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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP No. 16831 of 2016
Date of Decision: 19.08.2016

OM PARKASH ... Petitioner
VS.
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. ..Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present: Mr. J.P. Jangu, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to see the judgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.
3 Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest?

KULDIP SINGH. J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioner contended that due to the
problem in MIS website, the petitioner could not opt for his choice of zone
within time prescribed by the Government. The request is for directing the
Government to consider the representation in view of the particulars mentioned
therein.

Learned counsel for the petitioner points out that the petitioner has
earlier made the representation dated 09.08.2016 (Annexure P-9).

In the circumstances, the petitioner is advised to make
representation to the Government, putting forward his grievance and seeking
its redressal thereof.

In view of the position explained above, the petition is disposed of
with the direction to the Director, Secondary Education, Haryana or any other

concerned authority to decide the aforementioned representation of the
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petitioner dated 09.08.2016 (Annexure P-9) expeditiously, without being

influenced by the fact that the petitioner has approached this Court.
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