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5 Officerof the f§2>.

pirector of Public Instruction,
Madras, dated 10th Janusry 1943.

THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLI

MADRAS.

¢ INSTRUCTION

' :
THY SECRETARY T0 GOVERNMENT, @ 1 0 Jf i 4
EDUCATION & PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMENT, .  i:icoos &,
FORT ST. GEORGE, MADRAS.: = o P ‘

: ' Siado 0 3¢ .A : o
SECONDARY SCHOOL LEBAVING CERTIFICATE- -
Correction of date of.birth after. the pupil
leaves schools«’ LT N

er@

_ Under subsidiary rule & of the S.5.L.C. Scheme of
{1929, and with reference to G.0.No.Ms.39 Bducation dated J12-1-1944
i~{applications for alterations- in the date of birth recorded

in the S:S.L.Cs. cannot be entertained after a pupil has
completed his sehool course and appesred for the S.S.L.C.
Public Examination, except in the following special cases:

SUB: .

(1) When agobviouslyrabSde entry haS:tQ be set

; right; and

(11) when a civil court directs correction in any
individual case. :

|, [ In this connection, I may point out that the Hon'ble Mr.Justice

., . a ) . Bells in his judgnent dated 28/4/1943(copy enclosed) on the

i {-frj\ ° ¥ application for the glteration of date of birth of B. Ramamurthy,
‘ } observed as follows:

"In my opinion, the Government, there, are ¥ giving
the widest discretion to the Director, that wherever
a glaring case of clerical error or a bona fide
mistake or manifest injustice 1is brought to his
notice, despite all the general rules, he may make .
the glteration". -

| But from the judgment dated 26/9/1947 of the Hon'ble Mr. .

o ~~|. Justice Kunhiraman in another case of alteration of date of birth
of'R.ﬁ. Sreenivgsan(copy enclosed) it will be seen-that the
evidence of birth extract was not accepted for the correction

"of the date of birth. In view of these 'judgments it would
seem necessary to review the position in regsrd to correction
of alteration of date of birth after a pupil has completed his
S+:9.L.Cs course,

L1 may éobserve here that a certified birth extract
cannot by itself be regarded as sufficient evidence to
' justify correction being made on the strength of 1t, because
it cannot be seid without proper investigation that the °
pirth extract produced as evidence relstes to the
“pgrticular candidate and not to the candidate's brother or
sister as the case may be. In many cases, 1t 1s found
that several of the persons, whose requests for correction
on the basis of birth extracts were negatived by the
“Director, go to a court for correction of date of Dirthi
producing the same birth extracts as evidence thereof.
when the matteris thus dragged to a court, 1t is not possible
for. me to contest it on facts because no investigation as to
the genuineness or otherwise of the birth extracts is made by
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proper investiggtion as to its peocclCY for making a
to the person concerned, =

@ __The number of cases i :
n
resorteﬂfzg is on the increase pte

: ey
to alter the date of birth of K Plrector in July 1945 °

S son fr =0
as recorded in the S.5.L.C. to 27°9'193§0§n2?h2 i??gﬂgth 5
(o o pivih oxtract. Um, Sought this alteration when
L, ound.that iis son yas underaged for admission into
the University course of study i.e, T D.C. ani not Bofera
= the Dl vsa 2 e 2o =
a sult in the High Court at Madras s::;g;é rgiis?eﬁg?pggeflled;
alteration of date of birth of n S son uy a v ~tio 45‘ /
of the Specific Relief Act. The flaer "seevion

{
defence of the suit. Please see,SOVernment sanctioned the t/
}

Department, dated 5-10-1948, ;O=MSe 163 Lepal

In .
Advocate Genersl was of Opinion t;gis case, the learned

need be filed on behslf of the Gove

Was sufficient to represent to the ggﬂiﬁt iﬁgtt??ttig court
was pleased to pass an order directing tﬁe Director to‘
sorrect the date of birth in the applicant's S.S.L.C

book, the same would be carried out and that tﬁe.Gévé
should be given eosts in the application The ldage I'nment
Came before the Hon'ble Mr, Justice Yahy;-Ali on36-10-1948
and it was ordered that the Director shouig i th

date of birth of L. Kishore ERLree e

Babu from 23-9-
27-9-1933 anq that there be no order as to %§§4c§§ts of th
ﬁ?plication ( & copy of his Judgment i a

S enclosed).
lL—&his 1s typical of the eases t
Eevials that the privileged few who cana};?'?bgg (égurt.e-f.gc! \
© L0 a court of law can get adv , )
Persons who have not the same entages which are denied tpo

. means.
an element of injustice in this king, T?irilii gﬁgigusly

) neceSSary
uosd to o oy ook g to a court
ify, after investigation as to the Penu?neggés E?rther,
otherwi§e of the birth eXtracts, tﬁe‘requests for
Zgﬁﬂigglig ggi gggatévsd gg the ground that %he evidence
ona doubt, and suits gre filed f

