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g CENTTAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW BENCH
~ _ | LUCKNOW

C.A, No. 307/91. |
Abdul Samad Khan ' . Applicant

versus

&

- - Union.of India & others. Respandents.

o - shr;,ﬂAvdhesthumar. Counsel for Applicant

) ..+ Shri V.R. Chaudhury .Counsel for. Respondents.ﬂ‘

. CORAM- .

Hon, Mr. Justice U.C. Srivastava, V.Cs

+ ‘The. applicant was -appointed as Driver
;4th&(3$01091m w::l Szaxyey of India in the office

"y e OF. Snperi»utend.en,t GeOJsOgist‘in-Charge, Northern

-y Regien, Lug¢know.idthe year 1961.At the time of

;jb-i»ginév'he- submi tted an afﬁdqvn.téf his f;tIBr
L E J.n vh..éh tl'Em-date ofbix-th of the petl thner is shown

k

- as 1932 In the year. 1983 the appllcantfiled an

a

‘ afﬁ,davit ‘of -his - mo ther stam,ng thata the' appln.cant

,; W&w@o&n,ﬁo:; thh Decembero 1935. A:Lgngmth the

| . “ ";*afﬁi&aViﬁ BE ms mther thé apnln.cant filed an
%mnﬁ&wimw~*<%mzﬁgiﬁ

T .rf 19 ’7‘12,. asw%e a@ol.:.cant was :ﬂfomed ’chat the o

eetton of his date of birth

p

b correct:tén 'in t.he date of b:u:th was not poss:l.ble

Q‘g“{ % 'T."..::quéét’taéé not made m:.thz.n five years of

T A
‘en try in serv.ice. Acc;ordz.ng to 'che applicant ﬁae
-§ t wong"entry ia’ ehe 'ser vice book was not knogh to

" tre fap’gl%.ceat withiaﬁae yeae:s of entry in the service
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o

S and ehe could not apnly in time and he retired on
314,34»90.&

- Tl h‘.‘»m
-i ‘\.

2’. —,; :_wa‘i‘he gpplicant ﬁleci this application praying
Jf be has. }peen wrangly retired and Ws date ofbirth

"F'ir‘ » . ..' "']h:- T "'-‘f

; 'E
was. pot-duly: recorded aﬁt’f fhe respondensg woula
. .u-»?.,'i.; :i‘.:»fr- s

v

. .k’aﬁ.ag.,;g@rgec;e.cl_,\ .;ih me

s % The ;espondenta k;a ginted aut /that ﬁa

g %,\_ '__‘&—L-_e
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' -‘mrm’was 25 ,g.Lven byAthe father of “the

Soplirans v ~effidav,i.t and pral staeement.‘ ‘
"-I'n‘ t;;ns oa:n&"’eeﬁch; reference has' made to the- ..
notiﬂe*augqn Nﬁa'bﬁi 3Q.141;i979 issp.ed by the Govt.

. -l_ - Of Ind&a ztmm prnv:ndes* that the .date on: which the
‘Govt. sétvhré‘c a%:taa.hs ‘the -age. of ~:€if-ty eight years or .

s:uxty yeers 7M.szhall b de termied- w:.th reference o.
uidate u,ebﬁ bi,rth decl aced by the Government ser vant
B 31'33& tin;e of appoa.ntment and. a,ccepﬁecl by the

apprppnabe authprlty on productlon, as far as
poasible,; of; conf:.rmatory documentary evidenCe such

* +as. High Secondaty br Secondary Certifigate or .

tiracts”#on birth Register. The date ofbirth

s6 'dgclared widl hot'be subject to, any alteration

g 88 speciﬁxedin»thenote. So. far-as the. correction

; .-tef--iaée'éi?lz&ﬁh' f:we years. bs- toncerned,. the applicant
énte;'ed da 'l:hs service in- the year: 196l. The . .

,* comecmon douldt have. been- made: afuer -expiry of five

% S _~ ;mly supw:’ct in’Bis- content:.on is the--
bait}‘l“‘&értiﬁtabe issned byi\lagar. Mahapalika Lucknow
inwh.}ch ‘ithas bedh mtatehl thit child Apdul: Samad

wa‘si"’bbrn* to Bi-tho:;wife 0F Abdul. Rabman. on 19. 12. 35
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- It is not known how -themadigak birth certificate
has _been issued indi,.caﬁng;‘the .name 0f the applicant}
The.. appla.cant has failed to make out any case for e

C pwd) ey }97”4&0{"‘% e ALes e de«D
correction. of age/date. of blrth),( HoweEer, in v:.ew ~
of the. facnt that he has- filed a cer,tlficate the
respondents are.directed. ® make enquiry satn.sfy:.ng
-that his.date of birth was-not correctly rocorded.
Dy. Director, .

The .applicant way- approach,/Geclogical Survey of

~ India, Lucknow,; who may £ix a date for holding
enguiry.: In,case it is found that the applicant's
date; of:birth as recorded in the bir th certifidate

--i8 .not correct his.application may be rejected,

otherwise he may be given consequenﬁ.gl..v,benefts:s_: e
4. The application.ig disposed; of finally
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Lucknow? Dated (/792 . .. Vice Chairman,

-ag abkove,:No.order as 40 Costs. . -.

‘Shakeel! i,



