
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.20764 of 2009 

ORDER: 

  When the matter is taken up  for hearing , lea rned  c ounsel for 

the petitioner submits tha t the 3rd  respondent was awarded  a  Reta il 

outlet very ad jac ent to  the Elec tric a l Sub-Sta tion ignoring  the c ase 

of the petitioner.  He further submits tha t the Reta il Outlet, whic h 

was awarded  in favour of the 3rd  respondent, is c ontra ry to the Rules 

and , therefore, the Reta il Outlet g ranted  in favour of the 3rd  

respondent is liab le to be c anc elled . 

Learned  Stand ing c ounsel appearing  for respondents 1 and  2 

and  the c ounsel appearing  for the 3rd  respondent have filed  

separa te c ounter a ffidavits denying the submission made by the 

petitioner and  in his c ounter a ffidavit, the 3rd  respondent has 

spec ific a lly sta ted  tha t there is no Elec tric a l Sub-Sta tion ad jac ent to 

the 3rd  respondent’ s reta il outlet.  Therefore, respondents 1 and  2 

have rightly a llotted  Reta il Outlet in favour of the 3rd  respondent. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

the lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  

view tha t respondents 1 to 3 have spec ific a lly denied  tha t the 3rd  

respondent’ s Reta il Outlet, whic h was sanc tioned  by respondents 1 

and  2, is not ad jac ent to the Elec tric a l Sub-Sta tion.  Therefore, there 

a re no merits in the writ petition and  the same is liab le to be 

d ismissed . 

Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d ismissed .  No order as to 

c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 
 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

03-02-2020 
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