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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).25924/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 06/09/2011 in CM
No.12207/2011 in amended CWP No.17771/2003 of The HIGH COURT
OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

SEHJDHARI SIKH FED.TR.NATIONAL PRES.                              Petitioner(s)

                    VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS.                                             Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment and prayer for interim relief)

Date: 16/09/2011     This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE J.M. PANCHAL
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s)      Mr.       Gopal Subramanium, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr.       Jayant Kumar Mehta,Adv.
                       Mr.       Ravinder Singh, Adv.
                       Mr.       Rishi Raj, Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Mr. P. S. Patwalia, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Kuldip Singh, Adv.
                       Mr. Mohit Mudgil, Adv.

                       Mr. K. K. Venugopal, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
                       Ms. Kavita Wadia,Adv.

            UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                O R D E R
               Taken on Board.
               By filing this Special Leave Petition, validity
      of common order dated 6.9.2011 rendered by the Full
      Bench    of   High     Court      for   the   States   of    Punjab     &
      Haryana at Chandigarh in CM No.12207/2011                         in CWP
      NO.17771/2003,             CM      No.12202-03/2011          in      CWP
      No.11841/2010        and    CM    Nos.12204-05/2011         in    CWP
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No.14179/2010 suspending operation of the order dated
1.9.2011 is challenged.
                 This Court has heard Mr. Gopal Subramanium,
the     learned senior counsel for the petitioner as
well as Mr. P. S. Patwalia, learned senior counsel
for     the State of Punjab i.e. respondent No.2; and
M/s. K. K. Venugopal and Mukul Rohatgi, the learned
senior counsel for respondent No.4.
        Mr. Patwalia and Mr. Rohatgi learned counsel for
the respondent Nos.2 and 4 respectively state at the
Bar that if the recall application is allowed, the
Writ    Petition         should be heard immediately and the
result of the election would be subject to the result
of the Writ Petition.                     Mr. Gopal Subramanium, the
learned counsel for the petitioner states at the Bar
that the elections to be held should be made subject
to    the    orders      which      may    be   passed     on    the     recall
application            and   in     the    event     Writ       Petition     is
restored         and    allowed,     the     result   of    the     election



should be made subject to the result of the Writ
Petition.
       Having regard to the facts of the case, the Full
Bench of the High Court is requested to take up the
recall application for hearing on 20.9.2011 which is
the date fixed for hearing of the said application.
In case the said application is allowed, the Full
Bench       is    further         requested     to    decide       the     Writ
Petition filed by the present petitioner immediately
but not later than one month from 20.9.2011 which is
the date fixed for hearing recall application. The
Writ Petition filed by the present petitioner may be
taken up for hearing immediately and be disposed of
in accordance with law.
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      In view of the sensitive nature of the matter and
the statements made at the Bar, it is clarified that
the   result   of   the    election   to   be   held   would   be
subject to the result of the recall application and
if it is allowed, subject to the result of the Writ
Petition.
       The above directions would be subject to the
right of the aggrieved party to prefer an appeal.
        The Special Leave Petition stands disposed of
in term of above-mentioned directions.

 (Neetu Sachdeva)                          (Sneh Bala Mehra)
    Sr. P. A.                                 Court Master


