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Original H.. licoticn, o . 364 of lc;.c.C. 

••••• . "t-'I"'licdnts 

Versus 

lXllCO of In ... ic.l uno Lth rs • • • •• Ii. 5, ..... n '-len ts 

Hoo . ; •. r . Justice L .C ,. .Jrivostuvc, V.C 

( By Hm. iolr. Justice U .C • .;)rivastevd, V.C . ) 

nS the .... l;;:udings ere complete, t,ie cc;se is 

bing oist-'osed of Cift;;:r hec.ring tne I-drties cfter 

to k ing into cccount thE: n01:.e of the amendment cq .. !-'lice. ­

tim ..-klich hus b ... en allo\'.ed but the dmend.,}ent hc.s not 

been incort--" Drdted. The oi-lt"'licdnt c; lied for ooe of 

the posts ddvertised by rt", ilwdY Sc:'rv~ce Ganm.:..ssioo . 

He It..as dskcd to sit in 1. .. 2 ..... ·ri tten test dnd according 

to the o~t-ilicgnt his fJerformance of written test 

he l d .at Kosturbd KPnyc Inter college Jhonsi \,;.:15 very 

good cnd thdt why he WaS coIled for intervi ew . 

2 . The up~liconts cornr--ld int i s thi;;t certa in 
• 

irregularities were comm i l..ted by the reSj-lon ... ents 

that tne nome of thf: candijc:Jtes hove been ch~nged 

who were selected by the seL:cticn list ana there is 

a~prehension that t.,is thing m~y 0150 ha"pened ;lith 

them . The r~sult is not ~ronnounced even t hough 
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the o~ lic ... nts muQe re...,re::ientoticn for th same cnd 

insteo..ld of de c lJring t IE result wnich 'tl.ey coul.,;. 

l~om CX11y "fter letter received from the liQil'llay 

Hecruitment !rOdrd doted 21." . 33 informed th~t t leir 

-

cCoIse h ... s b ... en eXdrnin d by Vigil<..nce u i rectordte of tbe 

ad ilv,.uy Board and they are unable to offer ony rern.u.r.s 

in the matter c:.nd tdC rei-resentotiQ') of the ct--t-1icc;.nts 

vJdS being rE:J cted. They helve t-'royed tr.ut t Ie respo-

ndents be dire cted to declare the r ",sult of the 

dt pliconts for o~pointment in CGl ~egory :16 Cl1 the basis 

of written test (.Ind interview ta en in res t-e ct to it 

cnd the resul t o~ the en4uiry con :...ucte d by the Oire-

ctora te Vigilance Railv ... y BOdrd. 

3 . The respcn~ents hove oooposed the claim of the 

dt-~liconts end ho ve fJ l eoded t ha t the 6PI licdn1.5: hdvenot 

,,~peared for c ategory 16 che res u lt of wri c h has b"en 

oeclore:d (lnu CIS a matter of foct dt_pcored for c o tegory 

25 ono. the a~ I-'l iconts hove not b..:en selected oS they 

he ve not secured the (:I de'-{ua te md r l\. S f or qua 1 if yin 9 

the findl selection cnd the result infect ... .,dS dec lared 

dft~r careful scrutiny of each dnd e ve ry cose . The 

mOC1e o f inve stigation by the Vigilonce is not knO'iCl 

even to the respon<...ents themselves . The dj-lplicontS 

hove 
b y m~(:Ins of the amendment a ~p lica tion , only prclyed 

that the resppnuents may be cdlled u ~ an to submit the 

ons wer" book ana the results of the intervi ew cmd 

psychol ogical test. In view of the fact that the 
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coula not succe~ i in he exominJtivn .... od t ere 

dt-'~)e .... rs nO inc':.uaJJxixty_ .. lOuot "nd it is not. necessary 

to colI for thl:! r<;:cord m rely because the u ~l iconts 

believe th'"'t the results h",ve been unfairly ~ref-ared , 

'i. is no _rvund for directing tLle res~oouents to 

~roduce the record. There is no mott:!ri"l evidence 

to snow thc.tt the up licdnts huve r-vssed . 

4. Accordingly, \',e do not find .:sny merit :in this 

0t-'t--1icaticn and this Cit-plication is d:.smissed • 

Do ted; 30th t. ov; 1992: 
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