
1 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 

W.P.(C) No. 4665 of 2022 

 

Bijna Kishore Mohanty & 

Anr.    

 ….. Petitioners 

   Mr. J.M. Pattanaik, Advocate 
 

 Vs. 

 

  

Union of India & Ors.   ….. Opposite party 

             Mr. P.K. Parhi, ASGI     

 

 CORAM: 

 DR. JUSTICE B.R. SARANGI 

 MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO 
 

ORDER 

14.03.2022 

 

Order No. 

01 

 

 This matter is taken up through hybrid mode. 

2. Heard Mr. J.M. Pattanaik, learned counsel for the 

petitioners. 

3. The petitioners have filed this writ petition assailing 

the order dated 18.01.2022 passed by the Central 

Administrative Tribunal, Cuttack Bench, Cuttack in M.A. 

No.605 of 2021 (arising out of O.A. No.202 of 2021, by 

which the case has been adjourned to 12.04.2022 on the 

prayer made by learned counsel for the opposite parties. 

4. Mr. J.M. Pattanaik, learned counsel for the petitioners 

states that in pursuance of the order dated 12.07.2021 passed 

by the Central Administrative Tribunal, Cuttack Bench, 

Cuttack in O.A. No.202 of 2021, the petitioners filed 

representation before the authority, but the same is still 

pending for consideration. It is further stated that since the 

case of the petitioners is covered by the ratio decided by the 

Bombay High Court, the same should have been disposed of 
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in terms of the said judgment passed by the Bombay High 

Court. Alleging non-implementation of the order of the 

Tribunal, the petitioners filed M.A. No.605 of 2021, but the 

Tribunal instead of passing any order has adjourned the 

matter to 12.04.2022 on the prayer made by learned counsel 

for the opposite parties. 

5. This Court deprecates the practice adopted by the 

petitioners and accordingly is not inclined to entertain this 

writ petition. 

6. In course of hearing, learned counsel for the 

petitioners states that the petitioners may be permitted to 

withdraw the writ petition with liberty to pursue their remedy 

before the appropriate forum. 

7. In view of such submission, the writ petition is 

disposed of, as withdrawn, granting liberty as aforesaid. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Alok /Sukanta 

           ……………………...      

                                       (DR. B.R. SARANGI) 

                               JUDGE           

 

                                                      …………….…………..…….            
                                      (SAVITRI RATHO) 

                                JUDGE 

 


