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Ga.ng.3 Singh s/o .Shri Nam~1a t·.::sid.ent of Hou::;e no. 893/13, 
Marry., Link Rpal!l, ~·pposit·? Dr. 1~uza•s 13ung.:dow, Nang 2ai 
A.jmer .last Efi1LJloyl~<!l on the post of Sr. Ch~::~;reman T.No. 41890, 
carriage ~ \'1.3-g.:m Shc·~·S, 28t:h Dr:::p.:-1.rtment~ t•l,:r;,~:t~rn Railtliay, 
Ajmer. 

••• Applicant. 

VERSUS 

1. Union of Indi.:i thJ.~ough tht::! General Hanag~r, 
\i'e.stern Railway, Churchgate, Bombay. 

2. Th~ G•::n•:::ral r·1ana.g.;::r, \'J,~stern P.ailWily, 
Churchgate, Bombay. 

3. Deputy Chi·~f Hechanical Engineer (Carriage) 
Ajmer ~:est·~nl Rail~;aty # Ajm~r Prl. Ajmer. 

••• Respondents • 

COAAM 

Hon 'ble t'1r. Go;,al Krishn·:::t, Vice Chairm::.n. 
Hon'blt: t·~r. O.P. Sh.ann-3, Nl'!nfu,:;:.r (Aeministi.•.=:ttive) 

For th~ Applicant 
For the Resp:mdents 

••• 
••• 

0 R DE R 

l·!r. s. l\."Umo.r 
!.:!:Y. ,..,,.. 

Applicant Gopal Singh in this applicati•:>n u/s 19 of 

the A6'ninistrati.ve Tribun.:tls .~ct., 1985, ha3 prayc:.d for th·~ 

following reliefs:-

"( i) Th3.t Rule 225 ( _.) (iii) of Rail t·:ay Establist.arn('lln t 
so far it. provi•;lt'!ti "\v'hi.::!h sh='ulcl. n.:>t be en t<:::rtaine.a 
·3fter coroplo;:tion of pr.:>bation 1~riod or three , 
years Hhichev~r is ·~E~rlioer" n·.a7 he declared 
unconetitutional and th3 nar~~e may be struck do\1n. 

(ii) That th~ lrnpung·ed order dat.-~d 13.7.9~ (?..-1) pas.s~d. 
by the re:::~r:-=~t~d?.nt n.:.. 3 r•::!jecting th~ represent::~­
tion of applicant mcy bo~ d-:::clared illeg.=:t1 .:u1d the 
s~r;-;8 rnay b~ quaE:h~'il. Further tho? resp:mdents I'i'<ay 
b.~ directed to correct the date of birth of the 
applicant from 5.6.36' to 3.6.37 an4 all0\1 him all 
cons·~qU•!:ntial b<l1n·~fi ts 1.:>n the basis of this c-:>rrect 
~ate of birth i.e. 3. 6.1!t37. 

(iii) Any oth::-r ord~r/direction}Fe:r;~~'y be !:>as:e• in 
faVt.:>Ur of ~pplic.unt uhich m.::ty be •·:Jemed fit and 
prr.)r:oer un~Clll!r th,~ facts and ·~ircurnst5nc~s of this 
c:ase~· 

Th~t the cost of this ~pp1i::ati . .:>n may be awar•~«." 

tr~ • .;:: have heard the leaml!'!d couns~l for the applicant an•i 
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have carefully p~rused the records. 

-3. The contention of th~ appliccmt is that ht!! retired from 

the p::;,st C>f Seniot~ Chargom&n w.e.f,. 30.,6.gt4.. Th~ applic-::~nt made 

a represent.=,tion on 1o.s.g4 for O';)l.~r~ctiollll of his ~:late of birth 

r12oortled as 5.6.35. His claim ;i.s. b=:.ced on <:t T.c. Fonn 
..... ~. 

3 .• 6~-37. 

HoNeV~l=", in th~ tr~nsf·a:c c~~rtificat.: issur.:::a by_ th·~ E•:luce;tion 

an:i tlK: sam~ havin.J nc:, t bE:i~n mivie within n: re')sonabl.:; tinv~ is 

not rnaint-:ainabl~ in vi·~w of the o.e~ision of th.a Hon 'bl(;;: Suprerr:e 

Court re};orted in JT 19!'3 (3) sc 711, Union o£ India vs. 

Harnam Sin9h. Tht! l·£:drned oouns,:!l for th.,;. applicant does not 

pres3 the groun·~ r~gardin1; the v.s.lit!!ity of Rule 225(-4) (iii) of 

There is no authorit'3.tiv·e eviclen·::-~ justifying corr-~ction of th:::) :_:~, 

•a;:;.te •:>f birth. This applic.:ttiQn is. therefore. dismisseel at the 
'---'-" 

AHQ. 

subst:z:tnc·!:· 

C,Ki,~ . 
( 130Pl-.L KRlSHHi-'..) 
V 1 CE CHA IR£1..:t..N' 


