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204 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-5622-2013 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 11.01.2017

M/s Verma Oil House ... Petitioner
Versus

Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. ....Respondent
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.M.S. BEDI

Present:  Mr. Kanwal Jit Singh, Senior Advocate with
Mr. Ajaivir Singh, Advocate and
Mr. C.M. Munjal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. M.S. Rana, Advocate for
Mr. Ashish Kapoor, Advocate
for the respondent.

M.M.S. BEDI, JUDGE (ORAL)

Vide order dated 25.02.2013 Annexure P-19, the dealership
of the petitioner of Kerosene Oil has been terminated.

Without expression of any opinion whether there is any
other alternative remedy to the petitioner by way of appeal or otherwise,
it is sufficient to observe that after filing of the written statement by the
respondent, under the directions of the Court, a joint inspection of the
new site for shifting the Kerosene Oil dealership to confirm all the
safety standards, was to be undertaken, in order to enable the petitioner
for continuance of the dealership.

It has been submitted by learned counsel for the petitioner
that on account of the new site, having already been selected at address
No. 12, Cross Road, Ambala Cantt., the petitioner is entitled for re-
consideration of his right for continuation of dealership, irrespective of

the earlier order Annexure P-19 passed on 25.02.2013.
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In view of subsequent events, this petition is disposed of
with a direction to the respondent that the claim of the petitioner for
continuance of dealership of the Kerosene Oil at the new place, selected
by him for running the business will be considered afresh irrespective of
order dated 25.02.2013. Necessary steps for inspection would be taken
within a period of one month and in case, the petitioner is held entitled
to the renewal of the dealership, the necessary steps in accordance with
law, would be taken expeditiously to finally determine the rights of the

petitioner to continue with the dealership.

(M.M.S. BEDI)
JUDGE
11.01.2017
Neha
Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/No
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