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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition (C) No. 415 of 2018

Shailendra  Tripathi  S/o  S/o  Arvind  Tripathi,  Aged  About  28  Years,
Occupation  Dental  Surgeon,  Village  Post  Singarghat,  Tahsil  Khairagarh,
District Rajnandgaon (Chhattisgarh), District : Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited Through Director, Bharat Bhawan, 4
and 6, Karimbhoy Road, Belord Estate, Post Box No. 688, Mumbai 400 001,
District : Mumbai, Maharashtra 

2. Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited Through Regional Manager, Raipur
(Retail) Territory, Sahid Veer Narayan Singh Bhawan, Nagar Ghadi Chowk,
Raipur, District Raipur Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

3. Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited Through Assistant Manager (Retail),
Sales Bhilai, Bhilai Depot, Bhilai, District Durg (Chhattisgarh), District : Durg,
Chhattisgarh 

4. Additional  District  Magistrate,  Rajnandgaon,  District  Rajnandgaon
(Chhattisgarh), District : Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh 

---- Respondents

For Petitioner : Mr. Awadh Tripathi, Advocate.
For Respondents/State : Mr. Arun Sao, Dy. Advocate General.
For Respondents : Mr. Sourabh Sharma, Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board

16/02/18

1. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would submit that against

the order dated 24.03.2017 passed by respondent No. 4 - Additional District

Magistrate, Rajnandgaon, petitioner may be allowed to make representation

before the respondent  No. 4 to reconsider his application for grant of no

objection certificate.



2

2. I have heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

3. The  prayer  appears  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  and  is  accordingly

allowed.

4. Be that as it may, the petitioner is at liberty to make representation

before the respondent No. 4 - Additional District Magistrate, Rajnandgaon for

re-consideration  of  order  dated  24.03.2017 and for  grant  of  no objection

certificate  and,  in  turn,  respondent  No.  4  shall  consider  and  decide  the

petitioner's representation expeditiously in accordance with law.

5. With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stand finally disposed

of. No order as to cost(s).

  Sd/-

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)

Judge
Priyanka


