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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 8579/2018 and CM APPL. 32929/2018

ANKUR KUMAR ..... Petitioner
Through: Mr. Akshay Singh, Advocate.
versus

CENTRAL RESRVE POLICE FORCE (CRPF) & ANR
..... Respondents

Through: Mr. Rajesh Kumar and Mr. Mohit
Bhardwaj, Advocates.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE REKHA PALLI

O R D E R
% 27.08.2018

1. This order is in continuation of the order dated 17.8.2018, on which

date, having regard to the limited grievance raised by the petitioner herein

against his being declared ineligible for the post of Head Constable (GD)

against the sports quota in the CRPF on the ground that his height is 169

cms. against the prescribed height of 170 cms. of male candidates in the

general category, it was deemed appropriate to direct the petitioner to

present himself before the Chief Medical Officer of the Medical Unit in the

Delhi High Court Complex, for his height to be measured.

2. We are informed that the petitioner had appeared before the Chief

Medical Officer of the Medical Unit in the Delhi High Court Complex on

20.8.2018. A report of the CMO has been placed before us in a sealed

envelope. On opening the same, it transpires that the petitioner’s height has

been recorded as 170 cms. The said report is taken on record.
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3. The plea of the petitioner that he meets the eligibility of the height

prescribed for the subject post, is borne out from the medical report dated

20.8.2018. If there are any remaining medical tests that the petitioner has to

undergo, the respondents shall give him a written intimation for appearing

before the concerned authority, within one week from today. If the petitioner

clears the said tests, then he shall be appointed to the subject post within

four weeks from the date of conclusion of the further tests, if any, required.

4. At the time of appointing the petitioner, his pay fixation shall be done

and seniority granted, from the date of appointment of his batch mates to the

subject post. However, the petitioner shall not be entitled to any back wages.

5. While allowing the present petition, it is clarified that this order shall

not be treated as a precedent in any other case.

6. The petition disposed of along with the pending application.

HIMA KOHLI, J

REKHA PALLI, J
AUGUST 27, 2018
ap/rkb
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