Order No.

01.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.P.(C) No.17452 of 2022

Hrudananda Mahana Petitioner(s)
Mr. M.K. Mohanty,
Advocate

-versus-
State of Odisha & Anr. Opposite Party(s)
Mr. U.K. Sahoo,

Addl. Standing Counsel

CORAM:
JUSTICE BISWANATH RATH

ORDER
25.07.2022
1. Heard learned counsel for the Parties.
2. It appears, in the first round of litigation, this Court in disposal

of the Writ Petition vide W.P.(C) No.13309 of 2019 directed as
follows:-

“None appears for the petitioner.

By way of this writ petition, the petitioner has
prayed for issuance of a direction to the opposite parties
to pay the dues of the petitioner amounting to
Rs.27,18,818/- with interest @ 12% from the date of
supply till the date of payment.

Considering the averments made in the writ
petition and without expressing any opinion on the
merits of the case, we direct opposite party no.2-
Collector, Keonjhar to consider and dispose of the
representation dated 09.10.2018 at Annexure-4 made by
the petitioner, in accordance with law, within a period of
four weeks from the date of receipt of copy of this order,
if such representation is still pending.

With aforesaid observation and direction, the
writ petition stands disposed of.
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Misc. Case(s)/I.A(s) connected to the writ
petition, if any, is/are disposed of accordingly.
Urgent certified copy of this order be granted
as per Rules.”
3. Taking this Court to the documents at Annexure-3 learned
counsel for the Petitioner alleged that even though a proceeding in
terms of the direction of this Court in the above noted writ petition has
been initiated by the Addl. P.D. (Admn.)-cum-P.I1.O, DRDA, Keonjhar
and then the proceeding is undertaken by the Collector, Keonjhar, but
such proceeding is yet to be concluded.
4. Considering that -there is wunnecessary pendency of such
proceeding, this Court in disposal of the writ petition directs the
Collector, Konjhar to conclude the proceeding initiated following the
direction of the Court in W.P.(C) No.13309 of 2019, at least within a
period of two months from the date of communication of an
authenticated copy of this ‘order by the Petitioner, but however,

providing opportunity of hearing to the parties likely to be affected.

(Biswanath Rath)
Judge
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