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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.A. No.1529 of 2023

State of Odisha and others Appellants
Mr. M K. Khuntia, Addl. Govt. Advocate
-versus-
Banamali Panda and another . Respondents
CORAM:

HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO

ORDER
Order No. 08.10.2024
1.A. No. 4044 of 2023
01. This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

2. Issue notice on the question of limitation to the respondents by
Speed/Registered Post with AD fixing a short returnable date,
requisites for which shall be filed within threc days.

3. List this matter on 12.11.2024.

(Chakradhgri Sharan Singh)
Chief Justice

¢
(Savitri Ratho)

Judge
S.K. Guin/PA.



Order No.

02.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.A. No. 1529 of 2023

State of Odisha and others L Llppellants

Mr. K.C. Kar, Government Advocate
~ -versus-
1. Banamali Panda ' ... Respondents

2. The Accountant General (A&E),
Odisha, Bhubaneswar

' CORAM:
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO

ORDER |
14.11.2024 |

LA. No.4043 of 2023

This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

2. Mr. K.C. Kar, learned Government Advocate under!takes to file

the certified copy of the impugned order within two weeks.
3. Considering the said submission, this application is disposed of.

4. The certified copy of the impugned order shall be filed within

two weeks as undertaken. i

1

ILA. No.4044 of 2023

5. The office note indicates that the postal tracking report is back

with the noting that ‘item delivered’.

|
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6. Since no counsel appears on behalf of the respondents, list this

matter on 28.11.2024.

7. The Registry is directed to verify if any counsel has appeared'

on behalf of respondent No.1 and indicate his/her name in the cause

list. ' | L

(Chakrad ari Sharan Singh)
Chtef J ustue v

(Savitri Ratho) -
Judge »
S. Behera/A Nanda .
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03.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.A. No. 1529 of 2023

State of Odisha and others Appellants

-~ Mr. K.C. Kar, Government Advocate
, -versus- -
Baramali Panda and another Respondents

Mr. P.K. Mohapatra, Advocate
CORAM:
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO

ORDER
28.11.2024
This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

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

SK Jena/Secy.

respondents submits that the case is covered by the decision of this
Court dated 20.11.2023 in W.A. No.1134 of 2023 (State of Odisha
and anbther Vs. Sudhansu Sekhar Jena and Others), but the same
has been challenged by the State of Odisha before the Supreme Court
in SLP(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 to 10.12.2024,

3. Hence, list this matter on 10.12.2024 along with W.A. No.614 of
2023 and batch. ‘

(Chakradhiari Sharan Singh)
Chief Justice

(Savitri Ratho)
Judge
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INTHF HIGH COU I’}'I.' OF ORISSA, CUTTACK

W.AL No. __Jol2023
(Arising out of W.P. (C) No. 30498/2022,
Disposed of on 24.11.2022)

Statc of Odisha & Anr. —...Appellants
-Versus-
Banamali Panda ....Respondents

INDIEX

Sl. No. Description of documents Pages
1. Synopsis A
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3. Writ Appeal 01-12

4. Annexure-1
Certified copy of the order
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A

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK

W.A. No. ry@-q’ of 2023

State of Odisha & Anr. ....Appellants
-Versus-
Banamali Panda ....Respondents

SYNOPSIS ON BEHALF OF
THE APPELLANTS

The appellants have filed the aforesaid Writ
Appeal challenging the judgment and order dated
24.11.2022 passed in W.P. (C) No. 30498/2022 by
which the HMHon’blc Single. Judge has directed the
appcllants to extend all such benefits in favour of the
writ petitioner in terms of the directions given by the

Courts in the cases namcly (i) Nityananda Biswal —

Vrs.- State of Odisha & others and (i) T.A. No.11 of

1993, disposced of on 21.10.1994 (Bhagaban Patnaik —
Vrs.- State of Qdisha).

Cuttack \w( &
Date: ¢y~ 1215 Addl Swarding Counscl
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B

IN THE HIGH COURT OIF ORISSA, CUTTACK
W.A. No. ' 9%3 of 2023
!

State ol Odisha & Anr. .... Appellants

Banamali Panda

-Versus-

Respondents

DATE CHART ON BEHALF OF

L. 12.03.1979

R

18.07.2009

2

01.09.2009

3. 24.11.2022

Cuttack

Date : }qﬁr 2_}

THE APPELLANTS

The Respondent No.l entered into service as

Job Contract Amin .

The Respondent No.l was brought over to
recgular establishment vide memo No.1291 dt.

18.07.2009 of Collcctor, Rayagada.

The Respondent No.l was joined in the

regular post.

The Respondent No.! retired from service on

attaining the age of superannuation.

The impugned order was passcd by this

Hon’ble Court.

=
Ad c&‘tan’d ing Counscl
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In the matter of :

In the matter of :

srosanted an, | 0] 7] 2022

Regi%al‘

In the matter of :
1.

o

W.A. No. ]5 ol 2023
(Arising out of W.P. (C) No. 30498/2022,
Disposed of on 24.11.2022)

NAUPEESTEF

. .zl EN

5E Gk RAS

H 2NN

T e 'f"
MO RUPEES frey

Code No. 31160V

An appeal under Article-4 of the
1948

read with Clause-10 of the Letter

Orissa High Court Orders,

Patent of the Orissa I1ligh Court;

And

An appeal challenging the judgment
and order dated 24.11.2022 passed
in W.P. (C) No. 30498/2022 by the
IHon’ble Single Judgce;

And

State of Odisha represented through
its  Secrctary, Government  of

Odisha, Revenue &  Disaster
Management Department, l.ok Seva
Dist.-

Bhawan, Bhubancswar,

Khurda.

Dircctor of Land Records Surveys,
& Consolidation, Odisha, Board of
At/Po/ist.- f

Revenue, Cuttack,

Cuttack. e ez

A 1 - LA kb et e - & s
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6.

N

S

Collector and District Magistratc,
Rayagada, AUP.O./Dist.- Rayagada.
Dy. Director of Consolidation,
Balasore, At/P.O/Dist.- Balasore.
Tahasildar, K. Singhpur, At/P.O- K.
Singhpur, Dist.- Rayagada.
Secretary to Govt. of Odisha,
Finance Department, .ok Scva
Bhawan, ‘I-Shubgneswar, Dist.
Khurda.

| ...APPELLANTS
(Opposite Party Nos.I & 6
" in the writ application)

-VIERSUS-
Banamali Panda,aged about 70
vears,S/0. [ate Purna Chandra

Panda,At:.Goliha. P.O.- Dungura,

Dist.- Baldsore, Retd. Asst.

