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Date of Decision: 22.04.2019.

M/s Guru Ram Dass Enterprises
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State of Haryana and others
... Respondents
CORAM : Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jitendra Chauhan
Present : Mr. Jeevan Gautam, Advocate for

Mr. B.K. Majoka, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Vikrant Pamboo, DAG Haryana.

Mr. Raman Sharma, Advocate,
for respondent No.6.

JITENDRA CHAUHAN.J.(ORAL)

The petitioner seeks issuance of directions to
respondent No.6 to continue providing proper supply of milk products
for route No.333, 343 and 353 which were allotted to the petitioner.

The petitioner, a distributor of milk products of
respondent No.2, is aggrieved against the reduced supply of milk on
the routes allotted to it, 1.e. routes No. 343-Hodal and Hassanpur, 353-
Mathura and Varindawan and 333-Palwal City and Hodal without
giving any show cause notice.

On the other hand, it is contended that as per clause 4
of the revised terms and conditions, the respondents reserved the right
to appoint more distributors in the area allotted to the petitioner at any
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only route No.333 (Palwal City to Hodal). Route No. 343 and 353 were
never allotted to the petitioner as is clear from the letter of appointment
dated 15.02.2010 (Annexure P-1). As per revision in the policy of the
Union and to increase the sale of Milk, it was decided to appoint more
distributors in the jurisdiction of Milk Union, Ballabgarh by allotting
the untapped area and by carving some areas from the existing
distributors keeping the principle of contiguity. Accordingly, some of
the area of the petitioner has been given to new distributor.

Heard.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner
has failed to show any mala fide on the part of the respondents in
cancelling the route of the milk products. The new areas have been
carved out keeping in view the principle of contiguity.

No ground for interference is made out.

Dismissed.

22.04.2019. (JITENDRA CHAUHAN)
SN JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned :  Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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