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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 

MATA No. 325 of 2024  

Sabitri Panda …. Appellant 

 

 
                     Mr. S. Dash, Advocate 

-versus- 

 

Trilochan Panda                     …. Respondent 

 

 Mr. S.R. Tripathy, Advocate 
  

                              CORAM: 

                               JUSTICE M.S.SAHOO 

                             JUSTICE V. NARASINGH 
                                                     

 

Order No. 

ORDER 

 03.05.2025 

                                 Hybrid  Mode 
  

4. I.A. No. 194 of 2025 

            1.       I.A. arises out of I.A. No. No. 193 of 2025 arising out 

of MATA No. 325 of 2024. I.A. has been filed by the 

petitioner-respondent for condonation of delay in filing the 

I.A. No. 193 of 2025 for recall of order dated 16.12.2024 

passed in MATA No. 325 of 2024.  As endorsed by Hon’ble 

the Chief Justic the matter has been listed before this 

Bench as one of us, M.S.Sahoo, J. was Member of the 

Bench that passed order dated 16.12.2024 in MATA No. 

325 of 2024 and I.A. No. 356 of 2024. 
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 2.    Mr. Dash, learned counsel for the opposite party 

opposes the prayer for condonation of delay.   

            3.    We have gone through the petition. Considering the 

grounds stated in the petition for condonation of delay in 

filing the I.A., we are satisfied that sufficient causes have 

been shown to accept the same. 

            4.       Delay in filing the I.A. No. 193 of 2025 is condoned. 

                       The I.A. is disposed of.  

 I. A. No. 193 of 2025 

            5.     I.A. has been filed for recall of the order dated 

16.12.2024 passed in MATA No. 325 of 2024 and I.A.               

No. 356 of 2024. 

 6.       It is submitted that the address of the respondent  

given in the appeal is not the address where he resides and 

he was not served with notice as issued in MATA No. 325 of 

2024 and I.A. No. 356 of 2024.  On being asked regarding 

the observations and findings in the order at paragraph-2 

that notice was issued in the address given in the postal 

article with the respondent’s address that is same as that 

given in the ex-parte order dated 23rd February, 2016 
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passed by the learned Judge, Family Court, Balasore in 

C.P. No. 31 of 2014;   

  learned counsel for the petitioner-respondent fairly 

submits that the respondent was the petitioner before 

learned court in the C.P. No.31 of 2014 and the address 

given by him in the C.P. and the address of him mentioned 

in the present MATA No. 325 of 2024 does match.  

  In any event it has also to be noticed that the 

respondent has entered appearance through his counsel in 

the pending MATA before this Court. 

                        We do not find any merit in the I.A.. The same 

stands dismissed. 

                        Accordingly, the MATA No. 325 of 2024 shall be 

placed before the assigned Bench for consideration along  

with the connected MATA No.256 of 2024.  

                        (M.S.Sahoo) 
               Judge 
 

                                                              (V. Narasingh) 
              Judge 
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