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ITEM No.4                    Court No. 5                  SECTION XIA

             S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   I.A.No.2 in Civil Appeal No.6867/2000

  BANK OF INDIA & ANR.                                      Appellant (s)

                              VERSUS

  ANANDI CHARAN PRADHAN                                     Respondent (s)

 ( Appln(s). for clarification/directions )

  Date : 02/11/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE V.N. KHARE
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. AGRAWAL

  For Appellant (s)     Mr. Mukul Rohtagi,ASG.
                        Ms. Nina Gupta,Adv.
                        Mr. Uday Gupta,Adv.
                        Ms. Arpita Mahajan,Adv.
                        Ms. Shikha Sachdev,Adv.
                        Ms. Praneeta Sharma,Adv.
                        Mr. Vineet Kumar,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Yasobant Das,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Sarvjit Misra,Adv.
                        Mr. Bharat Sangal,Adv.

            UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J.
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                The application for clarification is dismissed.

.SP1

        (Neelam Kawatra)                       (S. Krishnan)
         Court Master                           Court Master

                Signed order is placed on the file.
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                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
                           I.A.No.2 of 2001@@
                           CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
                                  IN
                     CIVIL APPEAL NO.6867 OF 2000@@
                     CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  Bank of India & Anr.                                  Appellant (s)

                                versus

  Anadi Charan Pradhan                                  Respondent (s)

                              O R D E R@@
                              CCCCCCCCC

...L.......I............T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T........J.

.SP2
           In  our  view, no clarification is requird in the  order.   The
   application for clarification is dismissed.
           After the order was dictated, learned counsel appearing for the
   respondent  stated that the respondent may now be permitted to join the
   service.   To  this,  learned  Additional   Solicitor  General  has  no
   objection.  We, therefore, direct that in case the respondent joins the
   service  within  four weeks, he shall be permitted to join provided  he
   withdraws  the  writ petition filed before the Orissa High  Court.   In
   case  the  respondent does not withdraw the petition, this part of  the
   order shall stands vacated.
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                                             ....................J
                                                 (V.N. Khare)

       New Delhi,                            ....................J
       November 02,2001.                        (B.N. Agrawal)


