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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.4451 of 2019
Date of decision: 13.12.2019

Anuradha ...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others ...Respondents

Before: Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia.
Present: None for the petitioner.

Mr. Harish Rathee, Sr. DAG, Haryana.

seskesk

B.S. WALIA, J. (Oral)

1. Learned Sr. DAG states that on 20.02.2019, the stand of
the petitioner was that as per OMR sheet, she secured ‘55’ marks,
whereas the last candidate called for physical screening test under
General Category had secured ‘51’ marks. Subsequently, on result of
the petitioner being produced on 21.02.2019, it transpired that the
petitioner had secured 41.06 marks, which was lower than the last
candidate called for physical screening test.

2. Learned Sr. DAG states that on said date, the stand of the
petitioner was that she had secured ‘51’ marks, as per OMR sheet and
this Court while adjourning the case for 11.04.2019, had granted
opportunity to the petitioner to approach the office of respondent-
Commission on 27.02.2019, whereupon the Commission was to show
the petitioner her OMR sheet along with revised result. Learned Sr.

DAG states that the petitioner did not appear in the office of the
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Commission on 27.02.2019s or on any other date for verification of
her OMR sheet and revised result.

3. Today, none has put in appearance on behalf of the
petitioner despite the case having been called out twice. It appears that

the petitioner is not interested in pursuing the writ petition.

4. Dismissed for want of prosecution.
(B.S. WALIA)
JUDGE
13.12.2019
rajesh.k.khurana
1. Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No.
2.  Whether reportable : Yes/No.
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