Order No.

02.

RJ

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
WPC (OA) No. 1212 of 2014

Purna Chandra Sahu Petitioner

Ms. Amrita Nayak along with Mr.
C.S. Panda, Advocate

-versus-
State of Odisha & others Opp. Parties

Mr. N.K. Praharaj, Government
Advocate, OAT for O.Ps.1 to 3

None for O.P. No.5

CORAM:
JUSTICE M.S. SAHOO

ORDER
26.10.2022
1. Thissmatter is taken up throughshybrid mode.

2. Ms. Nayak, learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that during/ pendency of) the O.A./writ
petition, ‘the grievance.raised that seeking direction to
receive the, pensionary benefits were sreceived by the
petitioner.

3. It is submitted that-th€ learned counsel has not
been able to get in touch with the petitioner to obtain
instruction, if any other retiral dues are due to be paid
to the petitioner.

4. It is submitted that the liberty may be granted to
revive the petition, in case of any surviving cause of
action.

5. Learned Govt. Advocate, OAT submits that since
the petitioner has already received the pensionary

benefits as fairly submitted by the learned counsel for
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the petitioner, nothing would survive at present for
adjudication before this Court.

6. Having heard learned counsel for the parties, the
writ petition is disposed of granting liberty to revive the
petition within sixty days for any surviving cause of

action.

(M.S. Sahoo)
Judge
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