Revenue Inspector under the
Collector, Rayagada. AUP.O./Dist.-
Rayagada.

...RESPONDENT
(Petitioner in the writ application)

The Accountant General (A&E),

Odisha, Bhubancswar

PROFORMA RESPONDENT

(Opposite Party No.7
in the writ application)



(The matter out of which this writ appecal arises
was before this Hon’ble Court in W.P. (C) No.
3049872022, disposed of on 24.11.2022)
To
The Hon'ble Chief Justice and His
[.ordships companion justices of the High

Court of Orissa.

The humble memorandum of appeal of the

above named Appcllants;

Most Respectfully Sheweth:

l. That the appellants challenge herewith the order
dated 24.11.2022 passed in W.P. (C) No. 30498/2022
by which the Hon’ble Single Judge has directed the
appcellants 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 (1) T.A. No.11 of
1993, disposed of on 21.10.1994 (Bhagaban Patnaik —

Vrs.- State of Odisha).

2. That the Respondent No.l approached this
Hon’bic Court in W.P(C) No. 30498 of 2022 with a
prayer for a direction to the appcllants to grant him
pension and pensionary benefits by counting his entire
past scrvice rendered under J.C. and  regular

establishment.

" et e ke o e m e



s i -

4 ek e

g A s

-

3. That, the facts giving risc to file the aloresaid
writ petition was that the Respondent No. 1 entered into
service as Amin on 12.03.1979 under Dy. Director of
Consolidation, Balasorc . While continuing as such he
was regularized in Service of Asst. Revenue linspector
Post vide Memo No. 1291 dated 18.07.2009 issued by
the  Collector, Rayagada. He was relieved  from
Consolidation Olfice, and joined in the regular post on
01.09.2009. Subscquently he retired on 29.02.2012 on

attaining the age of superannuation.

4. That it was allcged in the writ petition that after
retirement, the Respondent No.l was granted minimum
pension on the basis of the period of service rendered
by him in the regular establishment. In other words, the
period of service rendered by the applicant in the job
contract cstablishment was not taken into account for
the purpose of pension for which the Respondent No. 1

filed the aforesaid writ petition with the prayers as

atorcsaid.
5. That the aforesaid writ application was taken up

for hearing before this Ton'ble Court on 24.11.2022
and was disposed of vide order dated 24.11.2022
dirccting the appellants to extend all such benefits in
favour of the writ petitioner in terms ol the judgment
about which it has been stated in the preceding

paragraphs. The certified copy of the order dated
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24.11.2022 passed in W.P. (C) No. 30498/2022 is

filed herewith as Annexure-1.

(A)

(B)

Being aggricved by the judgment and
order dated 24.11.2022 passed in W.P. (C)
No. 30498/2022 under Annexure-1 by the
Hon’ble Single Judge, the appellants beg
to prefer this Appcal on the following

grounds amongst others;

GROUNDS
For that the impugned order under Annexure-]
is wrong, illegal, crroncous and has been passed
in contravention of the provisions of OCS

(Pension) Rules, 1992.

lror that the Hon'ble Single Judge while passing
the impugned order under Annexurc-1 though

has noticed the judgment rendered by a Division

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

1991 dccided on 24.3.1992, yet was complctely
oblivious of the dircctions contained therein. It
was specifically held in Q.J.C. No.2147 of 1991
(Scttlement Class-1V Job Contract Lmployces
Union, Balasore-Mayurbhanj  District  —Vrs.-
State of Odisha & others) that for the purposc of
calculating the pensionary benelits so much of
their earlicr service pertod shall be reckoned so
as to make them eligible tor pension. These

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

o AT s e men e v

o e e e vem
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was completely lost sight of by the FHon’ble
Single Judge while passing the impugned order.
Therefore, the impupened order is vulnerable and

is liable to be sel aside.

For that much rcliance has been placed by the
Ion’ble Single Judge in the impugned judgment
under Annexurc-1 to the directions contained in
the casc 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 casc having been upheld
by the Apex Court, the same was the scttled
position of law and accordingly the impugned

dirccuons have been passed. True 1t is the

judgment in Nityananda Biswal's case was

uphceld by the Apex Court in Special Leave to
Appcal (C) CC WNo.12573 ol 2015, But
nonctheless the SLP so filed by the State
Government was  dismissed at the stage of

admission with the following orders :

“The Special l.cave Pctition 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 ol W.P. (C) No.



<

30498/2022 has placed reliance upon the same
and has disposed of the writ application vide
order dated 24.11.2022 with the dircctions 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 ol the Special
L.eave 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
pctition 'ﬁlcd‘by the State Government would not
necessarily mean that the judgment rendercd 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
challenging the judgment of the learned Tribunal
in O.A. No.3020(C) of 2003 (Nityananda
Biswal) and the writ application having bcen
dismissed on 09.04.2014, the Special leave
Petition as aforesaid was filed before the Apex
Court which camc to be dismissed by order

dated 13.07.2015 which has been quoted
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hercinabove. Bul in view of the judgment of the,
IHon’ble Apex Court in Sulekha Pradhan’s.case,
mere dismissal of the SL.P 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 1s lable 1o be set aside.

(1) Tor 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 24.03.1992 and
this was so held by the another bench of this
Ion'ble  Courl  while  deciding W.P.(C)
No.11503 ol 2003, decided on 07.02.2019.
While disposing of W.P.(C) No.11503 of 2003,
it was held

“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
bc given benefit only on the basis of the
carlier division bench judgment in QIC
No0.2147 of 1991 decided on 24.3.1992
thereby the past period ol service of the

opposite partics which is required only to




“:\

\_~

.-
«\7, “g
'; I

e l\-
t;" K

P 4(". - v 85
A
9. ’ 100 ZuB/'wé
§ N/
\& \‘}%

S RAR AU

make them eligible for pens

taken into consideration.”

In view of the above, the conclusion is
inescapable that the decision of this FHon’ble
- Court in W.P.(C) No.14244 of 2006 is no more
the good law and cannot be pressed into scrvice
as has been donc by the Hon'ble Single Judge.
Thercfore, the Hon’ble Single Judge has
completely erred in law in passing the impugned
order and as such thc same is liable to be set
asidc.

