IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH
Sr. No.124 CWP No.14569 of 2022
Date of Decision: 12.07.2022
Sunita Devi .... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Present: Mr. Parth Goyal, Advocate for the petitioner.
sk

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the petitioner argues that the petitioner was
working with the Department of School Education since 19.12.2018 and
continued working there upto 30.01.2020, after which the petitioner joined
the post of Assistant Professor, on which post the petitioner was duly
selected by the Haryana Staff Selection Commission.

Learned counsel argues that the petitioner had submitted the
technical resignation from the post of PGT Economics but the respondents
made the petitioner to deposit one month salary, which is not envisaged in
the rules as the petitioner had already given technical resignation to join
another post within the State of Haryana. Learned counsel submits that the
respondents are under obligation to return the petitioner one month salary,
which has been deposited by the petitioner under protest, along with interest.

Learned counsel submits that further claim of the petitioner is
for counting the service rendered by her in the Department of Secondary

Education Haryana.
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Learned counsel submits that the grievance as raised in the
present petition has already been raised by the petitioner in the legal notice
dated 31.03.2022 (Annexure P-15), which is still pending consideration with
the respondents and the petitioner will be satisfied if respondents No.2 and 4
are directed to decide the same in a time bound manner by passing an
appropriate speaking order.

Notice of motion.

Mr. Harish Nain, Assistant Advocate General, Haryana accepts
notice on behalf of the respondents and raises no objection with regard to
deciding the legal notice dated 31.03.2022 (Annexure P-15) filed by the
petitioner, in a time bound manner.

Without going into the merits of the case, the present petition is
disposed of with a direction to respondents No.2 and 4 to decide the legal
notice dated 31.03.2022 (Annexure P-15) filed by the petitioner by passing
an appropriate speaking order within a period of 8 weeks from the receipt of

copy of this order.

(HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
JUDGE
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