Ziiizitiﬁhthis regard, then proper evidence ca; beoiet into

© _case lu court, so that the court may be enablleg to

the certified birth extracts or other giidgzogt?2§g§f:do£ xt
: o theg

"‘.,'3
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no counter affidavit ,

rﬂ,
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i Q The Director of Public Instruction, Madras

act-upon the report of that department. - If, however,

- g ﬁ;s‘f§-_**““*vv
=3=
i : ' s i R
them by the Director and to authorise the Director to (:;) R

alternative, that the entry relating to i SEADTe  afae,
(colunn 4) on page 1 of the 5.5.L.C. may be SUitably e

s follows:

"Date of birth(by the Christian era and the year

of birth in words) as declared by the parent or guardian®.

e, WA ” ‘be that this

, The effect of this suggestion will ‘be |
department will cease to have any respon51b11%tgi§€hth§ matiir
of the correctness or otherwise of the.difetg figes (Ot BUPLLS
and{ it ‘will not be possible for the cour :r 55 the'SaS'L C
decree directing the alteration of the en;hgolras tho& ﬁ,. -
long after the boy or girl has left the 526 LAl fhegD' :
the altered date is the correct one vouched for by the Director,

Q I . o point out here that detalled instructions
withiﬁ’fﬁé 1?Z§t21§f the present rules and ordeis 2g Government
are, however, being issued to-heads of schools ndé e matter
of making entries relating to date of blrth in order to
.ensure that the number of cases seeking alteration of date
of birth after the completion of S.8.L.C. course is
reduced considergbly.

Yours falthfully,

{é}’/-rw&uiﬁLaﬁbﬁ“-

- —
-

for Director of Public Instruction:

CORY FOF: ' :
Arplicstion No. 820 of 1943 dated 28/4/1943 in the High
Court .of -Judicature at Madras (ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction)
in the matter of B. Ramamoorthy minor and Chapter VIII of the
Specific Relief dct 1877.

Between: ‘ '
E. Ramemoorthy minor by next friend and father
B.S. Chetti. Applicant.
Respondent:

JUDGMENT s

This is ‘an application for a mandamus directing the
Director of Publie Instruction to entertain an applicatiqn of
the applicant dated the 23rd June 1942 and to cause the
slteration of the date of birth of the applicant from ,
00-12-1928 which 1s alleged to be a mistakg to 12-11‘%u27
?n his school leaving certificate register No., 7067. The .
ﬁotibn might have been more happily worded but its intention
3 a in aough. : "
s plal§h2“a;§11cant is one B, Ramamurthi, minor by his next
friend and father B.5. Chettl:. The respondent is the Director of
rblic Instruction, Madras., The father saygrin his affidavit that
PE ”sén was born in Trichinopoly on 12-11-1927. Domestic
. ble arose between himself and his wife as a result of which
trou%.;her had to follow his railway employment in s different
e aE India to that in which the wife and the children went to
a;t O*When the time came for the boy to be sent to school ,
live, dmitted to the second form of the Wardlaw High School,
g:l?:iyain or about June 1937 and for some reason or another, the

eﬂ.!qoq
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. the mother who took him there rules are made which provided for the length of the

of his name, birth, etc. gaye iﬁd €ave the required particulsrs - 5 SRy : in regard to name, date of
' : : £ s = :hool year, age limits and entries 1in g s
That was done without € date of birth as 20-12-1938. | S J s ag ¢
the knowledge of thefather. The o blrth etc. The practice appears to gidﬁggzewginbirggpgieattends

student passed through the Hj
: ‘ &R School and in due cour
e s M hosiel 15 b e Ul but becguse he apbpeared from

schools for the first time his name al :

course care is taken to ascertain the correct date of birth
and that date is entered in the school leaving certificate.

appears on his leaving certirjc. i, 'BiS incorrect date of birth ' g : : - . came as that which
~he will not be permitted to géigﬁefand under the regulations Iivthgraate‘fhen'furnlsheg 1$ ggSkéag deiTasition 1M d

fgr 2ne more year so that in efféctorbgés Unlvirﬁizy Ciﬁrse ?rgiatieaggfgﬁi ;? gﬁzrgiaﬁozﬁat the date of birth entered
misstatement, he may los g e IR e mother's = 3 P S AL St : no alteration

The # father’on finging gu% gggr;s aaofnd by edncation. | g 2O rdngter'u;cgriicﬁugﬁgetgzttﬁe glea iha% the

out the principal of the W acts of this case sought . " of .the date will be d?mande : f admission

him to approach the Dir:n+g§dlgpr%gh‘School who adviseq ‘ 1 correct age was not given at the time ol a :

g B ) ublic Instruction.. H i ' : : : g8

a certificate from the Registy o © obtaineg - : ened in this case. The declaration
Municipality which certiffcate shone iiiRS from the Trichinopery & the oeihas WRALE DIl gives the date mow said to be
12-11-1927 and applied t _Zhows the date of birth as hoine 2 . v Qe iggas oot Ok L al ik