(L) For that the impugned order under Annexure-|
has taken note of the order passed in T.A. No. 11
of 1993 decided by the erstwhile Odisha
Administrative  Tribunal  on  21.10.1994
(Bhagaban Patnaik -—-Vrs.- State of Odisha) the
SLP. filed thercunder by the State in SLP(C)
No.13916 of 1995 also came {0 be dismissed on
17.07.1995. Therefore, rcliance has also been
placcd on the samc in the impugned judgment.
This approach on the part ol the Hon’ble Single
Judge is equally erroncous inasmuch as the
judgment rendered in 1A, No.Il of 1993 has
taken into account the Odisha Pension Rules,
1977 and the employece retired ﬁ'om Government
service on 31.08.1988. Therefore, the pensionary
benefits duc and admissible to the petitioner in

1.A. No.1l of 1993 was governcd under 1977
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Rules. On the contrary the petitioner in the
present casc retired from Governiment service on
31.1.2021 by which ume 1977 Rules wci"e
repealed and OCS (Pension) Rules, 1992 was in
placc which came into force w.e.f. 1.4.1992.
Therefore, the pension of the Respondent is to be
governed 1992 Rules. The judgment in T.A.
No.11 ol 1993 having been decided under the
repcaled 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 rcliance upon the same

which vitiates the impugned judgment.

For that the Hon’ble Single Judge has failed to
take note of the statwory provision contained in
Sub-rule (6) of Rule-18 of the OCS (Pension)
Rules which was inscried to the Rules by virtue
ol an amendment w.e.f. 01.09.2001. Sub-rule (6)
of Rule-18 of the Rules rcads as follows:-
“18(6) Notwithstanding anything
contained in Clauses (i) and (i11) of Sub-
rule (2), a person who is initially
appointed in a job contract cstablishment
and 1 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

ol his qualifying scrvice in  regular




(@)

(1)

establishment and would render him

cligible 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 illcgality. Be it stated that the
impugned dircction is contrary to the prevailing

law and hence, the same 15 unsustainable.

For that undisputedly the writ petitioner is in
receipt of the minimum pension. 1t is submitted
that in view of the above, only that period of
scrvice which makes the writ petitioner cligible
for pension has been taken into account towards
qualifying service so as to make the writ
pctitioner cligible for minimum pension. The
residual service in the job contract establishment
is not liable to be taken into account for the
purposc of qualifying service and conscquential

grant of full pension.

FFor that the impugned order is otherwisc bad in

law and is liable to be set aside.



Under these circumstances the Appellants most
humbly pray that this Hon’ble Court be graciously’
pleased o Admit this Appeal, Call for the Records and
after hecaring the partics be pleased 1o sct aside the
impugned order dated 24.11.2022 passed in W.P. (C)

No. 30498/2022 under Annexure-1;

And for this act of kindness the Appellants shall
as in duty bound cver pray.,

By the Appellants through

Cuttack , ‘\
Date: 7} \If[;?,? \ -

AddIT Standing Coungel

CERTIFICATI:

Certified that the grounds set forth ahove are
good grounds to challenge and 1 undertake to support

the same at the time of hearing.

Further certitied that Cartridge papers are not

N\ s

(HARE KRUSIUINA PANIGRALD)
ADDL. STANDING COUNSEI,

Enrolment No. 0 - [66.6/ [9 95
Mobile No. 9861066138

available.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA;CUTTACK

W.P.(c) No. /2022

(Code No. )

In the matter of:

Banamali Panda, aged about 69 years, S/o. Late Purna
Chandra Panda, At:-Goliha, P.O.-Dungura, Dist-Balasore,

Retd. Asst. Revenue Inspector under the Collector,
Rayagada, AV/P.O/Dist.- Rayagada.

........'.Petitioner .

Versus

I. State of Odisha represented through its Secretary,

Govt. of Odisha, Revenue and Disaster Management
Department, Lok Seva Bhawan, Bhubaneswar, Khordha.

2. Director of Land Records, Surveys and Consolidation, .

Odisha, Board of Revenue, Cuttack, At/Po/Dist-Cuttack.

3. Collector and Disirict Magistrate, Rayagada ,
AUP.O./Dist- Rayagada |
4. Dy. Director ofConsolidation, Balasore,
AUP.O/Dist-Balasore .
5. Tahasildar, K. Singhpur,
AUP.O.- K. Singhpur, Dist.- Rayagada.
6. Secretary to Govt. of Odisha, Finance Department,
Lok Seva Bhawan, Bhubaneswar, Khordha.

7. Accountant General (A & E), Odisha, Bhubaneswar,

AVP.O.- Bhubaneswar, Dist. Khordha.

e Opp. parties.
TRUE COPY ATTESTED

Estab/isw Xnoer,
Consonlida " nch
Board o évenue,

Odisha, Cuttack.




Qrder No.

01.

v

INTHE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
WG No. 30408 of 2022

Banarmali Panda Peiitioner

e -,
NoNohannirn, ddvnens

State of OQdisha and others Oprosite Partics

LI . o\ J SRR 4 . -
M Loets DI, RN (
’ . e
Mr S Poire,
-~
N

Steding Counsel for accourian: Ceneril,
CORAM:

JUSTICE ALK MOHAPATRA

ORDER
2.4.11.2022

1. This matter is taken up through Hybrid Arreagamen: (Vimual

/2hysical Mode).

2. Mr. S.K. Patra, learned Standing Counsel, whd usuaily

3

~

appears for..the Accountant General, Qdisha, submiis  iha

Accountant General, Odisha is not 2 necessanv periy at this siage ot
the proceeding. Therefore, the name of Opposite Partv No.7-
Accountant Generel, Odisha be deleted from the cause iitle of in

writ petition.
In view of such submission, office is directed to deleie the
name of Opposite Party No.7 from the cause title of the writ

petition.

3. ',‘Hf_sn_rd lenmed counsel for the Petitloner and learned
Additlonal Qovernment Advocate appearing for the State=Opposite
Partles.

