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^  CENTTAL ADMINIS13RATIVE ISIBUNAL, LUCKHOW BENCH

LUCKNOW

O.A. No. 307/91.

AbduJ. Saniad Khan Applicant

versus

„ Union.of India & others Respondents.

Shrl^Avdbesh Kua©r Counsel fiar Applicant 

 ̂^ V «  iC*. Ci^udJiury Coxins el for Respondents 4

CORAI’l-

Bon> tir. Justice U^C. Srivastava^ V.

 ̂ The,.-applicant was ^appointed as Driver

,ffi2;iiSi^.^ey,of.l4c^ tte office

* o£,Sxiperi«tenideat Geoiogist-lnrClaarge, Northe^ni

1961,At the time o f 

, ' joining he submitted an affi.d^[^ 1b.,6f his father

■ ^  i n o f b i c  th of the ,peti toner is shown

. V'as^4932. In^the. yeaJD,,1983 the 'applicantflled an 

, ! -aff:̂ dav±t -of -Ms moth^r sta,ting 11 ha the appiicant

, 1^; 1^35* yA^ngwith t±e .

M ^  niother thfe applicaij^t filed, an

ut’>Ji»̂^̂o his date o f birtii 

that iihe.

11 *codr0<rtiM rin. the d^te of b±c tii wi^ not ixjssibjle

no five years of

-«i try in  Service. Ac<?s>rding-̂  to ,tl3 apra.icaat Hie
. ■..* V ■ ' ' '■'■■■■ .-i

itt-'t  ̂ book was not knoDn to

tSi© Sal%?Li'Csp&=Mvt^ of entrjr in the servi<^
T\; •,>. '.■ v-tr
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and.te! covad n o t apply ii», ttms, » * * -

,- '',,31.SW ;'90.,,..,,,:.■ '  '■

' filiei this application prayLng

. tie^'̂ feS -^s -i^esa.Mrpngly retired and ofbirth

wag 0Ot'duX^ tecorSea""^afi8 ;̂ '6 ^  r e s ^ n d s ^  woxild

..
' \ .' *■ .r-' - ••" .'■

•• r-' •*' " •■

, 3. , v - . The j;espondeij^,.^'^^. j J ^ ^ t ^ . out t ^ t  te

J  ^  father of^the~

and..,pral- statement.- 

~ ln ’ ,t^s'C»iine^^ba> has wade to the-

’̂noti#i^^lsidaj|p^:- :3^^3^ hy the -Govt.1

.',' ’Of ;I^a|i=!ai4SiC^ ^!p^«aes* tte t the .d^lte ,p«; which the

;Gov^ n̂ feifvliritr Qlita|.W the^age^ o eight years or

■ be detennied- with* reference to.

; the^draite -decL,iared by the Governraent. servant

, ̂  iirae' of appointtoent; and, aco ^i^d . by the

/  'appr^lar^gLte’ authpri production# as far as

poa^iMe#<_Oi£; ooofirmatory dpcun^ntary evidence siich

■ ^as.llighf SjeOoiidary O^ Certifleate or .

extracts The date ofbirth

so ^decl^ed ŵ jbli hbt‘̂  subject to, any alteration 

'^ ,.^p e c ift^?in - #ie  note. So-far as the correction 

i . . -of age %#i^t^ ^ v e  ^ears ibs'c» the applicant

, ^Ji:p|:^%ln r̂ tMrSiervlce in-thfe „yeiar-1961»^̂  T

^ » ^t^jpeti'on’co^d^^ a f  tser ̂ &cpiry of fi-ve

. y ^ '^ '  ^ptD©J3^t4=n-l^^ - contention' is. .. ,_.

: ‘^SSiaM Iiucknow

5 A inwhf Gh i ̂ iias be^n- u tatfeh thikt child’ .M>a!uIl.Sa5^

- ‘ Biiisfeo; 19 ,12 .35
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It  is  not known how tSieuŝ aacKai birth certificate
-4

has J3een issued indipatingthe nas^ of the applicant*'* 

The..applicaht has failed to make out any case for-
V au9 ̂

correction- of age/date, of birtiy Hov;®Her# in view -

of 4ie fact that he has-filed a certificate the

respohdents are,directed to neke enquiry satisfying

that; his,date, of birth, was not correctly record®!,’
Dy. Director#

The APPiLicant Riaŷ  approach,/Geological Survey of

India# l«uckncw,5whp tnay fix a date for holding

enquiry*^ Ijat,,cpse. i t  is found that the, applicant's

dat%o6>birth as recorded in  the birth certificate

. is .not correat his-apiiLication may be rejected#

othepfe^se he may be given aonsequenta.sa...^enef±j£5s,,_._

4. . i The applicationij-^i jaisposedi of finally 

as above,‘ No . order as -to cos ts.- -,

u

Lucknow^ ’ Date<a, io,*7292 - - Vice Chairpaan.

Shakeel*


