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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No0.4001 of 2012
Date of Decision:-10.01.2017.

Rekha Devi
...... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others
...... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI
seskeskosk
Present: Mr. Madan Pal, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Harish Rathee, Sr. DAG, Haryana.
Mr. G.P.S. Bal, Advocate for respondent No.5.
Mr. Pawan Kumar Longia, Sr. Panel Counsel for
Union of India-respondent No.6.
seskeoskosk
P.B. BAJANTHRI, J. (Oral)
1.) In the instant writ petition, the petitioner has questioned the

validity of the order dated 22.2.2012 (Annexure P-6) by which the
concerned respondent has rejected the claim of the petitioner for
appointment to the post of Anganwari Worker on the score that petitioner
has obtained matriculation certificate from the Board of Higher Education,
Delhi on 19.6.2001. The aforesaid Board is not recognized by the
Competent Authority, namely, Ministry of Human Resource Development.

2.) Short question for consideration is that obtaining matriculation

certificate from Board of Higher Secondary Education Delhi is valid or not.
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The petitioner has failed to produce any material to show that the Board of
High Secondary Education, Delhi is recognized Board by the Competent
Authority. On the other hand, learned counsel for the petitioner orally
submitted that it was recognized and it was withdrawn on 12.7.2007.
However, no material has been produced by the petitioner.

3.) On the contrary, learned counsel for the respondents
vehemently contended that matter is squarely covered by the decision of this

Court rendered in Desh Raj Vs. State of Haryana and others decided on

22.04.2016. This Court relied on the affidavit filed by the Union of India
who is the Competent Authority to give recognition to Education Board like
Board of Higher Secondary Education, Delhi. Admittedly, the Ministry of
Human Resource Development, Government of India have not recognized
the Board of Higher Secondary Education, Delhi. Therefore, question of
withdrawal of recognition on 12.7.2011 do not arise.

4.) Admittedly, the petitioner is unable to produce any material to
show that the Board of High Secondary Education, Delhi is recognized and
subsequently recognition has been withdrawn. In the absence of necessary
material to show that matriculation certificate issued by the Board of High
Secondary Education, Delhi is recognized, the petitioner has not made out a
case so as to contend that the matriculation certificate issued by the Board
of Higher Secondary Education, Delhi is equivalent to any other certificate
issued by the recognized Board. Unless and until Board of Higher
Secondary Education, Delhi is recognized, the question of equating the
matriculation certificate issued by the Board of Higher Secondary
Education, Delhi cannot be compared with the recognized Board. Thus, the
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dated 22.2.2012.

5.) Petition stands dismissed.

January 10, 2017.
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Yes / No.