4,  The Potitioncr hns flled this wrlt petitlon scgkigg direction to
the Opposite Partles to count hls past service (ghﬁﬁ'&éd in the Job-

TRUE COPY ATTESTED

Establishmg rcerﬁ.
Consolidd anch
Board of Revenue,

Odisha, Cuttack.




benefit within a supulated period.
5. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended that similar
matter has come up before this Court in O.J.C. No. 2405 of 1985

and alter constitution ol the Odisha Administrative Tribunal, the

samc was (ransferred to the Tribunal and registered as "I"A. No. 11
ol 1993. The said casc was disposed of on 21.10.1994 by the lcarned
Tribunal by following the decisions ol the Apex Court and by giving
direction to the competent authority to count the past scrvice
rendered by the pu.(monu”!g Jg“b_vC.or\lmu Cstablishment towards
pension and pms:omuy"ﬂr)cncht ~and; c:ﬁa""such orders were passed,
pension of the Pg/l(lOl;\ér tQvas dnrcc{ed tofbc c'tlcu!atcd drawn and
disbursed in HIS\fll Sur \vuhm mo nonths -fr?}x t
G \': 7?‘{1
v qia?t _)Udomc‘[}t‘ : éi\lQ{dCl o.lssggglg A. No. 11 of
allenged beforest

}) N ?\( Court by the State ywhich was
)l {, !
ide Qrder dated L¥ 999.
?&' &},’fﬁv{ék‘g, ) ﬁ

6. It is farther contende anm matte also come up

before this Colitt in O.J.C. l\fO, 214'7 of 1991,;9 h was decided on

24.03.1992 and%ﬂs C@(/r{.{}ﬁv C;O}‘g'%iii’[h case of Job Contract
employees for rcgmtionmoﬁws Fiice and for pension and
pensionary benefits. In O.A. No. 3020 (C) of 2003 (Nityananda
Biswal v, State of Orissa and others), the Tribunal vide order acated
04.01.2004 also dirceted that the perlod of the engagement of the
Potltioner In Job contrnot establishment should be taken Into account
as quallfylng serviee and accordingly hls ponslon and other
penslonary benefits bo rovised nad puld to the Potitloner thereln, Tho
order passad In O.A. No. 3020 (C) of 2003 was nlso ohallenged by
tho Stato boforo thls Court in W.P.(C) No. 14244 of 2006. This

e date of receipt

of the cop

/n_‘

1993 was

dismissed

TRUE COPY ATTESTED

EstabushQr?@f/ ke,

ConsolidaA Aanch
Board of Rejvenue,
Odisha, Cuttack.

T ey



Jugabundhy

- le-

Court vide order dated 09.04.2014 dismissed the wril applicatic
¢ ation

preferred by the state against the order passed by the Tribung The
0. 12573 of 2015
against the order passed by this Court in W.P(C) No.

state also preferred Spectal Teave to Appeal (C) N

2006, which was dismissced by the epex Court vide order dated

13.07.2015.

7. earncd counsel for the Ste, on the other hand, draws

attention of this Court’s judgment dated 19" April, 2022 passed in

WPC(OAC) No0.2276 of 2012 in the case of Judhisir Padhy vrs.

State of Odisha and others, which was delivered by a single Beneh

AT 4 AT
L L“‘ T s

of this Court. On,sugx growitls, uunr*d ((mnsc.l for the State
submits that the pz}glejb‘*:ouom fo* y 'thc pctitioner is  not

maintainable dnd%y‘s ot uytrtled to pcnsnomﬁﬁacr efits as has been

claimed by unl; 7 Thereford gp@/.,; A'rfrejer.tlon of. l[ writ petition at
R E

l\
the threshald in view of thm{(u g,mctnt of the single Bench passed | in

|],

Qi y Y

the case otV udlyisir Padhy vrstiSV(('?le of Qdisha apd gthers (supm)
* ) *

8. In view of the above sct;lcdaposmon of lawimotlung remains

’33
(

..- ‘—-_

to be rcconsideged by this (,ourt Accordmg tht Opposite Partics
are directed to ex r&d mM%SCfﬁ; %ﬁvo{ of the Petitioner in
terms of the dircctions glVCn by-thesCOurts as mentioned above, as
expeditiously as possible, preferably within a period of three months
from the date of communication of the certified copy of the order.

9.  With the above obscrvation/direction, the writ petition stands
disposcd of,

Urgent certified copy of this order be granted on proper
application. e e

gcYT AK. Mo M\Dflﬂ&‘mf

TRUE COPY ATTESTED

()
fnb("7
Consotid a ”C"
Board O nue.

Gdisha, Cuttack
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ODISHA: CUTTACK -
WA No. ’\SD‘%F 2023.

-

t_//

State of Orissa & Ors AppellantfPetitioners

-Versus-

— @amqmqﬁz/?a ;’\96‘ e - .

RespondentﬁOpp Par’ues

APPEARANCE MEMO

_ -the petitioners/AppaliaRt - SRR

CUTTACK
Dt. X "+20

=
Addtlé_m Adveeaie/

Addl Standing Counsel
HPRL KRUSINA PANTGRI
EnNe- 0666 995

Mon - qgél el t2

e ——

vt AL e <ot e



e st

e TR —
u R
/(Eﬂm"“‘“
. , 17 ~.:" 7 el S
® {0y .‘Zir"""z

IN THLE HIGH COURT OF ()RISS/\

iy

aFIVE nupls

/A »—.-"‘1

1.A. No. 0l 2023
(Arising out of W.A. No. 5____ 01 2023) (P )
’ S}:E.:wm ONE RUPEE fﬁii
In the matter of - e e .

An application for dispensing under
Rule 27(a) of Chapter- VI of the
Orissa High Court Rulcs;

And
In the matter of :

State of Odisha & Anr.
..Appcllants/Petitioners

-Versus-

Banamali Panda
..Respondent/Opposite Party
The Hon'ble Chief Justice and Iis
.ordships companion justices of the

Fon’ble High Court of Orissa.

The humble petition of the above

namcd Appcllants/petitioners;

Most Respectfully Sheweth:

. That the Appellants/petitioners have filed the
accompanying writ Appcal challenging the judgment

and order dated 24.11.2022 passcd in W.P. (C) No.

\/ 30498/2022 under Anncxure-1.

