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 SLP(C)No. 10316 OF 2003
ITEM No.1                    Court No. 7                  SECTION XIA
                                                          A/N MATTER 

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

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.10316/2003

   (From the judgement and order dated 16/05/2003 in OCRMC 454/01
   of The HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK)

  RAJENDRA KUMAR MOHANTY                                    Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  ASHOK KUMAR TRIPATHY & ORS.                               Respondent (s)

 With SLP(C)No.10317/2003
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
( With Appln(s). for directions and Intervention/Impleadment )
( For Final Disposal )
  With

SLP(C)No.13343/2003,SLP(C)No.13344/2003
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
 (With appln. for permission to place addl. documents)
(For final disposal)

  Date : 07/12/2004 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN             
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR                    
                                                             

  For Petitioner (s)  Mr. M.L. Verma, Sr. Adv.
  Mr. B. Routray, Adv.
  Mr. Rajiv Roy, Adv.,Mr. Satya Mitre, Adv.,
  Mr. Raj Kumar Mehta, Adv.

  Mr. C.S. Rajan, Sr. Adv.
  Mr. Yashbant Das, Sr. Adv.
  Mr. Sudarsh Menon,Adv.
  Mr. Mahendra Sahu, Adv.
  Mr. A. Deb Kumar, Adv.
  Mr. Bharat Swaroop Sharma, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)  Mr. Janaranjan Das,Adv.
  Mr. S. Mishra, Adv.
  Ms. M. Gahlot, Adv.

  Mr. P.P. Rao, Sr. Adv.
  Mr. Dipankar P.Gupta, Sr. Adv.
  Ms. Mahalakshmi Pavani, Adv.
  Mr. V.K. Monga, Adv.
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  Mr. Jana Kalyan Das. Adv.
  Mr. Bharat Sangal, Adv.



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

Heard both sides.
We are not inclined to interfere with the impugned judgment passed in the contempt proceedings
.  The special leave petitions are dismissed.
Counsel for the petitioners submit that the petitioners  have been allowed to move the State A
dministrative Tribunal for appropriate remedies and it is submitted that certain observations 
made in the impugned judgment would seriously prejudice the rights of the petitioners in case 
the State Administrative Tribunal consider the matter on merits.  The Administrative Tribunal 
shall dispose of the O.A., if any, filed by the petitioners in accordance with law without bei
ng influenced with the observations, if any, made in the judgment against these petitioners.
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