IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No.20284 of 2014
Date of Decision:-14.05.2015

Smt. Anita Kumari and another
..... Petitioners

Versus

State of Haryana and another
..... Respondents

CORAM :- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SATISH KUMAR MITTAL.
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARINDER SINGH SIDHU.

Present:-  Mr. Ravi Verma, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. Lokesh Sinhal, Addl. AG Haryana.

seskskosk

SATISH KUMAR MITTAL, J.(Oral)

The petitioners have filed the instant writ petition for
quashing of the qualification prescribed for the post of PGT Political
Science in Column 3(i) of Appendix-B under Rule 7 of the Haryana
State Education School Cadre (Group B) Service Rule, 2012 which
were notified on 11.4.2012 (Annexure-P-9) as it prescribed only MA
Political Science with 50% marks and B.Ed to be eligible for the post
of Political Science and to treat them, who are having degree of M. A.
in Public Administration with 50% marks and B.Ed, as eligible for
recruitment to the post of Post Graduate Teacher (PGT) in Political

Science.
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Learned counsel for the respondent-State while placing
on record a communication received from The Director, Secondary
Education, Haryana, Shiksha Sadan, Sector-5, Panchkula, stated that
Government has decided to refer this matter to a committee which has
already been constituted consisting of Head of Departments of
Political Science and Public Administration of both the Universities
i.e. Kurukshetra University, Kurukshetra and Maharishi Dayanand
University, Rohtak, under the chairmanship of Director Secondary
Education, Haryana and in that meeting the decision will be taken
whether a candidate possessing the MA Public Administration with
50% marks be held to be eligible for the above mentioned post or not.
He has further stated that at present no recruitment is under process.

In view of the said submissions, we dispose of this writ
petition with liberty to the petitioners to make a representation stating
new facts, if any in addition to the averments made in the present
petition before the said Committee. If any such representation is filed,
the Committee is directed to consider and decide the same in
accordance with law and take the decision in this regard by passing a
speaking order.
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