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Yoginder Singh
... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others
... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH.

Present: Mr.J.P.Sharma, Advocate,
for the petitioner
Mr.R.K.Doon, AAG, Haryana
Mr.P.K.Ganga, Advocate,
for respondent no.6.

AMOL RATTAN SINGH., J. (Oral)

The petitioner has challenged the transfer of respondent no.6 to
the Government Middle School, Shobhapur, vide the impugned order,
Annexure P-2, as the petitioner is already working as an Elementary School
Headmaster at the said school.

Pursuant to the order dated 21.11.2017, a short reply of Shri
Dilbag Singh, Joint Director (in the office of the Director, Elementary
Education, Haryana) has been filed in Court today in which it has been
stated that undoubtedly the petitioner is Elementary School Headmaster and
not a Trained Graduate Teacher (TGT), but as on the portal (on the website
of the respondent department), he was shown to be a TGT, the mistake has
occurred in transferring respondent no.6 to the Government Girls Middle
School, Shobhapur, in place of the petitioner, where the said respondent has

already joined.
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As regards the petitioners' contention to the effect that he had
represented for correction of his status as a TGT on the website, it has been
stated in the affidavit that, as a matter of fact, even the teacher himself could
have done so, which was not done and therefore, with respondent no.6
having joined at Shobhapur, the petitioner has been posted to the
Government Middle School, Rajpura, also in District Mahendergarh, which
on query learned counsel for the State submits is 15 kms away from
Shobhapur.

That being son, I see no reason to continue with this petition,
which is consequently dismissed, with the contention of the petitioner
rejected, to the effect that it was not the petitioners' fault that his status was
wrongly shown on the website, when a specific affidavit has been filed to
the effect that he himself could have corrected the status, instead of

representing time and again.

22.12.2017 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
pk/dinesh JUDGE
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