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,,\lhether Reporters of local papers rne y be allowed to-

. see the judgment?

2. To be r ef er r-ed to the Rep or-t ers or not ? r
3. Nhether their Lordship wish to s e e the fa ir copy of

the judgment ?

6 •. V¥hether to be circulat eel to all Benches ?

--



ReSERvm
IN THE CENrRAL ADMlNISTBAT!VE TRIBUNAL. ALLAHAMD BE~

ALLAHAB\O

-
DATED : THE ~ ,It.. TH DAY Of FSJRt:P.Ry 1998

ORIGINALAPPLICAT ION r«> .1249 OF 1992

Chhangur Singh sen ef Sri Kap!l OM Singh

res14~nt .f Heuse Ne'~71/2. Vijai Nagar,

Pelke statlQn - Kaka4lee, Distr1c:t Kanpur Nagar'.'

••• i~ Appli¢ant
C/A Shr i P.K .Singh.

Versus

1. UniGn ef 1Mia through Ministry ef

Defence. NewDelhi.

2. Directel" General, Or.inane. 'acter Ie. Blar41

6th, Espllna., east Calcutta.
3. General Manager,

SMall Arms Paetery, Kanpur Nagar.

•••• Respon•••nts

ORDeR

.IX HCN'aLE Ml\sP,S.MWEJA. S.M.

This Ipplieatien has been fil~" uk~g, a pra'ter
. teo

te quash the er •• r tlatettl 18.9.1997 an. alse/tllrect the

respond -nts to centinue the applica in service en the

basis ef h1$ rea 1 tlate ef birth as ~ 2•• 11.1939.

2. The applicant is rklng in the Small Ar.s Flcter,.
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Kanpur Nagar. The .pp11c.nt 5ubeits th.t as per the
hei~U9nei erder ~ate~ 18.9.97/15 being r2tire4 frem service

as per
en 3).4.98 while/his .errect 4at~ ef birth ef 24.11.39

he shoul. retire en ~.11.99. The appli.eant •• 4e • repre-

sentrt ~n fer cerl'ect 1n9 h 1s ••••te ef birth bas." en the

scheGl leaving certificate in 1995 .n. the same was re-

ject.e4 by the order date. 2.~ .9~. Thereafter h•• a4.
annlter representation which was al •• reject" as per

ertler 4.tetJ 9.6.95. On Issue ef the blpuqne. ertler •••te4
18.9.97, the present a,plication has been file4 on 18.11.98.

3. Fram the faets ef the cas~ it is nete. th.at the
app14.ant _aie representation fer change ef ••ate er birth
at the fage ef his service an. the rapresentatiens .a.••
fer the same were re jecte4 Qn 2.5.96 an. 9.6.95. Theraafter •.

thrJ applicant kept quiet anti agitate •• the matter fer leqal

rIJ •••• Y .nly when the 4l.te af retirement as per the 1mpugne.

erder was not ifie. bas•• en the recertlS'tI ••ate ef birth~.
to ·rev~al

The applicant has netcc •• e e~ with any evermantr/as 't.

why the presal'ft, .ppl1c4It ten has been f ile. after mere
after h1s rer<tJe st . aIs.

than t. ye.r~hav ing been re .iecte"~ Our Ing hear ing/'th.
when quest ion., ••

ce unse1 fer the app11cantJ en the pe 1nt ef . it t len

.~~~ ceu14 net atlvst'lce any

reasons fer delay in agitat 1ng the matter.

<4. Censisering the above facts, l.a.f the .pman
that the "r~sent 0 .A. is ~rre4 by 1i.itatien anti •• serves

te be tllsmisse4 without ge1'9 1nte the 1Hr its. The O.A.

Is aec.rtliRgly tlisra!ss•• in limine as being barr'!. by

l1mitatlen.

Ge


