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118 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH.

CRM-M No0.17390 of 2017
Date of Decision: 16.05.2017

KIRPAL SINGH PANESAR
-PETITIONER
VS
STATE OF PUNJAB & OTHERS
-RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJ MOHAN SINGH

Present. Mr. K.S. Sidhu, Advocate
for the petitioner.

*k%*

RAJ MOHAN SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Petitioner seeks necessary directions to be issued to
respondent No.4 in the context of his representations dated
21.04.2015, 29.03.2016 and 02.04.2017 which have gone
undecided.

Petitioner is a NRI and he started a project consisting
of Sri Gurudwara Sahib and Primary School for needy children
as per wishes of his mother Satyawati after obtaining No
Objection Certificate from the competent authority.

Allegations have been made that the construction
work was completed in the year 2011 after incurring huge
expenses in crores but the private respondents violated social
and religious fabric in taking away beed (Sri Guru Granth Sahib)

forcibly without any permission or order from SGPC.
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In respect of alleged violation and invasion of rights
of the petitioner, aforesaid three representations were filed. After
filing the first representation, CRM-M No0.18253 of 2015 was
filed titled Kirpal Singh vs State of Punjab and others which
was allowed to be withdrawn with a liberty to the petitioner to
pursue his representation vide order dated 28.05.2015.
Thereafter, representations dated 29.03.2016 and 02.04.2017
came to be filed before respondents No.1 to 5. Those
representations have not been decided till date despite the fact
that statement of the petitioner was recorded on two ocassions.

Notice of motion.

On the asking of the Court, Mr. Shilesh Gupta,
Additional A.G., Punjab accepts notice on behalf of respondents
No.1 to 5.

At this stage, in view of nature of order which this
Court proposes to pass, there is no necessity of filing any reply
to the petition as no order prejudicial to interest of any of the
party is being passed.

This petition is disposed of with a direction to
respondent No.4 to take notice of pending representations and
decide the same in accordance with law without being swayed

away by any pleadings or observations made hereinabove.
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It would be appreciated if the needful is done within a

period of two months from the date of receipt of certified copy of

this order.

16.05.2017 (RAJ MOHAN SINGH)

Jyoti’Y. JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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