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Commission has itself undertaken to allow 

the selection process.

has no application to the facts of this case

whether an examining body

relationship and can refuse its disclosure.

otherwise and directing that 

public interest

examiner. The direction cannot be read to mean that even during 

of selection the answer sheet

candidates. 

6.  In view thereof, there is no ground to

stands dismissed.
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Commission has itself undertaken to allow the 
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ation to the facts of this case 
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