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Date of decision: 17.08.2017
Ram Kishan Asiwal ....Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana & others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S.SANDHAWALIA
Present: Mr.Ravi Kapur, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Ms.Shruti Jain Goyal, AAG, Haryana.

G.S. SANDHAWALIA, J. (Oral)

Office has listed the case on account of service upon the private-
respondents being incomplete.

With the consent of counsel for the parties, the main case is taken
on Board and is disposed of, today itself.

A perusal of the writ petition would go on to show that reference
was made to CWP-6308-1991 titled Constable Rajender Vs. State of Haryana &
others, wherein interim relief had been granted. In the present case the prayer is
to direct the respondents to appoint the petitioner as ASI and to make
appointment on merits, after quashing the appointments of respondents No.4 to
62. The matter was discussed in detail in CWP-5093-1991 titled H.C. Ravinder
Singh Vs. The State of Haryana & others, which disposed of a bunch of cases on
07.01.1992, wherein also, the same selection was subject matter of
consideration.

Record had been called for including the marks given for the written
test as well as for the interview and the criteria fixed and the Court came to the
conclusion that inspite of the fact that there was requisition of 98 candidates,

only 62 had been recommended and therefore, the allegations that the members
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of the Board had to push in their favorites, was held not sustainable.
Resultantly, the relief sought was denied regarding the challenge to the selection
process and the writ petitions were dismissed.

Counsel for the petitioner is not in a position to dispute the said
findings and distinguish the same, especially once reliance itself had been placed
upon the pendency of the said petition.

Accordingly, for the reasons recorded in CWP-5093-1991 on
07.01.1992 and CWP-6308-1991 on 09.01.1992, the present writ petition is

dismissed, in the same terms.

17.08.2017 (G.S. SANDHAWALIA)
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