Dinesh Kumar

2018.02.23 10:32
| attest to the accuracy an

219
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 3762 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 22.02.2018

Sunita Yadav

.......... Petitioner
Versus
Krishan Kumar Khandelwal, Additional Chief Secretary,
School Education Haryana, Chandigarh and others
.......... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASWANT SINGH
Present: None for the petitioner.
Mr. Indresh Goel, Additional Advocate General, Haryana.

Mr. Mukesh Verma, Advocate
for respondent No. 5.
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JASWANT SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Petitioner-Sunita Yadav, Lecturer (PGT) in Sociology, was
posted at Government Senior Secondary School, Majra Sheoraj (2608)
(Rewari). She filed a writ petition bearing CWP No. 15777 of 2017 based
on the grievance that her representation for transfer to Government Girls
Senior Secondary School, Rewari (2541), as per her preference based on the
transfer policy, has not been decided, the said writ petition was disposed of
by this Court vide order dated 20.07.2017 (Annexure P-1) with a direction
to decide her legal notice within a period of three months.

Since the needful was not done within the stipulated time of
three months, hence the present contempt petition.

Upon notice, an affidavit dated 20.02.2018 of Sh. Rajiv
Rattan, Director Secondary Education, Haryana, has been filed in Court

today, the same is taken on record. In the reply, it is stated that the order

sumentcty of s acemedated 02.02.2018 (Annexure R-1) stands issued whereby the said Sunita
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Yadav (petitioner) has been transferred to her place of preference at
Government Girls Senior Secondary School, Rewari (2541).

In view of the above reply, learned State Counsel states that
no further action in the present contempt petition is warranted, as the same
has become infructuous.

Learned counsel for respondent No. 5 (Namarata Kumari)
states that his client has been wrongly transferred out without deciding
representation in the true letter and spirit of the transfer policy.

After hearing counsel for respondent No. 5, this Court is of
the view that his client is free to seek her remedy in accordance with law.

Dismissed as infructuous.

Respondent No. 5 (Namarata Kumari) is free to seek her

remedy in accordance with law.

Rule is discharged.
February 22, 2018 (JASWANT SINGH)
'dk kamra’ JUDGE
Whether Speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable Yes/No
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