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GAGANDEEPSINGH s Petitioner
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS
........ Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI

Present: Mr. Vinay Bajaj, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. T.P.S Chawla, Sr. DAG Punjab.

skesksk

HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI, J. (Oral)

In the present petition, the grievance of the petitioner is that the
petitioner has not been considered in a manner required for appointment to
the post of Block Extension Educator as advertised by the respondents vide
Advertisement dated 26.07.2011 (Annexure P-1).

Learned counsel for the petitioner argues that the petitioner was
entitled for 5 marks for the rural background and 10 marks for the
experience keeping in view the criteria fixed vide Annexure P-4 but, the
petitioner has not been given 5 marks for the rural background and none for
the experience hence, the respondents are liable to be directed to re-consider
the claim of the petitioner keeping in view the recruitment criteria Annexure

P-4.
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Upon notice of motion, the respondent have filed the reply. In
the reply, the respondents have stated qua for the grant of 5 additional
marks, keeping in view the directions given by this Court in CWP No. 1107
of 2011, the Instructions which provided for 5 marks to the candidate having
rural background, have already been withdrawn. The further, the assertion of
the respondents is that the petitioner was not entitled for marks for
experience keeping in view of the fact that the petitioner had not worked on
the post of Block Extension Educator.

I have heard learned counsel for the parties and have gone
through the records of the present case with their able assistance.

In the present petition, the claim of the petitioner is that he has
not been evaluated as per the criteria fixed by the respondents. The
respondents are on record to say that the petitioner has been considered on
the basis of the criteria which has been uniformly applied on all the
candidates. As per the respondents, the Instructions that provided for the
grant of 5 marks for the rural background has already been withdrawn and
no candidate has been given the said benefit.

With regard to the grant of 10 marks for the experience, the
petitioner has not worked on the post of Block Extension Educator but has
worked on the post of Multi-purpose Health Worker and the marks for
experience can only be given in case, a candidate has worked on the post on
which, he/she is seeking consideration.

Merely that the Government Service has been rendered by a
candidate, is not the criteria for the grant for marks for an experience. The

respondents have granted the marks for experience only in case, a candidate

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



SAPNA GOYAL
2024.12.03 17:08

CWP-5253-2015 (O&M) -3-
has experience against the relevant post for which he/she is competing for
which is missing in the case of the petitioner.

Keeping in view the above, no grievance can be made by the
petitioner qua evaluation of his claim.

Hence, the present petition stands dismissed.

Pending application, if any, also stands disposed of.

25-11-2024 (HARSIMRAN SINGH SETHI)
Sapna Goyal JUDGE
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