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The points raised in the appeal are in
apprehension of the applications of the
petitioners being likely to be rejected by the
Commission. It is submitted that they are
untainted candidates.

If they are untainted candidates, paragraph 49

of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court



has given them adequate protection. Moreover
as on date, the applications of the present
appellants have not been rejected by the Board.
Under such circumstances, it cannot be said
that the petitioners are the persons aggrieved
for which the appellants would be entitled to
pray for leave to prefer an appeal against the
impugned order. Hence, the application for
leave to prefer an appeal, being CAN 1 of 2025,
is rejected.

Accordingly, the appeal and the connected
application are dismissed.

The application is premature. However, in the
event the applications of the appellants are
rejected by the Board, the dismissal of the
petition would not prevent them from
challenging such action in accordance with
law.

However, there shall be no order as to costs.
Urgent Photostat certified copy of this order, if
applied for, be supplied to the parties upon

compliance of all necessary formalities.

(Soumen Sen, J.)

(Smita Das De, J.)