2. ‘That for betier appreciation of facts, the contents

of the writ appeal filed by the petitioners may kindly




be weated as a part and parcel of this interim

application.
3. That the petitioners as appellants challenging the

order dated 24.11.2022 under Annexure-l to the writ
appeal, passed in W.P. (C) No. 30498/2022. The
original / certificd copy of the said order is not
available with the petitioners at present and they shall
apply for the same and as soon as rceeipt of the
certificd copy of the said order, the same shall be filed
before this Hon'ble Court for which the filing of
certilied Copy of the order dated 24.11.2022 under
Annexure-1 1o the writ appeal may kindly be dispensed
with for the time being.
PRAYLR

[t is therclore humbly prayed that in view of the
aloresaid facts and circumsiances, filing of certified
" copy of the impugned order dated 24.11.2022 passed in
W.P. (C) No. 30498/2022  under Anncxure-1 to the
writ appeal may kindly be dispensed with the time
being and the petitioners undertake that the same shall
be filed before this Hon'ble Court as soon as obtaining
from the Hon'ble Court.

And for this act of kindness, the appellants/
petitioners shall as in duty bound cver pray.

By the appellants/petitioners through
Cuttack

<7
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ycars, S/o- Late Baidyanath

AUP.O.-Chandinichowk,

authorized by the

behall.

&)

..;0 mwu‘&‘)f‘

records.

] f}\ Idumllcd by
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13y R “Advocate’s Clerk, A.G™s Office

AFFIDAVIT

working as Director, land Rccords,

Consolidation, QOdisha, Board of

best of my knowledge

CERTIFICATE:

]
S. TNl A o ie DXath tyy Lhye.
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. Sri Tushar Kanta Mohanty, aged about 57

Mohanty, presently

Survey &

Revenue Building,
Town/Dist.-Cuttack,  do

hereby solemnly affirm and state as follows:-

1. That 1 am the Appcllant/Petitioner No.2 in
the aforesaid casc and | have been duly
other  Appellants/

Petitioners to swear this Affidavit on their

That the lacts stated above are true 10 the

and based on

\;\fmka/ K&z@c\ ?“()L‘/‘\’ﬁf__

DEPONENT

Land Records Survey & Cunsolidaen
Board of Revenue, Odisha, Cuttack

Certified that Cartridge papers arc not available
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o 016661905
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. e B e A 4 e



INTHE HIGH COURT OFF ORISSA, CUTTACK

Al A 02023

1.A. No.

(Arising of W.A. No. r&m of 2023)
In the matter ol : '
An_ application U/s.5 of the
[.imitation Act;

. And
In the matter of
State ot Odisha & Anr.
...Appcllants/Petitioners
-Versus-

Banamali Panda

...Respondent/Opposite Party
To .
The Fon’ble Chiel Justice and His [.ordships

Companion Justices of the Hon’ble High Court

of Orissa.

The humble  petition  of  the

appellants/petitioners named above;

Most Respectfully Sheweth:-

. That the appcellants/petitioners have filed the
accompanying writ Appcal challenging the judgment
and order dated 24.11.2022 passed in W.P. (C) No.
30498/2022 under Annexure-1.

That the averments made in the writ appeal may




(O]

That the impugned order having been passed on
24.11.2022, the appeal ought to have been filed on or
before Q012 20021t 1\ respectfully submitted that
on receipt of the order under Annexure-1, the
Government in Revenue & Disaster Management
Department moved the Taw Department secking their
views. The Law Department have decided to file Writ
Appeal challenging the order under Annexure-1 and
accordingly communicated their vicws to the Revenue
& Disaster Management  Department o file Writ
Appeal. Accordingly, the Government i Revenue &
Disaster Management Department vide Letter dated
02.05.2023 authorized the Director, Land Records &
Surveys, Board of Revenue, Odisha for liling wril
appeal in consultation with the office of the Advocate
General, Odisha. The Additional Sceretary,
Consolidation Wing submitted the proposal along with
all the records in the office of the Advocate General for
filing writ appeal vide Letier dated 1§ 05.2023. The
s
lcarned Advocate General entrusted the file to the Law

Officer on 8F.56.2023 where aller the Writ Appeal was



.

LS
preparcd and sent for vetling and after \X )
SN
—

' . . \-'\\" -
appeal was made recady and . is being filed 7On

4. ‘I’hat the delay caused in filing the writ appeal
was ncither intentional nor deliberate but due to
unavoidablc circumstances beyond the reasonable
control of the appellants/petitioners.
5., That unless the delay caused in filing the writ
appcal is condoned, the appcilants/petitioners will be
highly prejudiced.
PRAYLR

Under these circumstances, the appellants/
petitioners most humbly prays that this Fon’ble Court
may graciously be plcased to condone the delay caused
in filing the Writ Appeal o'n any terms and conditions
as may be deemed it and proper;

And for this act of kindness. the appellants/
petitioners shall as in duty bound cver pray.

By the appcllants/Petitioners through

Cuttack

Datc : § }f-a—*')_}

AddiTStanding Counsel
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Sri Tushar Kanta Mohanty, aged clboul\S’? -
vears, S/o- lLatc Baidyanath Mohanty, presently
working as  Director, land Records, Survey &
Consolidation, Odisha, Board of Revenue Building,
AU/P.Q.-Chandinichowk, Town/Dist.-Cuttack, do

hereby solemnly affirm and state as follows:-

. That T am the Appellant/Petitioner No.2 in
the aforcsaid case aud 1 have been duly
authorized by the other  Appcellants/
Petitioners to swear this Affidavit on their

hehalf,

12

That the facts stated above are true o the

best of my knowledge and based on

r)- T3 v..,"" Py
o~ L ..) 0.
e

records.
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N) g/f\u/r) @Qﬁ\m“ PTPONEN

Advocate’s Clerk, A.G’s Office D e"LO:,

Land Racords Survey & Cons
Board of Revenue, Odisha, Cul.>

.,..l ;t« -.'\'V

CLERTIFICATL

Certified that Cartridge papers are not available
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA,

A No. A7 ra003
(Arising out of W.A, 'No._/’_&f&%__ 0f2023)

In the matter of :

- Tar, "‘7., Tk
,-,»‘,‘?"‘-Lﬁ.:v i 25 ‘;,,'
R
An application for stay under Rule
27(a) of Chapter- VI of the Orissa
Iigh Court Rules;
And
In the matter of :

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

-Versus-

Banamali Panda

...Respondent/Opposite Party

To

The FHon’ble Chiel Justice and  Iis
lLordships  companion justices of the ..

Honble High Court of Orissa.

The humble petition of the above

named Appcllants/petitioners;

That the Appellants/petitioners have filed the
accompanying writ Appcal challenging the judgment
and order dated 24.11.2022 passed in W.P. (C) No.

30498/2022 under Annexure-1.



