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HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-13308-2017
Date of Decision: June 02, 2017

Bachittar Singh
..... Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and others
...... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SURYA KANT
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

1. To be referred to the Reporters or not? Yes/No
2. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? Yes/No.
3. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?  Yes/No

Present: Mr.Bhupinder Bagga, Advocate for
Mr.Mohammad Sartaz, Advocate
for the petitioner.

SURYA KANT, J.

The petitioner alleges himself to be a '1984 riot victim'. The
Deputy Commissioner, Rupnagar is said to have issued 'Red Card' on
02.07.2014 to the family of the petitioner in which his name also figures.
The petitioner alleges that regardless of the policies framed by State of
Punjab including dated 03.11.2008 (Annexure P-2) and various other
policies framed by Central Government, which were duly considered by one
of us (Surya Kant, J.) in the judgment dated 14.09.2010 rendered in CWP

No0.16345 of 2009 (Kuljit Singh and others vs State of Punjab and

another), no commercial or residential immovable property has been

allotted to the petitioner or his family members under these policies. The
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[2] Having heard learned counsel for the petitioner and taking into
consideration his categoric stand taken that no benefit in the shape of
allotment of immovable property has been extended to the petitioner or his
family members despite they having been accepted as the '1984 riot victims',
we dispose of this writ petition with a direction to the Deputy
Commissioner, SAS Nagar, Mohali to ascertain the facts and if it is found
that the above-stated claim made by the petitioner is correct, let necessary
instructions be issued to GMADA or any other State Agency for allotment
of a residential apartment to the petitioner/ or his family member in
accordance with the policies. The appropriate decision be taken within four

months from the date of receipt of a certified copy of this order.
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