
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH          
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          Date of Decision : 31.8.2012

Santosh Kumari ..... Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana and others ..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH

Present:- Mr. Parveen Bhardwaj, Advocate, for the petitioner.

AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH, J. (ORAL)

Petitioner  has  approached  this  Court  impugning  the  transfer

order dated 6.7.2012 (Annexure-P-1), vide which she has been transferred

from Government Senior Secondary School, Dhurala, to Government Senior

Secondary School Thaska Miranji, District Kurukshetra, on the ground that

the said transfer order is in violation of the Government policy instructions

dated 28.4.2008 (Annexure-P-2).  Petitioner has submitted a representation,

which  is  11.7.2012  (Annexure-P-5),  to  the  Financial  Commissioner  and

Principal  Secretary  to   Government  of  Haryana,  School  Education

Department-respondent  No.  2,  as  per  the  provision  made  in  the  transfer

policy itself, but no decision thereon has been taken by the respondents.

Counsel for the petitioner states that the petitioner, at this stage,

would be satisfied if a direction is issued to the Financial Commissioner and

Principal  Secretary  to   Government  of  Haryana,  School  Education

Department-respondent  No.  2,  to  consider  and  decide  the  representation

dated 11.7.2012 (Annexure-P-5) within some specified time.
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Without going into the merits of the case or commenting  thereon,

this petition is disposed of with a direction to the Financial Commissioner and

Principal  Secretary  to   Government  of  Haryana,  School  Education

Department-respondent No. 2 to consider and decide the representation dated

11.7.2012  (Annexure-P-5) within a period of three weeks from the date of

receipt of certified copy of this order. The decision, so taken be, conveyed to

the petitioner forthwith.

In case, the aforesaid representation of the petitioner is not to be

accepted, then a speaking and well reasoned order be passed by respondent

No. 2 and the same be conveyed to the petitioner forthwith.

(AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH)
JUDGE
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