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CcMTrAL inIoT^at IVE tribunal f*>r-CIPAL 3^!^H

^  Nl- .-; DELHI. . ■ fl
New Delhi :this the f day of Dec em, 1996,

1  MR^.R,ADI3£ lv^3cR(^).
I
I  HON' B I£ Dr ̂  . veaWA LU jV^ER (J ).
5
s

i  i). Q.AJ^j3.ft43/Q6
Vipin Kuma^,

Sen of Sh'-i Ni^aojan —51,
Lecturer, Jat College,
Lakhaoti,

Distt .3u landshshaif (Ul^.

2).a >A^o:s44/Qh

Km.Leena Pandit,
d/o Shri Niranjan Lai Shar-ma,

t  Lecturer at Jat College,
I  Lakhoti, . -•
I  Q^istt ,Bulandshahr (UP).
!
I  ■■■3-1^ C «A iJJo ^

\

I  s

I  Knj ,3 ar it a Sharma,-
I  D/31 3h-^i G .P^hai-tTia,

■» "

R/o F-20, Pate 1 Nagar-I,
Ghaziabad,

4) 0.ttila.H47/Q^
Hari Kishan,
R/o Village Lalgarhi,
P.OiChhaari,
DisttoBu landshahr (UP)

5) b^^3.848/Q6

Suresh Kumar, '
R/o Village- LaifXir,
fCST-oS i& arrfrab ad, '
I^istt, Bulaadshanr(up) Applicsnt^o

(By Advocate: Shri O^P,Khokha )
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■ 7 i» Union of India throjgh
7 the Sec-T-eta-y,"

Ministry of ̂ rsorrnel, Fublic -Grievaice
and Pfensicwi Oepa^tment of I^rsonnel &

Training),
North Block,
Ne w Ete Ih i.

*- *

2, !^e g ion a 1 Director (K'«R.),
Staff Selection Commission,
Block No,12, CGO Complex,
New Delhi - 1JD013 .Respondents,^

(By Advocate: Sh-i aiX.Joseph ) ,

"•iri'iW
V2L

BY HON'BIg IvtR ,S ,R j\DIG£

As all these OAs involve common

question of law and fact, they are being disposed

of by this c ommcwi judgment. In all these OAs,

the applicants are praying that those orders

be quashed whereby their application for

admission to the Competitive examination for
"  •• t . .

recruitment to the post of Inspector of Central,
V"

Excise, income Tax etc .,1996, was held to be

not in order and incomplete,

2, On 26.4.96, counsel for the applicants
!

as H as for the respondents wsre l^ard on the

Prayer for interim relief seeking a direction to

the respondents to permit the applicants to appear

provisionally in the said ax^ination which was

scheduled for 28,4,96. The prayer for interim

relief was rejected vide ou^ detailed order
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dated 26.4,96,

»  '
3. As that date had icmg since passed, ;

r  nothing would appe to su^'vive in these OAs, 1

Howeye**, du'^ing heading Sh'^i Kholcha asse^rted j
i

that the Exam, 9ules laying down that the date

of birth as -rec o-Kied in the Matriculat ion/
Secondary Examination Certificate or equivalent

certificate would alone be accepted by the

Staff Selection Coiraniss ion Proof of age, -

operated harshly because in many instaices

these certificates were issued with considerable

<^elay. He also contended that these Rules were

not being enforced uniformly, and alleged that _

one of tl^ applicants before us whose candidature

for, the above examination had been rejected

iia the Northern 'Region Examination Centr® on

the ground that he had not produced the Matr leu lat ion
Certificate as proof of age but only the High

School Mark Sheet in which his date of birth_

was recorded, was still able to ̂ t entry for

the same examination at an examination centre

in the Eastern Region.

4  Without ourselves expressing any

finding on these assertions, v*e dispose of

these OAS leaving it to the respondents to address
themselves to these assertions in the light of

the law, the rules and the instructions on the

subject.

,5, These OAs stand disposed of acco-dlnglyji.
No costs «
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6, Let a copy of this judgment be kept on

the files of each of the abovementIcxied OAs,'

( DR^.V6DAV^LLI V (S,t>^ic£ )
MEA®E*i( J ). member («V)b

/ug/
Ja VU-\\\V

C^SW\^- G\OSL)
P S ., to Hon'ble Member

Central Administrative Tribunal
Tiincipal Bencb«

i*Jew Delhi.
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