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In TPE CENTP J.L .'\r:d :ITJI ST.'P}~T,I\lE TPI':TJP.?..J_,, ,J.~_::CPUE EEPC! 1 .. 
,JAIPUR. 

0 • . 7!:. •• Date of decision: 26.7. 9-1· 

v-;:;;Rsus 

c . .:.1.i.nsE:l :Eo::..- the re.3poneents. 

CORAM: 

non'bl·~ r;l". Justice D.L.Hehta; Vice-Chairman 

? 
~· It was agre~d u~~n by the parties that this case 

is3 to 3 great ~xtent, identi3l with the case cf Deep Yumar 

. - z, 'J- 'j, ~;·-.., ln u • --. 1' ·-·. -·- r_, ;,1 -· • 

we direct as under:-

Tl•ere is no ck.ubt th<=Jt it 'i·lE!.S due tC• fault on 

c6use them s0me herassment and aven mental agony 

eligihle foz appearing in the selection for the 

be subjected to the written examin3tion which they 

conducted straight &way on ths assumption that they 

have already p~ssed the written eYamination. This 

prop;:) sed. 

. .. /2 
.-

---~--------·- -------~-----



\ 

., 

.J• 

2 

applica~ts maj not b~ revorte~. 

is 

Vice-Chairman 


