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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No(s) . 7729/ 2009
SRl JAGANNATH TEMPLE MNG. COWM TTEE Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
SI DDHA MATH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for intervention and vacating stay and exenption
fromfiling OT. and pernission to file rejoinder affidavit and
vacating stay and interimrelief and office report)

W TH

C.A. No. 7730/2009

(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)
C. A No. 142/2010

(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 221/2010

(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A. No. 2981/2010

(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)
C. A. No. 3414/2010

(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)
C. A No. 3415/2010

C. A. No. 3446/2010

(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 9167-9168/ 2010

(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 9627/2010

(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 17/09/ 2014 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
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HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ADARSH KUMAR GOEL

For Appell ant(s) M. Harin P. Raval, Sr. Adv.
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Shi bashi sh M sra, Adv.
Radha Shyam Jena, Adv.
Vi noo Bhagat, Adv.

Raj di pa Beheura, Adv.
V. S. Lakshm, Adv.
A. Venayagam Bal an, Adv.
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For Respondent (s)
S. K Vernm, Adv.

Resp. in
C. A. No. 2981/ 2010

Raj di pa Beheura, Adv.
V. S. Lakshni, Adv.
A. Venayagam Bal an, Adv.

Vi noo Bhagat, Adv.
Rut wi k Panda, Adv.
Anshu Mal ik, Adv.
For intervenor Satya Mtra, Adv.

Pranab Kumar Ml lick, Adv.
Rajiv Roy, Adv.

A. Chatterjee, Adv.

s. Soma Mullick, Adv.

Kunal Ver ma, Adv.
Atul Kumar, Adv.

Ashok Pani grahi, Adv.
Si bo Sankar M shra, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

Heard M. Harin P. Raval, |earned senior counsel on behal f of
the appellant herein and M. L. Nageswara Rao, |earned Additiona

Solicitor General on behalf of the State of disha.

M. Raval points out to Paragraph 7 of the inpugned judgnent
where there is a reference to the OE A CaimCase No. 58 of 1975

and in relation to t he ot her appel l ants al so there are claim
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cases. Therefore, it is necessary for us to peruse the origina

record in relation to the claimcases involved in these matters.

Therefore, the |l earned counsel appearing for the State Governnent

is directed to secure the entire record relating to the matters.

We  further direct t he concer ned Tehsi | dar to file a detailed
statenment show ng the clai mnunbers with reference to the clains

in respect of the lands in question

Respondents are also pernmitted to file additional documents,

i f any.

For t he af oresai d pur pose, t he matters are adj our ned to

12.11. 2014.
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