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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(S). 7272 OF 2013

STATE OF ORI SSA & ANR ... APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
URM LA BUI LDER P. LTD. & ORS. ... RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
Havi ng heard the | earned counsels for the
parties and on per usal of t he r el evant
materi al s, we are of t he view that t he order

of t he Hi gh Court term nating t he pr oceedi ngs
under Section 25 of the Orissa Hi ndu Religious

Endownent s Act , 1951 was not justified. The
adj udi cati on ought to have been permtted to
be br ought to its | ogi cal concl usi on as t he
aggrieved party woul d al ways have all renedies

open in law avail able to it. W, t herefore,
interfere with the order of the High Court and

direct t hat t he pr oceedi ngs under Section 25
of t he Ori ssa H ndu Rel i gi ous Endownent s Act,
1951 be recommenced.
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Al'l contentions available in [ aw woul d be

open to the contesting parties.

The civil appeal is di sposed of in t he
above ternmns.

.................... J.
(RANJAN GOGO )
.................... L J.
(PRAFULLA C. PANT)
.................... JJ.
( UDAY UVESH LALIT )
NEW DELHI
SEPTEMBER 21, 2016
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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Civil Appeal No(s). 7272/2013
STATE OF ORI SSA & ANR Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
URM LA BUI LDER P.LTD. & ORS. Respondent ( s)
Date : 21/09/2016 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE PRAFULLA C. PANT
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE UDAY UMESH LALIT
For Appellant(s) M. Tushar Mehta, ASG
M. Shi bashi sh M sra, Adv.
M. Ashish Kumar Sinha, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Ashok Panigrahi, Adv.
M. Santosh Kumar, Adv.
M. Tejaswi Kumar Pradhan, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
The  appeal is di sposed of in terms of t he
si gned order.
(Neetu Khaj uri a)
Court Master (Asha Soni)
Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file.)



