1

State of Odisha and another . •. • Appellants
Mr. K.C. Kar, Government Advocate 
-versus-

B&lxikrishna Sahoo and others . .. Respondents
Mr. P.K. Mohapatra, Advocate for Respondent No.l

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh) 
Chief Justice

(Savitri Ratho) 
Judge

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.A. No. 614 of 2023

CORAM:
WION’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

HON’BLE MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO
ORDER

26.11.2024

H

2. Mr. P.K. Mohapatra, learned counsel appearing -on behalf of 
respondent No.l submits that this matter is covered by a decision of... 

this Court passed in W.A. No.l 134 of 2023, but the same has been 

challenged by the State of Odisha before the Supreme Court in SLP 
(C) No.2146 of 2021 and batch where the matters have been heard 
on 19.11.2024 and the judgment has been reserved. He has 

produced the order dated 19.11.2024 of the Supreme Court along 

with a memo as well as the decision of this Court passed in W.A. 

No. 1134 of 2023.

/O'' ■

3. List this matter on 10.12.2024.

Signature Not Verifi^ ^ 
igilalty Signed /' J
igned by; SUMANTA BEHERA f x 
esignation: Senior Stenographer

AudiRntication <? Poi—Nntiffn
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Date Of Receiving : 03/12/2024 Time : 12:42:17 PM

COMPUTERISED FILING COUNTER 
ORISSA HIGH COURT,CUTTACK 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SLIP
Scat No : 7
Branch No : WRIT APPEAL
Receipt No: 147659/2024
Eiling No : WA/1058/2023
Case No : WA/1058/2023
Received From : Respondent (9)
Piled By: M/S BIBHUTI BHUSAN MISHRA
Document(s) Filed :

6- Vakalatnama — Court Fee -Rs.12 (35681/2024)

'i



Between

Advocate

Accepted as above

Advocate

Accepted as above

CATURE, ORISSA, CUTTACK
4-REG\^^ 

No ■2ox3>
5

VERSUS

Dated. IheCST^.K?):^....20 3L^

Appellant/’
i

Respondent I dpprParty‘“'

Know all men by these present, that by this Vakalatnama

iAve.,„^.rcLtii.a
.... .........................................

...................

Appellant / Respondent / Petitioner / Opposite Party in the aforesaid Revision / ^peal case do . 
hereby appoint and retain SRI Bl "7^ 

appear for me/u^in the above case and to conduct and prosecute (or oefend) the same and all 
proceedings that may be taken in respect of any application connected with the same, or any » 
decree or order passed therein including all applications for return of documents or receipt of any 
money that may be payable to me/us in the said case & also in applications for review, appeals 
under Orissa High Court. Order & in applications for leave to appeal to Supreme Court. I/We authorise 
my/our Advocate(s) to admit any compromise lawfully entered In the said case.

Received from the executant(s) 
satisfied and accepted as I hold 
no brief for the other side.

Advocate . /

Accepted as above

Advocate Nv^

Accepted as above^^^

SIGNATURE OF EXECUTANT(S)



Date Of Receiving: 02/12/2024 Time : 12:24:26 PM

Court Tee -Rs. 12 (35473/2024)

COMPUTERISED FILING COUNTER 
ORISSA HIGH COURT,CUTTACK 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SLIP
> ■

Seat No : 7
Branch No : WRIT APPEAL
Receipt No : 147152/2024
Filing No ; WA/1058/2023
Case No : WA/1058/2023
Received From : Respondent (3)
Filed By: M/S PRAFULLA KUMAR MOHAPATRA 
Document(s) Filed :
5- Vakalatnama — (Misc Case No- 2741/2023)
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 rrs
entered in the said case.

tAn

<■

FgQi

CIC.77?A

5W^Fn*
J

SIGNATURE OF THE EXECUTANTS .

C>\A'’7

BH'

0U>iX-

Defendant / Opp. Party 
Respondent/ Accused

now all men by these presents, that by this Vakalatnama

J

■Dated, the

Received from Use Executant (s) satisfied and 
accepted.as Ufold no brief for the other side.

Advocate
Accepted as abOBe

Advocate
Afi^oted as above.

3'4^! .
of S( 

Plaintiff/Petitioner 
. Appellant

■-

:r-’

. <.

»*

r'”'

■ i ' ■ "v V

VAKA
IN THE HIGH'COURT OF JUDICATURE

L 'SlKfWrj*

j’

Versus

’■|/We U

: 9|C- J-zlX^ 
■PoYi^S-

- Ifs
oj

 I-,—
----------------------- :------- 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- /____
pWlritiff / Defendant / Ap^lant / 

Respsndent! Petitioner / Opposite Party in the aforesaid Revision / Appeal / Case do hereby appoint and retain
Sri A kv<V\^'V  
KA.Iyi^uv<^^ PkAUHz^>K4A-v.^^.Chl-rlp-P-S,'^'l/^00-:^.-»>a> . gSQ 

C^&/-Af^yA Q" :____
Advocate (s) to appear for me / us in the above case and to conduct and prosecute (or defend) the same and all 
proceedings that may be taken in respect of any application connected with the same or any degree or order 
passed therein including all applications for return of documents or receipt of arf" 
me / us in the said case and also in applications for review in appeals under Odi !S

■wir

Appeal . ^■

©k ZV /J . No./ C> f?.

oS
/ '■

• I


	ORDER SHEET_WA-1058-2023  
	ORDER NO.03 DTD.02.12.2024
	OFFICE NOTES
	STAMP REPORT 
	INDEX
	SYNOPSIS ON BEHALF OFTHE APPELLANTS  [A] 
	DATE CHART ON BEHALF OFTHE APPELLANTS [B] 
	Writ Appeal  [1-13]
	S.R
	PRAYER
	Annexure-1  Certified copy of the orderdated 25.01.2022 passed in & WPC (OAC) No.2021 of 2005  [14-18]  
	APPEARANCE MEMO 
	I.A. NO-2741-2023 FLAG_A
	PRAYER
	I.A. NO-2742-2023
	PRAYER
	MEMO
	VAKALATNAMA 
	Track Consignment FLAG-N 
	Track Consignment FLAG-O
	W.A. No. 614 of 2023
	VAKALATNAMA 



