
 

 

 

 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 
 

W.P.(C) No.26890 of 2021 
 

Mayadhar Das & others 
 

…. Petitioners 
 

 
Mr. K. Pradhan, 
Senior Advocate 

 -versus-     

Union of India & others  …. Opp. Parties 
  

Mr. P.K. Parhi, Assistant Solicitor 
General of India for Odisha 
 
Mr. S.B. Panda, Advocate, 
(For opposite party No.2) 

 
 CORAM: 

JUSTICE BISWAJIT MOHANTY 
JUSTICE BIRAJA PRASANNA SATAPATHY 

     

 
Order No. 

 

ORDER 
 

10.05.2022 

 

 

I.A. No.6078 of 2022 
 

03. 
 

 

1. This interlocutory application has been filed by the petitioners 

for amendment. 

2. Heard Mr. K. Pradhan, learned counsel for the petitioners, Mr. 

P.K. Parhi, learned Assistant Solicitor General of India for Odisha and 

Mr. S.B. Panda, learned counsel for opposite party No.2. 

 3. Considering the submissions made and grounds taken in this 

application, the prayer for amendment is allowed. Mr. Pradhan is 

permitted to correct the cause title in Court today.  

4. The I.A. is disposed of.  

 
 

 

                    (Biswajit Mohanty)  
                                                    Judge   
 
 

 

 

        (Biraja Prasanna Satapathy)  
                                                    Judge    
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W.P.(C) No.26890 of 2021 
 

04. 
 
 

 

 

 

1. Heard Mr. K. Pradhan, learned counsel for the petitioners, 

Mr. P.K. Parhi, learned Assistant Solicitor General of India for 

Odisha and Mr. S.B. Panda, learned counsel for opposite party 

No.2. 

2. According to Mr. Pradhan, the main grievance of the 

petitioners in this case pertains to offer of inadequate 

compensation by the authorities in connection with the 

acquisition of right of user in their land under Petroleum and 

Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 

1962. 

3. Mr. Panda, learned counsel for opposite party No.2 

submits that for redressal of such grievances, the petitioners 

should have approached the learned District Judge, Balasore 

under Sub-Section (2) of Section 10 of the above noted Act 

instead of rushing to this Court. In such background, Mr. 

Pradhan wants to withdraw this writ petition as he wants to 

approach the appropriate forum for redressal of the grievances 

of the petitioners. 

4. Considering the submissions made, this writ petition is 

disposed of as withdrawn. 

5. Urgent certified copy of this order be granted on proper 

application. 

 

 

 

               (Biswajit Mohanty)  
                                                    Judge   
                                                        
 
 

Prasant 

 

       (Biraja Prasanna Satapathy)  
                                                    Judge                     

 


