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New DeLhi , this 19th day of May, 1999 ^
- 1,1 chr- i T N Bhat , Member (J) I V

Horbie'shri S.P. Biswas,. Memebr(A)

Z i !e Si ngh
Vi i iage Ma!ha Majra App ! icant
nt. Sonepat, Haryana

(By shri Umesh Singh)
Vs .

1  rhief Commissioner
Govt . of NOT of Delh.!
0 Id Secretariat , Delhi

2  Commissioner of Pol ice
Delhi Pol ice,. Pol ice Hqrs . Respondents

. / N0W DsIh i

„  ORDER(orai)
Hon^ble Shri T.N. Bhat

i - «n+ ha« based his claim on som.eThe appi icant na_

'■ obaervat-ons made by thia Tribunal in i .
oated ,19.8.97 in OA 234/95, That was an OA fi led

4  h i mclc. 1 f We have gone throughby the appl icant himse!r .
j  +K01+ the Tribunal hadthat order and we find that the

observed in the order that the appl icant wa_
A=n+ iM^d to any rel ief on the basis of hi-

.He army. His case may however be considered as
_  general candidaTe^re 1 ax.ng the criterion of age,
if otherwise he is el igible and sui table for
appointment as " a fresh candidate as Constable

o  1 - if fhp rf^spt^ndents are so incl ined.Delhi Pol ice, if the r-sp-n

From ' the impugned order, as at A.nnexure A, it
j, clear that the appl icant was considered but his
candidature was rejected. We are not incl ined to
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f  ,he learned counsel
■ +K r.ontention o - - ^

.  Ih« + wh t ie r-j

for the appl ican - ■ • record
' ̂ n + <5 w^re reQ- • "

Maim the respoaden- .. „,-,o pass a speahins order.
reasons or . - v-

find no
c+ated above,

4-uo p^sisonsFor the r-a
i „ this case. "•■'■, gcna notice in tniground to |S--

J  1 > rn. i n e .accordingly dismissed m •

7t.N. Bhatfk^
,• Memeb r t J )( S . P . B i s'was )

Membe r ^)
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