23-6-1945 for tﬁgp o oithe Director of Public Instruction = : ‘ the wrong date and adds,

b a8 eration of the date on the an s final and Iam prepared_to ,

leaving certificate. No reply was received to this applicatiop "This may be entered a

whereupon he wrote a reminder on 2-9-]1949

ve the correctness of the date: if called upon to do so."
10-9-131942 to this effect: - prove

The reply came op 1§ e 3 g The declaration is therefore strictly not in terms a

compliance with the rule and possibly in case where ignorant .
women are being dealt with even greater care should be taken )
to ensure that the correct date is entered. The rule

ceneludes: ] | é
"These statements should be filed in the school !

for future reference. If this is done, there will be no
need for making any alteration thereim later. In any _ {
event, alterations in the date of birth of pupils will not ordinarily
be sanctloned after they reach Form V, Subject to these 4
conditions, Inspeccting Officers may sanction alterations
in the date of birth, but must do so only after satisfying
themselves by requiring the production of the clearest
‘evidence that the date as already entered in the
certificate is incorrect x and that the one proposed to be
inserted is correct. A4pplications for alterations in the

& date of birth will not be entertained after a pupil
has completed his school course and. left the school®,

On a fair reading of this rule, in my opinion, it is
3 clearly contemplated that the occasion may arise when an '

alteratlon should properly be made. The language he
shows that mistakes by parents with refard to dates are =&
to be expected and the rule is, I think, designed to
prevent frivolous applications which may cause a
great deal of trouble and investigation rand where the

9 proof of incorrectness offered may in any event be unsatisfactory.
In this case it would appear from the certificate that are
exhibited to the affidavit and which were supplied to
the Director of Public Instruction that this boy's date of
birth was incorrectly entered. No applitation to alter
it was made before he reached Form V because the father was then
unaware of the incorrectness of the entry. No alteration will
ordinarily be sanctioned. Is thils an ordinary case? In my
opinion it is not. It is not the pupil's fault that his
father and mother had dissensions. Wherever possible, in my
view, the alteration should be made. In my opinion the
Inspecting Officers, had they been gpproached mlght‘well have sanc-
tioned the alteration. They would have been satisfied by the
roduction of a certificate of birth eorrcborated sas t@at was 3
by the certificate of the Maglstrate and could have, within &
t+he scope of the rule, made the alteration. The rules provide

¥ # ation for alteratlon will not be entertained

£ : : : / 1at the applica .
Or 1929. Under this scheme subsidiagz §T°V1aed ‘ﬁ%ﬁ' i??grlthe ;énil has completed the school course and left the
. g after t I

"I regret I am unable o o £o

= G rder the alteration
the date of bi i o = 1 of
Ramamur thi". Tth in the S.5.L.C. Register of B,

A further application was sent o
n 2-10-1¢
:ér%gmgtances of the case were againlse%agitwgige;nx;gzifull
rtificate from the District Magistrate, Trichinopoiy W§s

enclosed as further proof of t .
replied on 4-11-1942, he date of birth. The DlreCtor {

"Since there has not been '
3 clerical error
L Director of Public Instruction regrets thattg:
_ is unable to order the alteration in the ent}y n

Further correspondence took '
pPlace .and

ggder the orders of the Government issggg ?ﬁr§°§°§0t§0k Shelter*“

tho odated 23-6-1941 and he advised the father to oooot2R4.

Sepovermment. On 25-11-1942 an appeal -was prefe??gga% 5

: o

which the GCovt. in their Memor
dated 7-19-1942 said:- andum No. 14388-B/42-1 Edn, N =

"SrioBoS' Chetti iS inf
Tule is that no alteration of theoggig E?aﬁithe =faoral
Particulars recorded in the SSLg 7 rth or other

PUpil hags completed the SSIC courggogig ;:f?agghggfﬁr the

It 18 g fact that when the father nm

the pupil was still at tHarsaboot ade his application on 23

Connection with the - He did not termin =6-42
addeqd, €00l 1] 29-6-1942. The Govei;;egis

L g
|

4 secong appeal was th

A er i h A
to this were copies of £§g£g? Preferred by the father, ttached
2L

]

further to est in various ts which
ablish t : cour which went
ngt. Tre Jected his pet?iiggfe Oof birth as being 1927. But iﬁ

o)

ul T think that must mean after &h- he has left the school

LRI n;@% ;;2;0}; to say, has completely severed his cgnnection with it ané
& [ where to investigate his case would involye labour and
. s P disproportionate to the merits of the case, for the
vonl suthorities. If the words mean anything, they mean
% the element of physical presence Im the school wust be

ME‘J?_@« e e
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be taken into account and it is admitted here that his
name was in the register of the schcol when the application
was first made, viz,, on 23-6-1342,