[ —

Datc :C\"} ‘.—}: L)

2. That the averments made in the Writ Appeal

may form a part of this application.

-

3. That the Appellants/petitioners have a prima-
facic case to succeced and the balance of convenience

lice in favour ol Uie Appellants/Petitioners.
P

4. That unless operation of the order under
Annexure-1 dated 24.11.2022 is stayed, the appellants/

petitioners will sustain irrcparable loss and injury.

PRAYTR

Under these circumstances, the appellants/
petitioners most humbly pray that this IMHon’ble Court
be graciously pleased to stay operation of the order
under Annexure-1 dated 24.11.2022 passed in W.P. (C)
No. 30498/2022 pending disposal of the accompanying
writ appeal;

And for this act of kindness, the appellants/

petitioners shall as in duty bound cver pray.

By the appeliants/petitioners through
Cuttack

Addl. Styndi g{%imsel



AFFIDAVIT

1, Sri Tushar Kanta Mohanty, aged about ST
years, S/o- latc Baidyanath Mohanty, “presently

working as Director, l.and Rccords, Survey &

Consolidation, Qdisha, Board of’ Revenue Building,

AUP.O.-Chandinichowk, Town/Dist.-Cuttack,  do

hereby solemnly aflirm and state as [ollows:-

1. ‘That | am the Appellant/Petitioner No.2 in
the aforesaid casc and 1 have been duly

authorized by the other Appellants/

Petitioners to swear this Affidavit on their
bechalf.

That the facts stated above are truc (o the

19

best of my knowledge and bascd on
records.

ldentified by

Vﬂ\ﬁxp
M@V\Qm @@ﬁag \é}}%&{‘”j t(“}v —

Advocate’s Clerk, A.G’s Office Director,
Land Records Survey 8 Consolidation
8nard of Revenue, Odisha, Cuttack

CERTIFICATI:

Certilied that Cartridge papers arc not available
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wSCANNED' *ORISSA HIGH COURT,CUTTACK
VT ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SLIP

ScatNo:7

Branch No : WRIT APPEAL

Receipt No : 130613/2024 Date Of Receiving : 21/10/2024 Time : 04:00:24 PM
Filing No : D- WA 1529/2023

Case No : WA 1529/2023

Received From : Petitioner

Filed By: ADDL.STANDING COUNSEL
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTAC

W.ANo. 1529 of 2023

State of Orissa & Ors

ooooo

-Versus-

BanamaliPanda ..o e Respondents

Postage stamp of Rupees 40/-(Rupees Forty) only, along with written
process and the copy of limitation filed herewith for service of notice on

Respondent in limitation matter in the aforesaid appeal through Registered
post with AD.

ks

Cuttack " ASC

For the Appellant
Date-21.10.2024

MOB NO: 9237183713
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Filing No : D- WA 1529/2023

Case No : WA 1529/2023

Received From : Petitioner

Filed By: ADDL.STANDING COUNSEL
Document(s) Filed :

2- REQUISITE FOR OPS --- (Misc Case No- 4044/2023) --- Postal Fee -Rs.40
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK

W.ANo. 1529 of 2023

State of Orissa & Ors e e Appellants

-Versus-

Banamali Panda ..o Respondents

Postage stamp of Rupees 40/-(Rupees Forty) only, along with written
process and the copy of limitation filed herewith for service of notice on
Respondent No. 2 in limitation matter in the aforesaid appeal through
Registered post with AD.

((Sqr%/
Cuttack "~ ASC
For the Appellant

Date-23.10.2024

MOB NO: 9237183713 W




Jo -

2 Pomamali g
~ Ho- Lade?cumq U\m&m fonda

‘ - GonJhQ.f@ N i 1




[ Y

~en

WY./SPPHYD - 2023 UIFE BT POST CARD

= PIN
(e $ 4R 7 3 frd shead a3t Do not write or print below this line)




11/8/24, 2:59 PM

(&) Sign In

India Post

— Dak Bewn-don Sewa

You are here Home>> Track Consignment
Track Consignment

* Indicates a required field.

* Consignment Number
, RO198772931IN

Article Type Delivery Location

Registered Letter Bhubaneswar G.P.O.

Event Details For : RO198772931IN
Current Status : Item Delivered(Addressee)

Date Time Office
301 0/202: -- 19:06:05 Bhubaneswar G.P.O. _
L 30/10/2024’ ) | 10:29:51 Bhubaneswar G.P.O.
-30/10/2024 - ‘ 10:00:03 Bhubaneswar G.P.O.
30/10/2024 - 09:48:59 Bhubaneswar G.P.O.
30/1 0/2024 B I, 08:58:54 Bhubaneswar RMS L1U
30/1 0/2024 B 08:55:37 Bhubaneswar CRC L1R
] 30/1 0/2024 o 08:50:07 Bhubaneswar CRC L1R
36110/2024 o 07:50:01 | Bhubaneswar CRC L1R
F.2911 0/2024 - ‘; 20:55-:21 Cuttack CRC L1R
N29/1 0/2024 I20:46:10 Cuttack CRC L1R
29/10/2024 ) 1"9:24:14 Cuttack CRC L1R
Home
About Us
Forms

hﬂps:llwww.indiapost.gov.in/_layoutsl1SIDORPortaI.Trackingfr rackConsignment.aspx

Track Consignment

Register

v A \& R = a
G263 3=
Azadl
T W‘Mahotsav
Quick hetp

Delivery Confirmed On
30/10/2024 19:06:05

Event

ltem Delwered(Addressee)
Out for Defuvery

ltem Recelved

+

ltem Received
" ltem Duspatched |
ltem Dlspatched
Item Bagged
-Iter_n Received
ltem“Dispatched
Item éagged

Item Received

12
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g T ORISSA HIGH COURT,CUTTACK |
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SLIP
Scat No : 7
Branch No : WRIT APPEAL
Receipt No : 140734/2024 Date Of Receiving : 13/11/2024  Time : 01:27:12 PM

Filing No : WA/1529/2023 |
Casc No : WA/1529/2023 - , |

Received From : Respondent (1)

' Filed By: M/S PRAFULLA KUMAR MOHAPATRA !

Document(s) Filed :
3- Vakalatnama --- Court IFée -Rs.12 (33411/2024)




TRV gy e/ W S RWWMETERIN YWY R Yy T TE T TR TR e Ty e

FORM OF VAKALATNAM?

