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0 RD E R 

jq rpy .L,.*;I,I, 3Er'.(jUL)ICIAL)S- NJJ'V'J 

Applicants (six in number in 0,A.No,494 

of 2000 and one in O.A.No.637 of 2001) having been un- 

successlEul in aj)'O lpen comoctitive examination conducted I 
(pursuant to Annexure-1. series) for t4he pott of Prob. 

Asst.Station Master,have ap,~-ro-achee tal-iis TrIbunal in the 

present Original Applications urleer zoction 19 of the 

AdminisLrative Tribunals ACt,1985 with a prayec to cztll~- 



~~or the records of the test fr.-)m the cus'Uo6y of tlie 

rve,spon~.Ie: its and,afil"er neCusing the s-IT'e(i.f the 

Applic~~n~s, Tire fourii,'I to be far)rc suita;,Ae t'llan other 

canOt'-~:I:ites) 	the Respondent No.1 to select thein 

for ~:)eing Pppointed -to the post in question. In sup.)ort 

Of their pr;-iyers,in th 	 I., .eir or`girial Applicatinn, the 

have 1-nade sover,-:11 allegations and zaspersions 

pespondents;w4hicl-i have been sto-atly d.enied 

th(-,_~ !~­­on,74ents in their' counter.In the counte-r it I-Ias- 

S that th- SoleCtior been 6Lsclosedl i3y the Resoondlent 

1-1 uce ~ proca~, 	prescribed for thf-- post,in quostion,wQs 

written exza~qination folio-wed, by Psychological test; 

that tholiali the applicants were suiccessfulin tiic written 

test,tl~ney ii-!H riot come OUt slIcCessfUl. in all the papers 

in the PsychKogical test and that thcir n,3ries aliel not 

figure -,~Iongwith the 132 cancRidates for the pott of 

Pro',,:). As;st. Statinn llaster. 

2. 	 HeQrd lezarned courisel for 'oot-li sider, 

ancl peru..s,~cl the friaterials placed on record.On the 

directliori of this TribL,.,nzil, Lhe Respont~,:~nts have, -also 

prorluce'd the papers pertaining to t-he Psycholocl;ical test 

of 6jffi!~,rerjt- candidates in s-::!aled cover an~-E,On perusail 

o t~ 	saT.E,, 	 a k's Ila.; 	z 

	

it ~jas seen that the Ar,,,,),Iic nt 	70 rot 

sccure~-,~ Ui~-: ~)rescribed qualifying rna-ks in all tile 

as required,in the Psychological test.DT C,-71,'Idluates ~O 	_L 

e o:! - -I lc~:s percenta-13 	Eiz rks than 1 e A~ 

D -!n in the psycljoloeical test hnve also I e(~ 



We alr~a see that,though t1le Applicants Jj~jve 111.1(a(2 certain 

allegat,ions like show OE favOurtis", to some of the blue 

eYed Perrons#no materials have been placed on record to 

st'b3tQnti&te these allegations.Law is well settled that 

it is easy t6 allege bias but difficult to prove,Apart_ 

from this in thds~Oriqinal Ppplicationsthe 

have neither made the PersOns,aqainst whoirn it has been 

alleged that sy,ii:pathy to h,-,jve shown by the Rt--~3ponrjent S., 
4_ as PRr"IC-s-nor tk~ie selected persons have !:)een made 

parties irl - i-Ilese OA-.Therefmap Jn 	 0,: the) 

necessary ~~no, oroper 

in ti-le. above view of 

fincl ntD Ine'rit i-n thdiseOri~jirial Ap,)lic,:,tions which a re 

O,CcOrekit',gly dismissed.jqo costs. 
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