There is no question about the importance of 4this
matter to the student. It mgy affect him in diverse ways
throughout his career 1f the date on the school Leaving Certificate
is any criterion of his age. I am impressed however by
~the Government of Madras order G.C.No.Ms,284 Edn, dated
23-7-1942 when 1ts full terms sre considered. It is
somewhat informal in its language and it is as follows:

"The Government are not in favour of 3 modification
of the general rule that alterations in the entries
relating to the date of birth or other particulars 4
in the Secondary School Leaving Certificate of s =
pupil should not. be made after the puplil has completed
his school course and left the school., They haye
. however no objection to the correction of A
“l7 obviouslysabsurd mistakes in the certificate, after
the pupil has ieft the school . ' '

What the words"obviously absurd" man I cannot tell. The

meanigg would seem to differ according to the tagte of %he
Individual resding it. To my mind to have on a school certificate
a date which does not correspond with the certificate of

the register of births which is held in the pupil;s other

hand, 1s not only sbsurd but is one which should not b {
pergltted to remain- by any public authority, E

Register of births is maintained under the publiec authorit

then it is proper that all Government documents Should - 7

bear the date as shown in those registers ang fha+
Ei;;gltoa;gez b{ muddled or ignorant Parents should not he
iiney gay, % 1rrevocably relieq upon, The orders goes
g -y

In my opinion the Govermment there ivi
kL : | are giving g
discretion to ‘the Director of Public Instruc%igﬁetﬁlgesﬁ

a glaring Case of clerical error or g bona fide mis% lw N
manifest injustice is brought to his notice, ge ake or

: h
E® genergl Tules, he may make the alteratién?espite all the N

In thescircumstances therefore I think
ggg;gga?tnwith the right and justice that the Sirggtgi of
o Ulgatgucﬁion should b? ordered to consider and determine
. ths*r1§a~10ﬂ for glteration in accordance with the splirit
g . g €S and the Government of Madras order which I
St read. As there is not fault or blame which

can be attache i 0
3 was due entigefo the Public authorities and the error

Y to the applicant's failure or that of

the correct date was entered
t order ss to costs,
is therefore made gbsolute.,

e.'m-ono.’?

g

O
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Copy ofs

Application Ne. 2261 of 1947 in the High Court of
Judicature at Madras(Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction) dated
the 26th September 1947. ‘
1ivasaﬁ, minor by his father:and nex

R.S. Sreer
riend R.S. Subramanian. :

Applicant.

- " vs. G r 1
1.The Dirvector of Public Instruction, College Road,"
Nungambakkam, Madras; 2.The Vice-chancellor of the
University of Madras; 3.The Principal, Government
College, Kumbakonam. o, i Respondents.
" Judgment:

: - This 1s an application presented under section 45 of
the Specific Relief Act for the issue of a writ analogous to a
mgndamus to the first respondent who 1s the Director of Publie
Instruction, Madras directing him to correct the date of the
=pplicant's age in SSLC from 9-4-18933 to 11-3-1932, directing the
second and third respondents who are respectively the Vice-Chan-
cellor of the Unlversity of Madras and the Principal, of the
Government College, Kumbakonam, " to recognise the sttendance
earned by the applicant as a casual or provisional student in the
Government College, Kumbakonam, from 25-7-1947 upto date as a
regular student", directing the third respondent toc allow
the applicant to continue to attend the Government College,
Kumbakonam, as a provisional studemt till the final disposal
of this application and the second and third respondents to
treat the attendance of the applicant in the Government
College, Kumbakonam from 25-7-47 up to date as regular and to
grant a term certificate to the applicant. :

The facts are briefly as follows: The applicant is
a minor ‘scn of his next firemd, Mr.R.S. Subramsnianm who
is described as holding a responsible office in Government
service, being a Deputy Registrar of Co-operative Societies.
The date of birth given in the school leaving certificate of
the minor applicant is 9th April 1933. The applicant's father,
in the affidavit filed in support of his application, states
that the actual date of birth is 11-3-1932 and 9=4=1033. If the
boy was born on the 9th&PRIL 1933, then when he appeared for the
School final Examination he was not, according to the rules

~ applicable to that examination, lepally ‘qualified to sit for the

examination. The rule requires that a boy should have completed 15
years of age on the date he sits for the examination. He hdd

not obviously completed that age snd therefore he had

to apply for and obtain exemption from the operation of the rules.
There 1s also a rule to the effect that a boy whoxwm has passed
that Examinstion cannot be admitted as an undergraduate in the
Intermediate class of ‘any college afflliated to the

