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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 9501 OF 2024

Harnai Sahakari Soot Girni Ltd. ... Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra and ors. .... Respondents

OSSORNORON
W N W

Mr. Pramod N. Patil a/w Mr.Shyamsunder Solanke i/b PNP &
Associates, for the Petitioner.

Mr. Omkar Nagwekar, for the Respondent No.4.

Mr.N.C.Walimbe, Addl. GP a/w Mr. V.G. Badgujar, AGP for
Respondent-State.

CORAM : M.S.KARNIK AND
N.R.BORKAR, JJ.

DATE : 30% JULY 2025
PC. :

1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner. It is submitted that
the project cost of the petitioner is reduced arbitrarily only on the
basis of the report received from the Executive Engineer of
respondent no. 4. It is submitted that respondent no.4 -
Maharashtra State Co-operative Textile Federation Limited as well
as Deputy Commissioner attached to the office of the
Commissioner submitted a report justifying the need of the

petitioner for the revised project cost of Rs. 77.03 Crores. It is
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submitted that these two reports have not been considered in the
proper perspective and undue excessive reliance is placed on the
Executive Engineer’s report. Learned counsel for the petitioner
submitted that the petitioner may be permitted to make a fresh
representation to the respondent no. 3 bringing on record all these

facts.

2. Learned AGP invited our attention to the affidavit in reply filed
on behalf of the respondent no. 1. It is submitted that respondent
no.3 is justified in stating the project cost at Rs.69.21 Crores. In
the facts and circumstances of the present case, we request the
respondent no.3 to re-examine the representation if made and
take the same to its logical conclusion in accordance with law. We
are not expressing any opinion on merits of the case. If such a
representation is made, the same be decided within a period of 6

weeks from the date of its receipt.

3. The writ petition is disposed of.

(N.R.BORKAR, J.) (M.S.KARNIK, J.)



