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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CWP-30374-2018
Date of decision: 30.11.2018

Ankita ...Petitioner
Versus

Chaudhary Bansi Lal University and others ...Respondents

CORAM:HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE RITU BAHRI

Present: Mr. Amit Singla, Advocate for the petitioner.

kg

Ritu Bahri, J. (Oral).

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that as per the
advertisement (Annexure P-1), selection for the post of Clerk was done
without doing videography of the interview process.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has referred to the note 1 of
the advertisement (Annexure P-1), which is as under:-

1. The University reserves the rights to supervise the complete
recruitment process from online applications to selection by way of using
biometric process and CCTV cameras/videography etc.”

He further states that as per the above note, the respondents No.
3 to 8 who have been selected, have secured lower marks in the written
examination but in the interview they have been given maximum marks for
being eligible for selection.

On a specific query put to learned counsel for the petitioner

that if videography is not done, the selection process can be quashed and
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whether videography of interview is mandatory for the purpose of selection,
he did not cite any judgment to support his contention.

Even the note of the University is that the University has a
right to supervise the selection process by using biometric process and
CCTV cameras/videography which does not make it mandatory for
University to record videography at the time of interview.

A perusal of the marks obtained by the petitioner (Annexure P-
2) shows that the petitioner has been awarded 5 marks in the interview
whereas selected candidates have been awarded 7 to 9 marks. The Selecting
Committee is the best judge of the marks which are to be awarded for

interview and the Court cannot interfere in the assessment made by the

Commuittee.
Hence, no case for interference is made out.
Dismissed.
(RITU BAHRI)
30.11.2018 JUDGE
Divyanshi
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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