M.dras Universlty unless he has completed the age of 14 years

agd 6 months. The minor applicant sppeared for the examination
and was declared to have come out euf successful and as being
eligible for admission into the Intermediate class in

s college in thils Province, He applied £ to the Principal of the
Government College at Kumbakonam for admission as a student

in the Junior Intermediate.class and then there was this cbstacle
in the way. He had not complted 14 years 8 months on the date

of that application.- The applicant's fatﬁer then sent g
petition“to the Vice Chancellor of thg Un}versity of Madras who
ig the second re5pond§nt to this app%lcatlon requesting that he
may be permitted provisionally %o join the Junlor Intermediate
class. .The contents of the appliecation will haye to be dealt with
o little more in detail presently. The Vice-Chancellor granteqd

o
'9'(‘!6



:8: 3

granted the application, but informed the applicant that
the Syndicate was not prepared to grant him exemption for being
admitted as a regular student in the college. He was
accordingly admitted as a student provisionally and he
paid his college fee.. Then the applicant's father presented
a petition to the first respondent who is the Director of
Public Instrugtion, Madras asking him to correct the date
of birth of his son from 9-4-1933 to 11-3-1932, and with that
petition he forwarded what purported to be an extract from the
birth register for the month of March 1932 of the Municipality
of S;1v1111putt9r? his case being that the boy was born
within that municipality. The first respondent was not
satisfied with the contends of this certificate and he
refused to mske the correction. The order passed by ¥
him is extracted in the affidavit filed in support of this S
application.. It stated: Torit
"The Director regrets his inability to alter the
date of birth of R.S.Srdnivasan in his SSLC and -

the SSLC and the birth certificate are turned herewith." b

g?e applicant.thereupon,filed the present applicant for the
S5ue of 2 writ under section 45 of the Specific Relief
Act for the reliefs already adverted to., '

. The. Government Solicitor fepresents the first respondent
;?e Director of Public Instruction, and states that the ’
thTSt reéspondent was not inclined to regard the extract from
¢ Birth Register as genuine in view of the fact that in

that extract the name of the boy is given viz. Srinivasan. It 3

1s stated by the learnegd counsel appearing for the first

rispondent that in case this court is satlsfied that the version

ggveﬁ by the applicant 1s true and that a writ under Section 45

ceriiggld be 1ssued, he is prepared to alter the date in the

s gite, but would request the court to direct that

Lo 262’ cant should pay the costs of this application in

father'gt in.view of his admission that it was his

e Schoo?iitakg which to the incorrect age being given in

ht Sl gav1ng Certificate. The Second respondent who

MT.Subba Re hancellor of the University of Madras appears by

P oonteqig’ and in the counter affidavit filed in support of

épnlicatibn 02? States that he is not g necessary party to this

e b - » that he has done all that was reasonably possible
Zigge?ng S%hlog§ astthe age was not corrected

s J the Director of Public Instructio re was

22;?:?8 more than he could do. He was not the auzhogigge )

ES wagegg to exempt the application from the bar of age. ?

in the pot,oyndicate that was vested with this authos it and

o 8 Teply communicated to the applicant's father 1ty,

¥a~ made ‘clear that the Syndicate did not see an r’

O grant the exemption. The third respondent hpz bgaSOH
gnpecgss§r11y impleded as a party. He is the =
frlnplpai of the Government College, Kumbakonam, snd 1
‘0 the provisions of section 45 of the Specific’ﬂglg ;ccord & J
undef that gection can be 1ssued against Hin beday e} Aft’CHO_WPlt
giid office within. the Local Limits of theorqinuso oone,does not
21vil Jurisgiction of this court. Therefore tba v Uriginal
S0 far ag the third respondent is concer; p 2fplicatien

dismissed, There will be no order for ngis?ust ik

The main question for eonsider L7
& Case ig made out 3nder section 45 eforazigni;:ughegher
tg @ither the first-or the second respondent . Aécoid_the writ
46 ¢lauges(b) and (c) of the Proviso, the court mist koo to seetion
satisf;ed that the doing of the acty to enforece théh ih
wrlt is agked for, ® was clearly incumbant u =
The eourt must also be satisfied that the do

o) _ S A ing of that
consonant te right and justice., Now Bu Bel 18

y What are the facts in the

cc’ue..ug

pon the party concerned.

. e * ¥
St : . e L=

= ' .‘*f-~4—-;¥a

s

accept that as a correct version provided the other dates and

)

' 4
|

/

. )
the present case? As stated on behalf of the Director of U/
Public Instruction, the extract from the Birth Register looks
on the face of it to be not genuine, because it is very
rarely that the name of a new born child who was born as
‘early as 1982 is entered in the Birth Register. The child
will not be named until after somé days or mdths after
its birth. In the present case reason is set Torth in the
gffidavit filed by the applicant's father in 204
which he says that as a special case the boy was given his name
on the date kw he was born in honour of the deily presiding
in the temfe at Srivilliputhur. . It may be possible to

circumstances are in support of such an ® gverment. There is one

letter which however practically puts the applicant out of
court. It was a letterfwritten by the father of the -
applicant who described himself in that letter as ".R.eS.
Subramaniams; R.4. Special- Development Officer, Coimbatore®

a person holding a responsible office in Government Service,
and .that letter 1s dated the 19th June 1247. After reciting
¥ that his son, who is the applicant, has passed the

