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RSiehaora PaTIC 0 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
2022.07.00 CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO. 6170 OF 2022
Krushna Laxman Talekar ...petitioner.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

Mr. Y.B. Lengare, Advocate for the Petitioner.
Ms. R.M. Shinde, AGP for Respondent-State.

CORAM: PRASANNA B. VARALE &
SHRIKANT D. KULKARNI, JJ.

Date : June 10,2022.
1. Heard learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner. In view of
limited grievance raised in the petition, we deem it appropriate to dispose of
the writ petition with certain directions.
2. The Petitioner is a project affected person. The land of
Petitioner to the extent of 86-Are from Gat No.99 situated at mouje Sakurdi,
taluka Khed, district Pune, was acquired for Chaksman project. The
Petitioner being project affected person, submitted an application to the
competent authority, namely, Respondent No. 4 herein, for allotment of
alternate land. Copy of the said application is placed on record at Exhibit-E
page no. 49 to the petition.
3. The grievance is that though the application was submitted to
the authority way back in the year 2020, i.e., on 2" November 2020, till date

there is no progress in the matter. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of
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the Petitioner invited our attention to the copy of order passed by this Court
in bunch of petitions, lead petition being Writ Petition No.8335 of 2010
decided on 2™ May 2011 [Ram Shankar Deshmukh vs. State of Maharashtra].
Copy of the said order/decision is placed on record at Exhibit-F page no. 53 to
the petition. Needless to state that in the said order, the reference is made to
the relevant provisions of Maharashtra Project Affected Persons
Rehabilitation Act, 1999 and the procedural formalities to be followed by the
authorities. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the Petitioner further
submitted that the Petitioner is ready and willing to comply with the
necessary formalities laid down under the provisions of said Act on his part.
The statement of learned counsel appearing on behalf of the Petitioner is
accepted as an undertaking to this Court.

4, In view of above, the petition is disposed of with direction to
Respondent No.4 to decide the application of Petitioner as expeditiously as
possible and not later than eight weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of
this order.

5. All concerned to act upon a copy of this order issued by the

Registry of this Court as an authenticated copy of this order.

[Shrikant D. Kulkarni, J.] [Prasanna B. Varale, J.]
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