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ROnXNlSTRATiyL TRIBUNAL

n.A,231AM

Tur -^IST DAY OF OCTOBER, 1996,•pHOffSDAY THIS THE 31S

^  CHETTUR SRNKAW" NAl>».HON.BU .om«tST8RTI«E RERBER
HON'BLE HR, R,^» AWUuj«9

V  - n i l

Pad aw Sen Wo.A» . Applicant
?/|t'"a^UpurrsH«Hdra: ««« Delhi. .... APP

va Mr Da SrivasLawa)(By Advocate Ptr, "•
Vso a 1 -

. ,« staff selection conmisslen,
Tgo c'oSriearudSi Roc.

o  The Deputy Director, _
ror^t^rrio-i^RraJr-- -ihi.

'• rinirtrr-"pR»Tf"aJiS'peSIlone, Kendtlya lt?tyalaya
New Delhi,

(By Advocate Wr, V.S,R, Krishna
hoon heard on 31,10,1996,

The application having ^ .gii^ered the follouingj
the Tribunal an the ea»e day delivered

n R D E R_

CHETTUR SANKARAN WAIR(3), CHAIRMAN
applicant eeehe a direction to respondents

Staff selection Coonlsslon to perirlt him to appear
ts sn examination to be held oo 3,11.1996. Permission
„3e not granted as his application did not reach
the Staff Selection Commission IP time. According to
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,  \counsel for applicant this is owing to a postal
strike. Ue have no acceptable information regarding any
sftri^te i^?«g5,Be that as it may, an ongoing strike,
cannot take auay the rigours of a condition of
eligibility prescribed. That a'part respondents
do not insist that applicant ahouLJ forward his
application only through post. Conditions stipulated
by an administrative authority to regulate its

business cannot be interfered with on such fanciful
reasons.

2. There is no merit in the application and

ue dismiss the same. No costs.

Dated Slst October, 1996,
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R.Ko AHODJA CHETTUR SANKARAN WAIR(3)
AOniWlSJ^IVE flEPIBER CHAIRflAW
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