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Hr·. S.,K .. JVlalik, counsel for the applicant. 

f-£ard the lear ned counsel for the applicant. 

In this CA, the applicant has core ,..;i"ch a 

prayer that t. he respondents be d irect:ed to ·include 

the nanJe of the applic2 nt in the p::J. ne 1 in order of 

senior ii.:y and accordingly ordered to be promoted. 

i-\lternatively, he has prayed that the respondents 

be directed to prOduce the result sheets before the 

Tribunal for the test held by the der=e.rtment. 

r 
It is argued by the lear red counse 1 for t_he 

apPlicant t:hC!t :the cl.pplicant nc~·s secured 60 r:er cent '.. -
m;-:::rks in the· 'i:v<~tten test and. consequently was 

c2lled for interview. In interview also he hu.s 

done fairly vJell but he has not been empanelled • . ' 

'l'here seems to be sorne inanipulat ion in the result 

of t. he applicant .. 
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'INe h<:;ve· c.onsidered thi$ aspect. There' is-
·~ l . 

' :. ~ 1 

nothinc;:j': on recofd to sha.;_ .a.s to hotv _the. applJ_~,. 

cant conclude~? that he has. done fc-J.ir_ly well .. 

in the viva voce ~n9- has. secured more than 

. -· ______ 6.0._ ~r .. cent_ m:.1r::.l~s:.i.n .viva-voce. Every cand i­

date apr:ear in'g·-~· n--t he. e xarr\inat ion ahJays . 
~---;-·.--· ---.-~-.. -..-.--··---·--···""------------~-----·-------- - -

insi?·ts that he has done fairly \<Jell in the 

examiriation •. I
1

n our opinion, i,n. ~~ch' ~a.tt~r 
if every unsuccessful C<Hrl idate is allo.;red to 

litigate :··in connect-ion :t.vith his result then 

there ~f.;i-11. ~- n'o 'end to ~mch litigation. Ir:i 

view of the sr:ec if ic rules, vle believe, a r.d 

the ar.:--plicant·. should also believe, t htlt the 

departrrent h~s reg._ulated the test imp:.-::trt.ially 

and has also.<'iccordingly recorded ·the· m2.Lrks 

secured by the applicant both in the wr-itten 

e xc.minat ion and the v-iva voce test. The very 
( .;.,/ . 

fact t.hr."it tr.e apPlicant ~.s name has not app.2<:tre 

in panel, we come to the conclusion that the 

ar:plicatrt has not done fairly vJe 11 so ds to 

·sGcure 60 per cent _or more m.qrks in~the viva..i 

voce to claim empanelment. 

In our opinion 1 the ;Q; has no mer its and 

is, therefore; dismissed in''lirnine. 
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