School Leaving Certificate Examination he stated in the

first paragraph of the letter as follows:

"I approached the Government College authorities

for his admission into the College for the Interme-
diate class., But I was tolgd that since his date of
birth is 9-4-1933 he would not completing 14% years
of .age by 15-7-1947 as mguired by the Rules and
that therefore he could not be admitted into the
College." ' '

Reference-1s here -made to the College in Coimbatore to which

place the father of the minor was transferred st that time
according to the allegations made in this letter. It is
clesr from the wording of the second sentence that the
father asserted in unequivocal terms that the date of
birth of his son is 92-4-1933. Mr. Vijayaraghavachari,

. his learned counsel, wants to get out of this.difficulty by

saying that the whole sentence must be undetstood as referring
the information obtained by the father. But he is a gentleman
who 1s a graduate, presumably of the Madras University,

who is holding a responsible office in Government Service

- which involves the use of English Language in Efifk Official

correspondent, and he says in the letter that since the

date of birth of his son 1s 9-4-1933 he would be disqualified
from being admitted into the College. It cannot be by any
stretch of imaginagtion be Interpreted as meaning that he

was told that the date of birth of his son is 9-4-1933 and tha
he was told that since his_ son would not be completing 14%
years of age by 15-7-1947 as required by the Rules

they boy could not admitted into the college. There is g

definite averment of agssertion in this letter that the date of the

birth of the boy is 9-4~1933. The information obtained by
the writer of the letter 1is celearly that because his date of
birth is 9-4-1933 and the boy would not completing ;4% years
of age on 16-7-1947, he could not be granted admission in
the college. The letter goes on to say in the second

PX paragraph as follows:

wPhis works a very great hardship to the student and to

t

the parents The shortage in age is only three months

but he is otherwise. physically fit and grown up
to undertake successfully the college course and he
is brilliant."

In the second sentence read above there is a definite assertion
once again that the shortage in age is only three months which

confirms the previous assertion that the date of birth is 9-4-1932

snd it 1s a matter of considgrablegsurpriae that a gentleman,
who is expected to be above board in his dealings especlally
with responsible offlcers like the Vice Chancellor of the
Madras University, sheuld now come forward and say through

14 learned counsel that he Treally meant that he was informed

%’..L.TJ AH

o ANJ



\respondent to do anything more in the matter.

=10=

informed that the date of birth of ¥ Ol 1932
that that was the reasonwy hemadeh%;esggsgiiién‘iﬁgtgigm
letter. There cannot be any doupt that there are two different
parts of this letter in which he has expressed himself in

clear and unambiguous language th, w

boy is 9-4-1933. What h When the request
i O"Ex t

1imit consider the special Circumstaﬁgzgpgfhigefggge Zidaggsue
orders urgently so_that I can get admission for him in any
college before it is too late", was not granted in spite o
his statement that he was PTepared to fupnish medical
certificate of fitmness if necessary gng Pay any special feegq
if directed, he shifted his groung Endllcanct Foriird toR T
first time with the assertion that the date of birth of the
boy was not really 9-4-1933 but 13-3-9932." It will be seen
that there is nct only a discrepancy in the year, but there is g1ed
a discrepancy in the date and in the month. There is no also
satisfactory explanation given in the gffidavit filed in SUPpor ¢

of this application as to how these serious discrepancies

occurred when the age of the boy yas given when he hwas

admitted into the School. There is thus sufficient reason fon 9
discrediting the extract from the birtn Register now produceg

ngre o alriadytitatid’tﬁhe name of the boy appears without any
apparent explanation by the gut : 2

Pttt certificate, - HOTity that professes to have

ally ¢

ne P
make the alteration but still thgmgiﬁgfupon
0-

Mteration of age *being unfair

Spondent who has E Ver
Properly refused tc make the alteration.

The second resPOngent
is an unnecessary party. He had shown as much indulgence
8S could possibly have been shown by permitting the

apPplicant to be admitted ms a student in the Government
College, Kumbakonam, provisionally subject to the allegeg
in the age in the school leaving certificate being subsGaneStake
Ceorrect. Since for very good reasons the age has not been ntly
altered, Simzm it is not longer possible for the secong

In these
Circumstances this application be dismissed with the
lcosts of respondents 1 and 2, two sets,

b |

e

Copy of Application No. 2814 dated 6th Oectober 1948 in ¢ 5
High Court of Judicature at Madras(Ordinary Original Civiy
Jurisdiction)
£@L :
Under Section 45 of the Specific Relief Act,
Laru Kishore Babu, minor Guardian next ‘
firend and father Laru Jagadeswara Rao Applicant,
The Director of Public Instruction,
Nungambakkam, Madras RSSDondent=
Upon hearing Mr.V.K. Thiruvenkatachari for Mr.y,y
Shankar Rao, Advocate for the Applicant and MT*K-Veerasw&Qi-B.
instructed ¥ by the Govt. Solieitor for the Respondent
and vpon reading the notice of motion filed on the<17 Bm S
1948, the affidavit of Laru Jagadeswara ERso solemnly '
affirmed on the 30th August applied on the 17th veptembe
1248 together with the exhibits ammendeg thereto, the
applicant of Venrnketeswa Venkata Rao solemnly affirmed

