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QDIi JTED 22-06-200 

Apjlicant havir• 

filC tJ.s 	u/s,19 of the \.T.Act,1985 

c 	lso cL1lenged the selection 

of ReS.No.4.T3y filing counter, the Respondents 

have elaine2 that the Applicant with grace 

-iarks was called to the viva-voCe test and, 

hover, she did not sedure 60 marks in 

if the written and viva-voce 

t3st taken tgëther and,as SuCk., sie has 

-ot been found suitable for em2anelment for 

2 rornoton. 

OnC appears firthe Applicant to 

7cf97 

f.  

ctc this cae No request has also been 

r1 	on her -hlf for 	Jour'--ncnt.Applicant 

is -1so not pcsent.0n 1 	two occassions 

alsonone has appeared for the Applicant. :-To 

rejoinder has also oson filed by the 

\ilcant to controvert the explanation given 

by the Respondents in the Counter.HOwever, 
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for the R.No.4,we do not find any Lc 

±'- Lc ifc rc 	' 'Li: 	ntLc 	 /rr1 	tL. 
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