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE ORISSA, CUTTACK

A« & TR o
wecg YO - 05/ A T 7 W A St vivercectl

-VERSUS-

\ = (\,\ : _P Opp.Party(ies)
2 A o\ o\,.\%\ |
Know all men by these presents, that by this Vakalatnama

we_Eon~o oS\ DQN&D\'( Yo - etz '///{"‘67\% chorep

‘D(‘N\%\\ AN U\m\\l‘\\,-&,\ Po ~N e bQ&f@O\\QQM

gv@\‘ P'gs:zx\, L=\ o S0 gngc&w,geo\\b\%%\ -
o Rocyegale  (REPL AN | ) | ' "

.Appel antl.Respondent7 F’e&ioner / Opp.pa\rﬁ; inthe application/ Wri/t Case do hereby appoint \
and retain PRAFULLA KUMAR MOHAPATRA (Advocate),En. No. O - 141/1990 :

Mobile No. 9437067454, SAUBHAGYA CHANDRA SAHOO (Advocate) En. No. O - 470/2007
Mobile No. 9777492518, ' '

At Darjee Sahi, P.O.- 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 connecled with.the same, or any decree 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. I/We duthorise
my/our Advocate (s) to admit any compromise lawfully in the said case.

oated..JQ.r/A..zo.k)r... '

Received from the execyfant (s)
Satisfied and accepted/as | hold

no brief for the other gide.

Acceptéd as above S ‘ f@MMﬂﬁ/ZCPM‘/Q |

Advocate

Accepted as above Signature of E‘x'e.cusant

Advocate
Accepted as above .
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~ SC P\ : COMPUTERISED FILING COUNTER
) 3 : ORISSA HIGH COURT,CUTTACK '
. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SLIP ;
Seat No : 7 _ ' [
Branch No : WRIT APPEAL !
R'eéeipt No : 144078/2024 Date Of Receiving : 21/11/2024 Tlme 12:58:44 PM

Filing No : WA/1529/2023 : '
Case No : WA/1529/2023 ' ' .

Received From : P'etitioner
Filed By: ADVOCATE FOR THE PETITIONER
Document(s) Filed : '

4- Certified Copy

5Aw%mbawwwkaf&ackwﬁéﬁwy0




W.A. No. 1529 of 2023

" State of Odisha & Ors "~ Appellants

- I
1

-Versus-

. Banamali Panda : Respondents

MEMO

i Certif‘ed Cdpy of the order dtd.24.11.2022 arising out of W.P.(C) Case
No 30498 of 2022 with authentication fees of Rs. 3.00 (Rupees three) Only is
filed hereW|th in the aforesaid appeal.

Addl. Sten&ing Counsel

Cuttack .
- For the Appellant

Date-21.11.2024



W.P.(6) No. L% 0 /4‘179 o2 |

(Code NoQ[( o0 )

INTHE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA; C UTTIA C K

In the matter of:
|

An apphcatlon under Article 226 and 227 of the Constitution
of India; . |

~AND . .
In the matter of:- o
o o
An application challenging the action/inaction on the part of
ety the opp. partles in not allowmg pension and pens1onary
@lb\a{%greseﬁte din Court benefits by countmg his- en‘are past services rendered under.
J.C. estt. and regular estt. desplte the’ prmcnples decided in
n/*B.O. ~0O.A.No. 30200 /2003, which has been affirmed in W.P. (c)
ﬂ\ No. 14244/2006 and in S.L.P.No. 12573/2015 as well as the
\ ~ benefits given o similarly situated persons.;
o AND
~ In the matter of: _
Banamali Panda, aged about 69 years, S/o. Lote Purna
Chandra Panda, At:-Goliha, P.O.- Dungura Dnst-Balasme
(L - Retd. Asst. Revenue Inspector under the Collector,
| Rayagada, At/P.O/Dlst.- Rayagada.-

. .:Petitioner .
Versus .
1. State of Odisha represented through its Secretary,
Govt. of Odisha, Révenue and Disaster .Management

Department, Lok Seva Bhawan, Bhubaneswar, Khordha.

Digital \;\--w 8
Signed by BIRAFAM, A
Designation: ASSISTANT SECTIONES
Reason: VERIFIED

" Location: HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, Ck
Date: 18-Nov-2024 16:42:15
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2. Director of Land Keeords Shrveys and (“onsollda

tj ) )
Odisha, Board of Revenue Cuttack, At/Po/Dlst Cuttay@ 4 Lr = AR /\ -’;
£ (I‘ \"' i ‘ "h
3. Collector and DlStI’lCt Magxstrate Rayagada . i o /’
At/P.O./Dist- Rayagada .

4. Dy. Director of Consolidation, Balésore,

_ AYP.O/Dist-Balasore. - !
5. Tahasildar, K. Singhpur, |
At/P.O.- K. Singhpur, Dist.- Rayagada; '
6. Secretary to Govt. of Odisha, Finance Department
- Lok Seva Bhawan Bhubaneswar, Khordha

’ 7

| o, ée/' 7-Accountant General (A & E), Odisha, Bhubanes

. ' 2 g
(Dele,;" o \\92 AU/P. O_ Bhubaneswar, Dist. Khordha. . /)

& .
0{ | -..Opp. parties.
The matter out of which . thzs Writ petition arises was never
before this Hon’ble Court in it’s present form
To
Hon’ble The Chief Justlce of Orissa H1gh Court and His LOldShlp s &
Compamon Justlces of the sald Hon’ble Court. |
B L | S The humble petition of the petmoner above

narned

NOST RESPECTF ULLY SHEWETH THAT ;

o

1. In this Writ petltlon the petmoner challenges the actlon/mactlon on the
part of the opp. partles in not allowing penswn and pensionary benefits
by counting his entire past serwces rendered under J.C. estt. and regular

" estt, despxte the pnncrples demded in O.A. No..3020© /2003, which has

Bno LK ,
nggnatlon /|\|§|EI§TANT SECTIO
Reason: VER|
L::auon HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, Cb%
Dale 18-Nov- 2024 16:42:15



Ordei' No
01,

Signature vahd

Digitally Signed
‘Signed by: BIRAJA MALLIK

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W P.(C) No.30498 of 2022 o
Banamali Panda =  Petitioner
' Mr. P. K Mohapalra Advocate
_ . -versus-
State of Odisha and others - Opposite Parties

Mr. A. Behera, A.5.C.
Mr. S.K. Patra,
Standing Counsel for Accountam General.

