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0 .A,No, 61 0/97

N ebJ Delhi! this the <?/ " day af f!arch,l997#

HON • 31 £ R. 3. R, A DlG r, gi S £R( a) »

HON • B.L Z D R, A. '</£DA'i ALL I, M el 3 £R(0) .

^»» Applicant*

girl Rajaav, KifTi ar# ,
Shri 93hani/ir, Singhj

C/o Sh.Manoj Vishnoi,
o Ho use No *- 5/309 j San tj:'; u ffsi^

G al' i M Q, '6f Go yin ij ji-,
f'lp di N ag
Distt* Ghasi&bad (Up) ,,,6

(0y" Ad'jDcats; Shri D,A.riann)*

\/8r;5U3

1* LLiion of India
th TO ug h

Thia S.acr-stary,
O^tts or PBrsonnel & Trainining,
Ministry of Papoonnel^ Publis Grievancaa &
Pensions 5,
North, 3lack'=ij',
N sw Od-i-ni«

'S , X- •

2. The 'Regional Dirsctor (N. R)
staff Sal-ection ttsmsnission*
31ock«?.l2,
Kendriya K3ry.alay PapXsar,
Lo di. RDadj
Neu Dal hi 110 003,

3. Gsputy Regional Director (N R)
Staff 3si action Oarnriiission^
3lo ck No s 12j
Kdidriya Kar-yalay Parisar,
Lo di Ft adf
Nsu Delhi - 1 fO 003*.

4* AS3tt* Dirscto r(EN R)
Staff Selection amj^-iisaion*
Block No*12,
K^driys Karyalay Parisar,
Lodi Foadj
Nau Delhi- 11(^0 3

Raaponden ts.

jeoO^lEMT

£ .f? R* 5* R, A DIG£,r^gT3£R( gl .

Applicant sado quashing c f Responds ts* ardo?
dated 17*2,9? cancslling his candidature for recruiter:

to th e p o st o f In ̂  a Gto r, 0 f Cen fc rai Ex ci se, In Gc:.n a Tri>!



o

Re-'ex!^in ation j 1995 and fo r a dirsction t'j cfsclprs

his result and Tor appointment in cass he is sal acted#

2. Tns applicant has him sal f adroit tad in para 4«1

of the OA that in i-s cpon sd to tha adyartisGmen t fur

holding of;tha said'axafn«j hs filed three application

foims from., different rsgions , ye notice that in

ths application forra (Annaxure-AS), each applicant has

0 decl arD<| that ha has not submitted any othar

application for re cruitmon t ̂ an d if he contravsnas ijnig

rule? his spplicstion is liable to be rsjactsd by the

Qjmfnission summarily, Furtheunore th© instructions

contained in para 10( u) of the rxam, notice state

explicitly that furnishing of falsa declaration is

liable te- -can cell gtipn of c&ndidaturs and similarly

para 10 (vi) states that rBcourca to illegal/urong

maan-g in^ .the-, ax am is similarly liabla to cancellation
.j '

of csndidatura. Despite that the applicsnt has

hiiHsslF adiiittad that he had submitted as many aS

three application fo-itn ■frofr? different regions. He

contends fch-at he did .this due "bj bon a^ida mis take

but manifostly this plaa can no t be -sccsp tsd in
the face of the declaration that ha has signed#

3, The fact of applicant hguing submittad

rnor.e than one appli cation for tha said j p,s

detected after the intarvicy uas held^ ii as not

p i cj. u d8 In Q r 0 op 0n dsn ts f rom can csl 1 in g th e

applicant's candidature for hauing gi^Asn a falad
duclaration in tsfirs of tha instructions go yarding the
conductcf the Exam, referred to aboue,

.Applicant Has citad many ruling.s intcluding
AIR 1976 3C 3?S| .AIR 1932 p a tn a 122; aI fi 1979 Delhi
o7s Ai R i98l (taj .■ 8 and Al R 1966 ftP 59j but in ths faca
or -cha instructions goyarr.ing the corsductof tha sxam,,

raferred to abo v/s, and tha applicant's ouri declaration

A
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uhich he sigr^ed, that hi^ csfs dideturo uss liable he

be ran celled if he filed more than cna ,a;Dpl i catidn

and His oujn sfdiixscion tha'c 'ns f xl 3d ss njany as 3

applications for Phe saniQ sxsrn® the respondents*

cntion in canoaiiing W candidature is fully in

ordei and. none of the iu dgm an fcs sited by him can be of

an.y. "a ssx s tan c b„ iq; ■ th 0 facts an d ci rcum 3 tan co.^ o f

"th i-s- -■ p,-a r ti cul a r..' c a se »
di I " .

5« In tfiB rssul tj Sns application is dississod xr:

2. xrn in '3«
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