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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No0.16996 of 2012
Date of Decision:-01.03.2017.
Parmod Kumar
...... Petitioner
Versus
Chaudhary Devi Lal University, Sirsa and others
....... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI

hoskskok

Present: Mr. P.S. Jammu, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. Anurag Goyal, Advocate for respondent No.1.
Mr. Ashok Aggarwal, Advocate for respondent Nos.2 to 5.

oskskok

P.B. BAJANTHRI, J. (Oral)

1.) The petitioner has questioned the selection and appointment of
respondent Nos.2 to 5 to the post of Daftri pursuant to the advertisement
dated Annexure P-1 to the respondent University.
2)) The petitioner and respondents No.2 to 5 are candidates for
recruitment to the post of Daftri. The prescribed qualification for the post
of Daftri reads as under:-

“33. DAFTRI:

Matric with 2 years experience in an office/Laborary

and should have knowledge of office procedure.”
3) The petitioner and respondent Nos.2 to 5 are candidates to the
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selected candidate. He has questioned the selection and appointment of
respondent Nos.2 to 5 on the score that the experience certificate produced
by respondent Nos.2 to 5 do not reveal salary and reference number.
Therefore, he is doubting genuineness of the experience certificate
produced by respondent Nos.2 to 5. Perusal of qualification prescribed for
Daftri do not specify or prescribe that the 2 years of experience certificate or
letter in an office or laboratory must indicate or reveal salary and reference
number. In the absence of prescription of salary and reference number is
required to be mentioned in the experience letter or certificate gained in an
office or laboratory in the rules. The petitioner's contention cannot be
accepted. Accordingly, the petitioner has not made out a case so as to

interfere with the selection and appointment of respondent Nos.2 to 5 to the

post of Daftri.
4.) Petition stands dismissed.

(P.B. BAJANTHRI)

JUDGE

March 01, 2017.
sandeep sethi
Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes / No
Whether Reportable:- Yes / No.
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