CORAM:
JUSTICE A.K. MOHAPATRA ‘

T
s

' _ORDER »,
24112022,

il

P through Hybrtd—

. . ﬂl ~ ‘:}-:"’/’I ‘
A7 e
1. Thls tmattgl_: is take Arrangcmcnt (Virtual

2. Mr SXK. Patréf A Standing Couns‘él who usually

i ,
appears .lfor the Account General, Odlsha submlts that

Accountant General Odlsha S no. a necessary party at this stage of -

'the proceedmg Thereforc thc name of Opposntc Party No.7-

T A

Accountant General f‘Odlsha beé. deletcd from the cause title of the

f.
Fa
N
n

writ petition. P s

In view of such submission, office is directed to delete the
name of Opposite Party No.7 from the cause txtle of the writ |

petltlon

3. Heard leamed ‘counsel for the Petitioner and learned
Addmonal Government Advocate appearmg for thc State- -Opposite
Parties.

4. The Petitioner has filed this writ petition seeking direction to -

the Opposite Parties to count his past service rendered in the Job-

Designation. ASSISTANT SECTIONGS

. Reason: VERIFIED

Location: HIGH COURT OF ORISSA,

Date: 18-Nov-2024 16:42:15

.
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Contract Estabhshment for the purpose of pension and peﬁglonary, ARLEUE ’C? /
benefit within a stlpulated penod ‘ \‘\i’ e -”Q ’;/! '
. . ) | \\ & ()\ i@i\

i q.——-.«

5.  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 constltutlon of the Odisha Admlmstratlvc Tnbunal the .
same was transferréd to the Tnbunal and rchstercd as T.A. No. Il

of 1993. The said case was d1sposed 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 penst/))ary beneﬁt\andrafter\ uch orders were passed,

pension of the 'glt10§( I was d:rected t@o\ca{culatcd drawn and

- disbursed i i -~1s~.f‘agour w1th;n.« .

onthsdlé)gn 1 ¢ date of receipt

It is ~tha )élmxlar matter A "
before this Coly in 0.J.C. NWWg/q-of 1991, whith s\zv:LS:c(::?zz Zp
24.03. 1992 and thls outt TR aﬁ ”“ns’iae:%d the case of Job Contracrll
cmployees for rcgh\\auonmoﬁﬁ erﬁoe ‘and for pensxon and
pensionary beneﬁts In O.A. No 3020 (C) of 2003 (Mtyananda .
Biswal v. State of Orzssa and others) the Tribunal vide order dated

- 04.01. 2004 also dlrected that the period of the cngagément of the
Petitioner in job contract estabhshment should be taken into account
as quahfymg service and accordmgly his pensxon and other
pensionary beneﬁts be revised and paid to the Petitioner therein, T he.
order passed in O.A. No 3020 (C) of 2003 was also challenged by |
the State “before th1s Court in WP(C) No 14244 of 2006. This

Signature valid

Digitally Signed
Signed by: BIRAJA MALLIK N/
Designation: ASSISTANT SECTIONGKEA
Reason: VERIFIED
Location: HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CN .
Date: 18-Nov-2024 16:42:15 : . .

! . . . |
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| - preferred by the state against the order passcd by the Trlbunal Thefﬁ PCAS“-
state also preferred Special Leave to Appcal (C) No. 12573 of 2015 -
'agamst the order passed by. this Coutt in W.P.(C) No. 14244 of
2006, which was dismissed by the apex Court vi_dé order dated

13.07.2015. i

7. Learned counsel for the State; on the other ;_-hand,‘ draws
attention of thisﬂ Courr’s judgrrrent 'dated 19" April, 2%)22 passed m
WPC(OAC) No.2276 of 2012 in the case of Judhisir Padhy vrs.

| State of Odisha and o’ihers, which Was delivered by a single Bonch
of this Court. On ,suc \igroﬂ“ds%a\m\ed\counsel for the State

~ submits - that eh&f sought or t{/ﬂhe pctitioner i not
mamtamabl/ gﬁot entitlvupensronarj?\bcneﬁts as has been
" claimed by}, 1@Thercfor & wrejectlon ofi thb writ petmon at
of theljt Weit of the single Bench passed i in

the casé ofy udhtszr Padhy Y Lﬁ‘i@te af Odisha and dthers (supra)

posmon of law/ﬂothmg remains
ed by this Court Accordmgly }e ‘Opposite Parties

\\ a D
are directed to extend 4l thchibendtts infa Gar f th
\ rg_lnb@ \// wour of the Petltloner in
terms ‘of the drrcctlons givenzby-thes€ourts as mentroned above as '

.8. " In vie of the abovég

to be‘reconsr

expedltlously as p0331ble preferably Wrthm a period of threc months

from the date of commumcatron of the certified copy of the order.

9. Wrth the above observatlon/dlrectron the writ, pctmon stands

' dlSpOSed of

Urgent certlﬁed c0py of thls order be granted on proper
apphcatron

(A.K. Mohapatra) -
, ‘ Judge
Jagabandhu

Signature valid

Digitally Signed - -
Signed by: BIRAJA MALLIK
Designation: ASSISTANT SECTIOND)
* Reason: VERIFIED X
Location: HIGH COURT OF CRISSA, Ch
Date: 18-Nov-2024 16:42:15




'HIGH COURT OF ORIS:

Date of Application
‘ Date of Ready

|
Copy Application No. : 95357/2024
Date of Notification :NA |

.

Date of Supply INA

18/11/2024.
18/11/2024
18/11/2024

Date of Delivery

-Signature valid. .
Digitally Signed _
_ Signed by: BIRAJA MALLIK
Designation: ASSISTANT SECTIO
R : VE N
Location: HIGH COURT OF ORISSA,
Date: 18-Nov-2024 16:42:15

'Signaiure valid -

Digitally Signed

Signed by: PRAVAT KUMAR MOH
Designation: SUPERINTENDENT
Reason: EXAMINED

Location: HIGH COURT OF QRISSA, CAf TACK
Date:. 18-Nov-2024 16:48:06 .

ANTY /

Signature valid

Digilally Signed

Signed by: LAXMIDHAR MOHAPATRA A
Dasignation: ASST. REGISTRAR (ESTT 42
Reason: CERT. TO BE A TRUE COPY AUKYH
75.8SA,2023 $
Location: HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTA
Date: 1B-Nov-2024 16:51:46
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