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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 

JAIPUR BENCH 

0 .A.No .434/2013 Orders pronounced on : Jf. 7 . .2-6 If 
(Orders reserved on: 27.07.2016) 

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J) & 
HON'BLE MRS. MEENAKSHI HOOJA, MEMBER CA) 

Suresh Chand Bairwa 
:: ,;;.:• - -::-:==::.:.: ------- -......-..,:: -

S/o Shri Mulya Ram,, .. ,,c-- -'--· .. 
:...:;- " ... , . fl [~ 

aged about 28,1~y'Et~rs.!.-:-/0:;i
1'~ fi :·i ~ .__. . 

.;.¢-~ -~..... ~; fl ~ 
f<- If····~·~ f. 

R/o Villag~:·G9palg]/h, 
r<= ~I ft:t,;;-:"'" 

Tehsil-~:~huw~~'. 
.1Y t:::.:;=-""! 

Distrid Dausa. 
ii • l:. ~ 

" 
: ._'I .. - j 

,, 
' '. ' 

-~-
". . . .,., -·-·· ----- -..... - ... -· 

Railway Recruitment Cell, North Western Railway, 
• .._ - .- -- .i: •• ,_ 

-,-=·--- -·--- - _-_ .'. 
Durgapura Railway Station,Jaipur-302018. 
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Applicant 

... 
~ .. 

3. The Assistant Personnel Officer (Recruitment and Trailing, Railway 

Recruitment Cell, North Western Railway, Durgapura Railway 

Station, Jipur-302018. 

Respondents 

Present: Mr. Punit Singhvi, Advocate, for the applicant. 
Mr. Anupam Agarwal, Advocate, for Respondents. 
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·ORDER 
HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK , MEMBER CJ) 

1. The applicant has filed this 0.A., inter-alia, aggrieved by 

action of the respondents in rejecting his candidature on the 

sole ground of filling in the verification in two different 

languages i.e. English and Hindi in the form and in the 

examination and that he should be considered for 

orally informed that since the verification column in the form 

filled in and thereupon verification column in the paper 

have been filled in two different languages i.e. English and 

Hindi, therefore, it was presumed that the applicant is not 

the same person. At the time of verification of documents 

the applicant filled the verification both in Hindi and English 

to demonstrate that he is the same person who has filled in 
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the form and has appeared for the examination. The 

applicant approached this Tribunal by 0.A. No. 314/2013 

which was disposed of on 12.4.2013 with liberty to the 
c 

applicant to file a representation which was to be decided by 

respondents. The applicant submitted a representation on 

13.5.2013 but to no avail. Hence the 0.A. 

3. The respondent have filed reply opposing 'the O.A. They 

submit that- -applicant has failed to ·Understand the reasons 
~r; _ _;.::· • .-·-r r.i '-'.~-::_ ~: ... '.,·- 'T. · ;. 

of ~is' di~q4a1ifrr:ation'. /\s pet tf:i"Ej\ i.iispr\1cti'On~ he was under 
'1f,;?':,· .. 2~: ... ' ':,.I,' .... ·~ ~ ·; ~; · : I~-!-!:' ~.:;.:: _: -

,i,iob_~~~a.tLQh to rea~-ajl ~h~-~~:_t~1,.Jctions an·d t?:!l,ow th~ .. same yet 
:: ~,. "";.,··. ... · - II d n- • - ·-. . -;-. 'f 

./" he'i'{ailed to,J?lio0, tHr= ~1an\~ .. ~nstr;uction No."!3 :'of \t;ie OMR 
.J• L!"· • ' --, • ' '1 1j i ( .' ~ ·t 

,!" -:!.::;:,.:-.. •' • ·.__ •J, ·1 ,, ·\ .. ) '• ' -· .;:_ 1, 
0 1 ,. • -,., 't1L I\ Ii J /,' .•• '.""' • 1 ;;• - oa •,' 

l
-? f(Answer 1~h~~t "ixyhi~h'. !P\Oyid_?,;· fo~:/:reproducgon' C:if the 

""' I -:',_ ·:. l~ II II l ::r' :?' --:1- I I __ 4....;: ' 
1"1 r ,I ! -..,..,~ "\..\ 1~,I~ J _fl tff -}~~ .i::-::'=-" I • ,·---~ : 

':' .-~·~_,paragrapti- is --qu~t~(j-'' as ';ih'~,i/gur,oWri ' running 1ha'hdwbting 
') '• -- i '. ·-~. . ' ' •' r· . - .. "-- . . , ·:=~ reprodu·~~ 

0 
th(;!,-l'la'.~~~~ph. ~~·;_ 0gLve_r:i_ ~~ .. the question· boo,klet 

: '~-~i both in "'Hindf"~ri.~; 1·"~;~9Yi~:l:]·.,·1~_~guag~~". Despi~.e-- spebific 
L ' .:,.. 1'. .t ,, " j~ 

~ _, •::~ ' ' • 1" .·I ' 1 •I " ·~ ' ' 
t r " ' • _ 

'-. __ _.,.·instruction in the,,OM.R Answer ... Sheet, he failed to write the 
-. . · I 't I ~· . 

l: - . 
'·' paragraph~~'-- b;tn::-ii<l~..c~\oai: -and .=En.glisti'. - The same· was 
\·,., ~/'" / ' ~:: .. ,~"'---.... ~;) {~-,.-~,"~')?' . ... ""i.. /'' 

·I\. disclotse_d during checking and,,.,·thus 'I.he ~ was·;' rightly 
!\_ '~':J,_ .l'_r.it ~"'~... .....r-~ ..... 1--·- ,. ··1:. .. '.:t; ~. ".l' !}j 

\disqOalified. It was'communfcated-,to him vide letter dated ':\I ·r,,, r-' ~ .. • --;", • j •' 

·::."',., • • ..... ~ ' t " - 1 - ~ • • • • .: • 

24:7,.,£003;· .. ,,Thus, 'ttie 'claim· bf ae,plicant ,p1erits rejection. 
·-=-~·1·.:....-. ~:: .... ____ = ....... -.: . ~------- -- - ____ ..... ,-'· . :--·:_.!.-

During scrutin_y of application it was found that he has 
·,. .. , :::"'· _,.:" 

reproduced the paragraph only in English while as per the 

instructions he was to reproduce in both in Hindi and as well 

as in English. As per Annexure R-3, it is clear that applicant 

has reproduced the paragraph in Hindi while submitting his 

application. As such it was not possible for the respondents 

to compare and verify his hand writing in OMR Answer sheet 

with that of his application form. It led to non verification of 
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his presence during written examination and as such his 

candidature was rightly cancelled. 

4. We have heard learned counsel for the parties at length and 

examined the material on file. 

5. A perusal of the notification dated 16.12.2010 (A-2) would 

show that same contains instructions to the candidates in 

para 10 and para 10.6 of the same providing that 

' ' 
-"!..;;___ - ·-- ~-~ •.- - -·- - ·- -

the action of the respondents and tlie 0.A. 
-~---=- ~- -

is accordingly 
--c;::::,_....,. : . ---·- -·· 

dismissed. No costs. 

(SANJEEV KAUSHIK) 
MEMBER (J) 

~ 
(MRS.MEENAKSHIHOOJA) 

MEMBER (A) 
Place: Jaipur 
Dated:~.7. °Al' 

HC* 
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