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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

C.W.P. No. 5341 of 2016
Date of decision : 12.04.2016

Deepak Singla
...Petitioner
versus

Central University of Haryana and another
...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE RITU BAHRI

Present: Ms. Neha Rathi, Advocate,
for Mr. Sanjeev Kumar Panwar, Advocate,
for the petitioner.
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RITU BAHRI, J. (Oral)

Petitioner is seeking to quash the selection of Ms. Archana
Mittal-respondent No.2 to the post of Computer Lab Attendant.

Pursuant to publication of an advertisement (Annexure P-1),
the petitioner applied for the post of Computer Lab Attendant. Thereafter,
he was called for interview on 21.11.2013. However, as per result
(Annexure P-2/A), he was not selected to the said post.

The petitioner has challenged the selection of Ms. Archana
Mittal-respondent No.2 on the ground that she has been wrongly given
higher marks as per the information received under the Right to Information
Act, 2005 vide letter dated 25.02.2014 (Annexure P-3). As per this letter

following criterial has been adopted for awarding marks to the candidates:-

Matric/Secondary : 20%
Senior Secondary/10+2 : 30%
Desirable Experience : 10%

Computer Skill Test : 20%
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Interview : 20 Marks

Learned counsel for the petitioner has produced the details of
result in Court, whereby the petitioner is shown to have secured 68.4%
marks in Matric, 64% in 10+2, 63% in B.Com. and 64% in Masters. He has
got experience of 5 years and 5 months. On the other hand, the selected
candidate namely Archana Mittal-respondent No.5 has got 82% marks in
Matric, 62% in 10+2, 65% in Graduation and she has got experience of one
year. Hence, she has got higher marks according to her educational
qualification.

After through the facts and circumstances of the case, this
Court is of the view that the selection of respondent No.2 to the post of
Computer Lab Attendant does not require any interference as the marks
have been awarded as per the prescribed criteria.

No merits.

Dismissed.

(RITU BAHRI)
12.04.2016 JUDGE
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