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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 
 

W.P.(C) No.4768 Of 2022  
(Through hybrid mode) 

     

Biranchi Narayan Mohanty     …. Petitioner 
 
 

Mr. P.K.Das, Advocate 
-versus- 

 
Union of India and another  …. Opposite Parties 

 

      Mr. D.Tripathy, CGC 
for O.Ps.1 to 5 

 
 Mr. A.K.Sharma,AGA 

For O.P.6  
 

                        CORAM: JUSTICE ARINDAM SINHA 
                                                     

 

Order No. 

ORDER 
   18 .02.2022 

 
 

1. 1. Mr. Das, learned advocate appears on behalf of petitioner and 

submits, his client’s application for being awarded retail outlet (RO) 

dealership had been terminated by impugned letter dated 14th 

December, 2021. Reason given was that his client’s plot is not 

abutting road boundary. He submits, his client is in possession of the 

plots in front. The Tahasildar has also said so.  

 2. Mr. Tripathy, learned advocate, Central Government Counsel 

appears on behalf of opposite party nos.1 to 5 and submits, petitioner 

has given title document in respect of offered plot, which does not 

abut road boundary.    
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 3. Petitioner will make a representation to the oil company 

regarding his contention of possession had of plots not belonging to 

him, but in front of his plot. The oil company will consider the 

representation in terms of the advertisement, guidelines and rules, to 

dispose of it within three weeks of the representation made.  

 4. The representation must be made within two weeks from date, 

failing which direction in paragraph 3 will stand vacated.  

 5. The writ petition is disposed of.  

 
 

                                                                        (Arindam Sinha) 
               Judge 

Prasant  
 


