In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh

C.W.P. No. 18397 of 2015
Date of Decision: September 02, 2015

Balwinder Kaur
... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab and others
... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PARAMJEET SINGH
Present: Mr. Mansur Ali and

Mr. H.S. Deol, Advocates,
for the petitioner.

Paramjeet Singh, J. (Oral)

Instant writ petition has been filed under Articles 226/227 of
the Constitution of India for quashing of impugned order (Annexure P/8)
passed by respondent no.3 — District Food and Supplies Controller
Officer, Ludhiana.

The case set up by the petitioner is that she is wife of
Charanjit Singh and ration card was rightly prepared in the year 2010.

I have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and perused
the record.

Firstly, the petitioner has claimed that she was wife of

VIRENDER KUMAR Nirvair Singh, who appears to have died in the year 2006. Thereafter, the
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petitioner allegedly got married with Charanjit Singh by way of Kareva
marriage. The dispute is with regard to the issuance of two ration cards.
One ration card was earlier existing mentioning name of Balwinder Kaur
wife of Nirvair Singh from where the name of the petitioner was never
deleted. Thereafter, the petitioner got another ration card by mentioning
her name as Balwinder Kaur wife of Charanjit Singh. Not only this, in
Annexure P/1, the petitioner has shown her name at column no.4 as
Balwinder Kaur daughter of Charanjit Singh. From perusal of the record,
it appears that one of the ration cards must have been procured
fraudulently or by concealing the material fact. In this situation, the
inquiry was held by District Controller, Food Civil Supplies and
Consumer Affairs, Ludhiana and ultimately, the District Controller came
to the conclusion that in violation of the Government instructions,
petitioner got entered her name in two ration cards and has suggested that
the action should be initiated against the petitioner.

In view of above, I do not find any illegality or perversity in
the impugned order. Otherwise also, disputed facts are involved which
cannot be appreciated in exercise of the writ jurisdiction.

Dismissed.

September 02, 2015 [ Paramjeet Singh |

VIRENDER KUMAR vkd Judge
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