IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

1. CWP-29861-2017
Decided on: 22.12.2017

Ashok Kumar .... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondents
2. CWP-30001-2017
Decided on: 22.12.2017

Vikas .... Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present: Mr. Karan Singh, Advocate
for the petitioner(s) in both cases.
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AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J (ORAL)

CWP-29861-2017

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the bus which
the petitioner was given to drive as part of his proficiency test at Kaithal,
was defective, in as much as its clutch plate was not working properly, to
which he made an objection at that stage.

CWP-30001-2017

In this petition, another grievance has been raised, with regard
to the petitioner having been wrongly failed in the dug test, for the reasons
given in the petition.

Having considered the aforesaid contentions raised, it first

needs to be noticed that without a doubt this Court has issued notice of

Dinesh Kumar

ttos 1o e secracd@tion in many such petitions, including even earlier in the day today.
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CWP-29861-2017 and other connected case -2-

However, it is seen that the number of such petitions are
increasing daily, with the next date of hearing being 23.01.2018. It is
therefore considered appropriate that these two petitions be disposed of at
this stage with a direction to the Secretary, Haryana Staff Selection
Commission, to go into the grievances of the petitioners, and to view the
video recordings made of the proficiency tests conducted, and to pass a
speaking order thereafter, as to whether the grievances are correct or not.
Obviously, a detailed order would need to be passed in that respect, dealing
with the contentions raised by each petitioner.

A clip of the videography would also be supplied to the
petitioners, if the speaking order to be passed is against the petitioners.
(The CD containing a clip of the videography shall be supplied to the
petitioners at their cost).

The needful be done within a period of one month from the
date of receipt of acertified copy of this order.

In the meanwhile, till the decision is taken, the selection

process be not finalized.
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