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Date of decision: 27th January, 2016 

�

Ranbir Singh  

� Petitioner 

Versus 

State of Punjab and others 

� Respondents 
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1. Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed  

to see the judgment? 

2. Whether to be referred to the Reporters or not? 

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? 

 
Present: Mr. N.S. Shekhawat, Advocate  

for the petitioner.  

Mr. C.S. Brar, Dy. Advocate General, Punjab 
for respondents No.1, 2, 5 and 6.   

Ms. Anita Balyan, Advocate  
Sr. Panel Counsel, Union of India 
for respondents No.3 and 4.  
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During the course of arguments, it has come to the notice 

of this Court that the records containing Staff Court of Inquiry 

conducted by the BSF authorities is completely non8speaking order 

without discussing the evidence and the reasons which has led to the 

conclusion by the authorities as to the death of Sunil Kumar.  

Mr. N.S. Shekhawat, Advocate representing the petitioner 

has prayed that the petitioner Ranbir Singh being father had applied 
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earlier before the BSF for getting a copy of the Inquiry Report but the 

same has been declined.  

Keeping in view the relationship of the deceased with the 

petitioner and that it is essential for him to know the causes leading to 

the death of his son, necessary directions are issued to respondents 

No.3 and 4 to provide complete copy of the Inquiry Report to the 

petitioner. Meanwhile records of the respondent BSF earlier submitted 

to this Court by their counsel are ordered to be returned.  

Faced with this situation, learned counsel for the petitioner 

on instructions from his client has made a statement before this Court 

withdrawing the present petition, however reserving rights of the 

petitioner to file a fresh one under Articles 226/227 of the Constitution 

of India.  

  Allowed to do so.  

The petition stands dismissed as withdrawn with liberty 

aforesaid.    
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