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[125-2] IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No0.21896 of 2021
Date of Decision : 03.11.2021

Pardeep Kumar Gulia ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and another ....Respondents

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.S. Walia

Present :  Mr. Chanderhas Yadav, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Tapan Kumar, DAG, Haryana.

seskesk

B.S. Walia, J. (Oral)

[1] Prayer in the petition under Articles 226/227 of the Constitution
of India is for the issuance of a writ, order or direction especially in the
nature of mandamus for directing the respondent-authorities to select the
petitioner on the post of Sub-Inspector (Male) in pursuance of
Advertisement No0.03/2021, as the petitioner was declared successful in
written test result of which was declared on 19.10.2021 (P-12) and
completed the physical screening test well within time.

[2] Learned State Counsel on instructions from the Secretary,
Haryana Staff Selection Commission, Haryana, has informed that the
petitioner- Pardeep Kumar Gulia, who participated in the Physical Screening
Test (PST) under Roll N0.3211030797 did not qualify the same on account
of not covering the distance of 2.5 kms. within the stipulated period of 12
minutes.

[3] Learned State Counsel further states that as per the RIFD bands,
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which were affixed on the legs of the participants, the start, split, finished

and net time of the petitioner is as under:--

Pardeep Kumar Gulia 3211030797
Start : 06:48:19:500
Split : 06:54:45:500
Finish : 07:00:21:750
Net time : 00:12:01:750
[4] A perusal thereof reveals that the net time availed by the

petitioner is 12 minutes, 01 second and 750 milli seconds i.e. beyond the
stipulated period of 12 minutes.

[5] Faced with the aforementioned position, learned counsel for the
petitioner states that he does not press the instant petition and may be
permitted to withdraw the same with liberty to take out appropriate

proceedings, in accordance with law for the redress of grievance of the

petitioner.
[6] The same is not opposed to by learned State Counsel.
[7] In view of the statement of learned Counsel for the petitioner,

the instant petition is dismissed as withdrawn with the liberty as prayed for.

(B.S. Walia)
Judge
03.11.2021
‘Rajneesh’
Whether speaking/ reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No

RAIJNEESH SHARMA
2021.11.03 15:45

I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



