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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
101 RA-CW-111-2021 in
CWP-13871-2019
Date of decision: 17.05.2021
Amit
..... Applicant-Petitioner
versus
Union of India and others
....Respondents

CORAM: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jaswant Singh
Hon'ble Mr. Justice Girish Agnihotri

Present: Mr. Gunjan Mehta, Advocate
for the applicant-petitioner.

Ms. Puneeta Sethi, Senior Standing Counsel, Union of India
for respondents No.1 to 3.

(the aforesaid presence is being recorded through video conferencing since the

proceedings are being conducted in virtual court on account of restrictions due
to COVID 19)
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GIRISH AGNIHOTRI, J.

The present Review Application has been filed by the applicant-
petitioner inter alia with a prayer to review the order dated 09.03.2021,
passed by this Court.

Vide detailed order dated 09.03.2021, the pleas raised by the
petitioner at the time of argument, had been dealt with.

Learned counsel for the applicant-petitioner has tried to take a
stand by shifting burden upon the respondents. He submits that he had put
his signatures at the bottom of the form, whereas, he alleges that form was
filled up by the respondents. The petitioner had applied for the post of

Multi Tasking (non-technical) Staff in pursuance to advertisement dated
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16.11.2013.

The OA No0.060/00064 of 2017 filed by the applicant, was
dismissed on 08.03.2019 (Annexure P-2) by the Central Administrative
Tribunal, Chandigarh. In view of the above, we are of the considered view
that such disputed question of fact as alleged by counsel for the petitioner,
cannot be gone into. In Condition No.11 of the advertisement, it was clearly
mentioned that candidates should send/submit application in the prescribed
format to the concerned Regional Office of SSC as mentioned in Para 7 of
the Notice or apply online. In the Review Application, no reference has
been made to any document vide which the petitioner had allegedly objected
to the authorities regarding the fact that he had not filled up the application
form himself.

For the reasons aforementioned, we find no merit in the Review
Application filed by the applicant-petitioner and the same is dismissed.

No order as to costs.

(JASWANT SINGH) (GIRISH AGNIHOTRI)
JUDGE JUDGE
17.05.2021
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