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CORAM : 

CE1'.?fRAL ADl•lINISTRATJ·VE TRIBUNAL 

ALLAHAB.Z\D BELCH 

THIS THE STH DAY OF JANUARY, 2001 

Original Appl ication No .03 of ?.001 

liON . MK. . JUSTICE R . R . K . TRIVEDI, V . C . 

HON . Mt< . s . Dl\YAI~ . MEMBSR(A) 

Paras Nath Tripathi.son of 
L ~te Devi Prasad Tripathi . R/O 
Vill~ge K ota Post Office Kata 
Bishauli . D istrj ct Sonbhudra 

\ 
•••• A p licant 

(By Adv : Shri P.C . J hingan ) 

1. 

2 . 

3 . 

4. 

Versus 
. ..... 

.. 

Union of India through the Secreta~. 
Ministry of Com1nunication , Govt . . ... 
of India , New Delhi . 
Director Gene ral Posts & TelegJraph · .4' 
Ne\.>1 Delhi -,· 

• • rt ;' 

Superintenderyt of Post Office~ • . · ·· 
Mirzapur 

\ . 
Sub Divisional Inspector . Po.~.t Offices 
Robertsganj , District Sonbhad-ra ·t ~-. . ' .. . ~ ,.. . . 

,-tf'ir.. 
11.t °'7'"'t"':'-.4 • • •• Resnondents 

... 
: . 

0 R D E R (Ora 1) 

(By Hon . Mr . J ustice 

' -. . 

• 

vJe have heard S h ri P .c . Jhingan. l earned counse l for 

"the applicant . By this application u/s 19 of A . T . Act 1985 

the appl icant has challenged the order dated 4.12.2000 

by \•rhich he h a d been intima t ed that he shall attaining the 

age of superannua tion on 7.l.2 001
1

on the basis of his date 

of birth mentioned in the s e rvice record as 8 . 1 . 1936. 

Learned counsel for the applicant on the basis of School 

Leaving c e rtifica te (Anne xure 3) h a s tried to impress us 

actual d a te of birth of the applicant is 21 . 1 . 1938 . 

---'. An \.l v-- "'--
W~ ~ not a greect' 1 I e 1 as Hon : Supreme Court has 

v e ry clea ry said tha t challenge with regard to the date of 
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birth;at the verge of retirer.ent should no~ be entertained . The 

learned counsel for the applicant has also placed before us the 

letters dated 26 . 7.1995. 26 . 8 . 1996 and 6 . 4 . 1998 by which inforrnatiins 

were sought with regard%~ to ~11 employ~es · in the post offices 

including the date of birth. The l enrnad counse l has sub~itted 

that if the res ponctents had bee.1 in possession of the date of 

birth shovm a s 8 . 1 . 1936 this informntion may not h a ve been asked 

for . The contention h~s n o f orce . From the perusal of the l e tte r 
' ~.-l. ..--.. • ~ ~ \,>.., • .)._ 

it is clea r th"l t all these letters prcl.c®,Cled lillMi insp~ction of the ~ 
...A..., \~ v..... ~ "' ............ ~ ~ 

Post offices and i>A' zu, pract ice • such informatiol)l ~(required 

to be supplied a t the t ime of inspect~cn. The applicant joine d 
. . '· 

service on 28 . 2 . 1958 a nd is retiring on 7. l . 2 0'0'1 •. He has already . . 

served about 42 years . 
_,., ". 

We do not find i~-~:: 'fit c ase for inter-- ..... 
, ~· 

ference . The a p p lication 

\_ 
is rejected • . ~Nq · order as to costs . 
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t·iEMBER (A) • ' .. •I ICE CHA IR: .A~ - - ' 

Dated : 5 .1. 2001 
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