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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In the Chart which has been nade avail able by the | earned Additional Solicitor General during
the course of argunments, 8 cases of totaling error have been pointed out as said to be reporte
din Vigilance Report and 9 cases of cutting/over-witing and erasing in nore than 10 a
nswers.

The respondents shall place before the Court the original answer sheets of the above noted 17
candi dat es, besides the answer sheets of others also as nentioned in colum 3 of the Action Ta



ken Report of the Departnment. It is orally inforned that probably the answer-sheets have been
weeded out. If that is so, an appropriate affidavit of some responsible officer shall be file
d within three weeks, giving out the detailed circunstances in which the answer sheets have be
en weeded out, nore particularly during the pendency of the proceedings in the court. List th
ereafter.
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