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MAHESH GROVER, J.(Oral)

The review applications filed by the applicants are without
any merit. Detailed reasons have been given by this Court for disposal
of this writ petition.

Learned counsel for the review applicants contend that a
Coordinate Bench of this Court in CWP No. 16457 of 2010, decided on
25.01.2012 while passing orders in similar circumstances had directed
the University to make a fresh selection within three months time. It is
contended that similar orders be passed in this petition.

On due consideration, | am of the view that no specific
directions are required to be given in this case considering the fact that
once a process of selection is set aside, the University is always at
liberty to finalize a fresh selection after framing appropriate criteria for

assessing the relative merits of the candidates from amongst persons,
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who had been short-listed and to conclude the selection process after
taking into consideration the claim of all contesting parties. Needless to
say the petitioner if eligible and desirous to compete would also be
entitled to a consideration.

The review applications are, therefore, disposed of with the

aforesaid clarification.

(Mahesh Grover)
Judge
02.03.2015
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