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RITU BAHRI , J. (Oral)

Petitioner  is  seeking  quashing  of  advertisement  (P-2)  advertised  by

respondent No. 3 wherein the age is not mentioned for the post of 1. Project Director 2.

Chief  Operating  Officer  3.  District  Functional  Manager  (Training  and  Capacity

Building) and 4. District Function Manager (Financial Inclusion), which is against the

instructions issued by respondent No. 1

Pursuant  to  advertisement  (P-2)  ,  the  petitioner  participated for  post  of

Project Director being fully eligible. In the advertisement, no age has been mentioned.

On notice, a reply has been filed on behalf of respondent Nos. 2 and 3

stating  therein  that  the  petitioner  was  fully  aware  of  the  fact  that  there  is  no  age

prescribed  for  various  posts  and  thus,  he  cannot  challenge  the  advertisement  after

participating on the ground that there is no age mentioned for some posts. Further the

Haryana State Rural Livelihoods Mission is a Society registered under the Societies Act,

as per Memorandum of Association, Executive Committee is competent to frame Rules

and Regulations of the Society.  As per Human Resources Development Manual framed

by the Executive Committee, there is no maximum age prescribed for the post of Project

Director. 

Pursuant  to  advertisement  (P-2),  one  Sh  Aurbind  Sharma  has  been
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appointed on the post of Project Director vide appointment letter dated 20.02.2017 and

he has joined the post.

The above said reply was filed on 05.05.2017 and petitioner has not filed

replication  till  date.  Further  the  petitioner  cannot  challenge  the  advertisement  after

participating. The letter dated 21.09.2016 is just a guideline and is not binding upon

respondent No. 2 and 3, as recruitment in the Society is governed by Manual.

Dismissed.

January 08, 2019     (RITU BAHRI)

G Arora JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes
Whether reportable No
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