IN THE PUNJAB AND HARYANA HIGH COURT
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.13242 of 2015 (O&M)
Date of Decision:06/10/2015
Sonu Yadav ...Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents
CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK SIBAL

Present: Mr. Arun Yadav, Advocate
for the applicant-petitioner.

DEEPAK SIBAL, J. (Oral)

C.M. No.12081 of 2015

Through this application, Dy. Director, Secondary Education,
Haryana, Shiksha Sadan, Sector-5, Panchkula is sought to be impleaded as
respondent No.5.

In view of the averments made in the application duly
supported by an affidavit and after hearing learned counsel for the
applicant-petitioner, I deem it proper to allow the application. Accordingly
Dy. Director, Secondary Education, Haryana, Shiksha Sadan, Sector-5,
Panchkula is ordered to be impleaded as respondent No.5 in the main writ
petition. The amended memo of parties filed alongwith the application is
ordered to be taken on record.

Civil miscellaneous application stands disposed of.

Main case

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that at this stage, he
would be satisfied if the present writ petition is disposed of with a direction
to respondent No.5 to take a decision on the objections dated 08.06.2015
(Annexure P-5) submitted by the petitioner.

I find the prayer made by learned counsel for the petitioner to

be reasonable.
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Accordingly, at this stage, without commenting on the merits of
the case, the writ petition is disposed of with a direction to respondent No.5
to take decision on the objections dated 08.06.2015 (Annexure P-5)
submitted by the petitioner by passing a speaking order and after affording
opportunity of hearing to the petitioner, preferably within four months from
the date of receipt of a certified copy of this order.

Needless to add that the decision so taken be communicated to
the petitioner and if the decision is not to the satisfaction of the petitioner,

she would be at liberty to challenge the same, in accordance with law.

( DEEPAK SIBAL )
JUDGE
06.10.2015
rajeev

RAJEEV THAKRAL
2015.10.09 13:47

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document
High Court Chandigarh