Bte
.mb
r N

and filed on the 20th Septemner 1948, it is ordered as

(=
i
/i

[®

©

; irth of
1. That the Respondent do correct the date of birt

-

< e secondary

X t herein in th c

La;u gifno;f Ba?u,&?gf aggléfanqg398~ﬂ from 23rd ceptember 1934

SCNocL Dearing cert 1catce NOe SDI2 :
]

~
to 27th September

N
-~ L

933, and
b A costs by this application.
2. That there be no order as to the ¢ by ,

X
X X

= 1 5 Rajamannar
Witness the Honoursble Mr, Pakala Vf?gaggh Ogtober 1548.
Chief Justice at Madrss aforesald this ©SU

/ True copy /

/ e ccrbccates
for Director of Public Instruetion.
kn.17/1/- C—m\/’
. (){l
- g
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| BEFORE THE DIAECLOR OF SEHOOL EDUGATION
: g% i Py NUNGAMBAKKAM, MADRAS.

SEEST

v/L i - A = of 1969

g/ K -

&=

\?V\T' Mypp,s
o Petiticner, '

181, South™N . 3
Tirunelveli J

Humble Petition submitted by the petitioner
abovenamed most respectfully showeth : :

I appeared for the §,9.L.C. sxamination held
in March 1962 through the Tilak Vidyalaya High School ,
Kallidalkurichi and passed the same in that attempt,

My Register liumber was 46470, After this bxamination,

—

the High School Authority appeared to have made all
the necessary entries in all the columns including

the columns in the first page only on 12'4-625

——

since the whole $,5,L.C. 500k wes prepared only after
the $.9.L.C, &xamination and just before the pPublicg-
tlon of the results of thet examination, the Schopj
authority, had but to do it only hastily. Hence

they had no time to Send ror my father and get his
declar

&tlon and signature in the appropriate place

in the fipst bage of the Book, ao the School autheority

sent g letter along with s slip of paper containing

a Carbon Copy of the typed matter n Declarstion
by the Parent or Guardian, -
I hereby declare thaet the particulars recorded

against items 1l to 6 above sre correct tnd th.t
No change will be demanded ip future® '

olgnature of the Farent op Guardian,

rrs o
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and required him to put his signature in that
Slip since it was urgently required.

For the publication of the result of the
S.5.L.C. Examination, my father put his signature
in that slip and sent it immediately after the
receipt of it, to the school authority. The
funny part of it wss that the so called declarstion
did not ferm part of the first pageé containing
the necessary particulars including my date of
birth. The implication kx of the declaration
was not explained to him., The school guthority
did not also tell him that they were going to
paste it and trest it as the part of the first
pege of the 5.9,L.C, Book.,. Hed the 8chool
authority asked my father to sign in the printed
declaration in the first page, he would not have
signed the same gnd asked the authority to
Tectify the defect in respect of my date of
birth ; my date of birth is only 18-5-1944,
whereags it ig wrongly entered in the 5th column
as 7-2-1943, A copy of the birth register
maintained in the Office of the Registrar of
Births and deaths snd a copy of the Village

headman's Certificate are enclosed herewith,

2) I beg to state that the same eniry
has been carried out in the negister of the
Univergity when I did P.U.C. and B.3c,Degree

courses in the College, 1 became aware of

e T o e

this absurdity in respect of my date of birth

only recently,
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father to expiain all the circumstances clearly

:ié':
3) So, the date of birth in the s5.5.L.C,
Book hzs to be corrected from 7-2-1943 to
18-5-1944, (therwise I widl be put to serious

loss and damage and it will affect my career

also in future,

In these circumstances 1 pray that the
DPirector of School aducation may be pleased

to enquire into the matter, look into the Birth

uxtract, to given opportunity to me and my

and correct my date of bitth in the 5th coluun
in the Ist page of my 9.9.L.C. Book and thus é

render justice,

Petiticner,

i " g Wit
| et )

iy

DU, 16-6-69

—_——————
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t DIRECTOR OF SCHOOL ?DvﬁiTIOW,
MADRAS-6.
Dated 4-7-196¢.

: ARY TO GOygp %
ﬂﬁﬁﬁjn M%%
E3/69; ‘
Egl 5-/\),\}\_!@69 Q\?“ i
N " ;l'v"i""u/be\ 3
= i 4 L
EDycaTION BF #

Do0.NOw

Dear Thiru Raneca Rao,

of Thiru L.Vanchins thane.

