Order No.

02.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.P.(C) No.41809 of 2021

Rajendra Narayan Giri & Petitioners
others

Mr. R.K. Sahu,

Advocate

-versus-

Commissioner of Opp. Parties
Endowments, Odisha &
others

Mr=A-K.Nath, Advocate
(For"oppesite"party Nos.1 to 3)

Mr. A.R. Dash
Adéditional Government Advocate

CORAM:
JUSTICE BISWAJIT MOHANTY
JUSTICE BIRAJA'PRASANNA SATAPATHY

ORDER
04.03.2022
1. This matter isitaken, up.threugh.video conferencing mode.
2. Heard Mr. RKs, Sahu, learned.eé6unsel for the petitioners,

Mr. A.K. Nath, learned counsel appearing for opposite party
Nos.1 to 3 and Mr. A.R. Dash, learned Additional Government
Advocate.

3. According to Mr. Sahu, the petitioners are aggrieved by
the inaction of the authorities in conducting enquiry with regard
to the allegation of mismanagement of Sri Budheswar Mahadev
Devgosoal Temple situated in the village Devgosoal in the district
of Mayurbhanj. He further submits that though the petitioners
have filed a grievance petition dated 23.10.2021 wunder
Annexure-4 before the Additional Assistant Commissioner of

Endowments, Cuttack (opposite party No.2) however till date
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nothing has been done in the matter. Refuting such
submissions, Mr. Nath submits that after receipt of the
grievance petition under Annexure-4, the opposite party No.2
has directed the Inspector of Endowments, Mayurbhanj
(opposite party No.3) to enquire into the matter and submit a
detailed report vide Memo No.1643/44-Mbj dated 30.10.2021. In
such background, Mr. Sahoo prays that a direction be issued to
the Inspector of Endowments, Mayurbhanj (opposite party No.3)
to complete the enquiry within a specific time period.

4. Considering the submissions made and without
expressing any opinion on the merits of the case, this Court
directs the Inspector of Endowments, Mayurbhanj (opposite
party No.3) to complete the _enquirywin accordance with law
within a period ef three months from the ‘date of receipt of a
certified copy jof this order and place the sameé,before opposite
party No.2 for passing of‘appropriate order on such report as
per law. Oppesite party No.2:isidirected tos€ommunicate the
result of such exercise to ‘the petitioner No.1, who in turn is
directed tolshare such information with other petitioners..

5. Accordingly, this writl petition is disposed of.

0. Urgenticertified copy.of:thisyorder be granted on proper

application in ceurse ofsthe day.

(Biswajit Mohanty)
Judge

(Biraja Prasanna Satapathy)
Judge
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