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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATES OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

C.R. No0.2678 of 2015
Date of Decision.02.11.2015

Surinderpal Kaur ... Petitioner
Versus

Karam Singh and others ... Respondents

Present:  Mr. Navjot Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Aminder Singh, Advocate
for respondent No.1.

CORAM:HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K. KANNAN

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

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

K. KANNAN J. (ORAL)

1. The revision petition is a challenge to the recounting ordered
by the Election Tribunal. The contention was rested on a plea that
without finding electoral lapses in the manner alleged by the defeated
candidate in the election petition before the Tribunal, the Tribunal could
not have passed the order of recount. The counsel appearing on behalf
of the respondents points out that the order which is impugned was
passed on a concession made by the respondent before the Tribunal (now
petitioner) in the written statement that she will have no objection to
the recount. If the respondent had allowed for such concession in the
written statement, a mere objection at the time when the Election
Tribunal was passing an order that no recount can be done was not
justified at all. The Tribunal was justified in passing the order for

recount on the basis of concession given by the elected candidate in the
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written statement and there is no error for an interference in revision.

2. The revision petition is dismissed.

(K. KANNAN)
JUDGE
November 02, 2015
Pankaj*
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