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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 

CONTC  No. 7681 of 2024  

 

Archana Pradhan  `…. Petitioner 

Represented by  

 Mr. S.K.Sahu,  

Advocate  

-Versus - 

Dibya Jyoti Parida, 

Collector and 

D.M.Ganjam 

   …. Opposite Parties 

Represented by   

 AGA 

 

 

 

 

CORAM: 

 JUSTICE SASHIKANTA MISHRA 

 ORDER_ 

30.04.2025 

 

1. This matter is taken up through hybrid mode. 

2. Compliance affidavit has been filed by the Opposite Party 

No.1 contemnor enclosing copy of the order dated 26.11.2024 

passed by the Collector, Chatrapur By order dated 13.09.2024, this 

Court, in the connected writ application had directed the Collector 

to consider the case of the petitioner for absorption taking note of 

the inquiry report  of the APO and to take a decision within a period 

of six weeks. The Collector has taken a decision as evident from the 

office order referred above.  

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the order 

passed by the Collector is not in terms of the order passed by this 

Court. This Court is unable to accept such contention, since no 

direction was issued to absorb the petitioner, but only to consider 

her case for absorption. Even otherwise, the case of the petitioner 
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has not been turned down but she has been considered fit for 

absorptions in the post of Accountant-cum-Data Entry Operator on 

temporary basis. It is stated at the bar that because of non-

availability of vacancies in the specific category to which the 

petitioner belongs, she has not been absorbed and as soon as 

vacancy arises, she will be absorbed. In such view of the matter, 

nothing remains to be decided in the contempt proceeding, which is 

therefore, dropped.  

 

(Sashikanta Mishra) 

        Judge 
Deepak 
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