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Parties are represented through their respective
counsels.

The singular grievance of the petitioner in this Public
Interest Litigation is that the private respondent should
not be permitted to set up a retail outlet dealership
(petrol pump) at the proposed site because it is near to a
power station. Petitioner has already preferred
representations to various statutory authorities in

relation to the said grievance.

. Learned counsel for the respondents have taken

common stand that the Public Interest Litigation is
premature. There is a procedure for establishment of

the retail outlet (petrol pump). Various agencies



including Explosive Safety Department, Fire Department
of the State Government, the concerned oil company
and the District Magistrate will look into the matter and
examine the aforesaid aspect before taking any decision
for allotment of retail outlet. In other words, the
respondents candidly submitted that all the aforesaid
authorities will examine the feasibility and permissibility
of setting up of retail outlet at the proposed site and a
conscious decision will be taken.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner has expressed his
satisfaction on the joint submission made by the
learned counsel for the respondents.

5. Accordingly we deem it proper to dispose of this Public
Interest Litigation by observing that it will be lawful for
all the concerned authorities to examine as to whether
the retail outlet can be permitted to be established on
the land in question. This Court has no doubt that
decision will be taken by the said authorities in

accordance with law.

6. With the aforesaid observation and without expressing
any opinion on merits of the case, this Public Interest

Litigation is disposed of.

[SUJOY PAUL]
ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE

[SMITA DAS DE, J.]