Ref:- Your D.0.No.41155/%5/69-1 ®dn. dt. 95.6-g9.
X
T\

\
N\ o\

g I enclose herewith a copy of my proceedines
L.Dis.No.115273 ®3/69 dated 19-6-69 in which g reply was
given to Thiry L.Vanchins than. I o lL 9

'Vi’”u* L i |
Pt G
With reference to G.0.Ms.No.39. Education dated
12=1-1944, correctiong of entries in the completed S:3.L.C5
are permissable in the followine cases:-

1) When an obviously absurd entry or cleriecal
error has to be set right ande

2) When a Civil Court of Iaw directs eorrections.

According to orders in (e OeMs.No.983 Wdueca tion
dated 15-4-1949, it is not expedient or proper for the
Director of gchool Eduecation to conduect an investics t4 n and
order correction in the completed Se3.L.Cs. s g e

In view of the above orders of fove rnm
request of Thiru L.Vanchinathan for correctingel%}fetg:t
birth in the 5.5.L.0. was not completed with. .2

! ~

o

Yours Sincerely, M'/ :

Enel: ene ‘Q, %\«A\Izjl\“éav

W
o

( M.DopPADEY
To

Thiru G"Ranga RaO, T.Q-b?- ] m

Deputy gecretary to Government, 9
Bducation Department, ﬂ'\
Madras-9.
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b e L.Dis.No.115273 ®3/69 dt-

-

COPY OF:
.AHOO0L, BDITATTON: MADRAS-6,

S 669
1o56-8 7N
r“‘w

PROJEEDINGS OF THE DIRECTOR OF ,

uest for correction of Date of

BUDE= DS lie =R ]
Wb s8I Sl Req L.0. Book of Thiru L.Vanchinathan.

Birth - in the b.d.

Read: From Thiru L.Vanchinathan letter dated 16£6-69.

The petitioner is informed that request for correction of
date of birth cannot be entertained after a pupil completeq

marks entered and thecertificate comnleted since the ryles
do not permit the same. OCorrection in a comdleted 5.5.1.7,
Book will be permissible in the followins two circumstances:

p his school course, 33: for the 5.5.L.C. Public Examination,

1. When an obvious absurd entry made by the school
authorities has to be set richt and (2) when a ecivil court
directs correction of date of birth in an individwal case;

The date of birth furnished by the parent or swardian at
the time of admission into the Rlementary or Hizh Schooel alpne
has been entered in the school records and the $.5.1.7. Book
i| Further he 1s informed that he could have taken necessary steps
l to rectify the mistake at the time of sienine the declamation
\\ln the 5.5.L.C. book if it was ggneuine one.

\
' Hence the request for correction of date of birth does
not fall under any one of the iters referred to @n para one above
it cannot be complied with- f

V. T.TITTS,
FOR DIRECTCR OF SCHOOL WDUZATTON.

(TRUR GOPY)

DTRECTOR OF $CHOOL ®DICATION.

Ry
O



‘\1 S
) ) IS - RS T e
; o ¢ - : T — o
S = U

[ ) &) B\
| s '( s 4;___““_ Rolx g LI5S %[-(99;:;2/ LQOan = | 3 7(9!”

. — : |
. : o SR8 S_LC_—_AQ;_@»@&:@AO_ Aobe ‘a (e 321 seet

-

Py b1l AL Nep: My ’muﬂwsszs{bszma_mg.g 9

2

SR AT N § i1y Srpoe i 73PN Syee=ys \ TeraEie

We pebilionen by eomedf

; %mﬁmﬁmwmﬁ? Febr B O, VN me 2




»)

)

P

K7 7 /
Y 2 LY 4 ,-\”‘\
\ | L4 %Y
{ \ . : ! ." %\ ‘.;
s e R LD T P g . | B

| A . \ 2 \X ~

{ 8\ ] A S [

¢ {

DIRECTOR OF SCHOOL EDUCATION,
MADRAS-6, Dated: 22-7-1969.

y

S — .
—

= — B o' D.0.No.126881/E3/69

. yu- Dear Thiru Ranga Rao,

Sub: EDUCATION - S.S.L.C. - Alteration
of date of birth of Thiru L.

Vanchinathan = Regarding. )
{\
\‘a‘ S

Your D.0.No.41155/E5/69-2, Education, \
dated 9-7-1969. \

-:oOoi-

' s
! (Aagga(//””
2

{/ﬁ;: hlé% Ref:

According to Subsidiary Rule 5 (Sub-para 5)
of the Madras S.S.L.C. Scheme of 1948, a declaration
regarding the correct age and also the correctness
of particulars under items 1 to 6 of the first page
in the S.8.L.C. Book should be made and signed by the
parent or where there is no parent alive, by the guardian
in the presence of the Headmaster. In cases where the
~ . parent or the guardian as the case may be, could not
- come to the school, liis declaration in the form should

be obtained and pasted in the S.S.L.Ce Book.

,, T\M\/\W

[l

|/ This declaration relateSto the particulars
already furnished at the time of admission of the pupil.
If the parent at the time of signing the above declara-
; tion wants to have a different entry, then he should
y have applied for the change in the entries to the Distriect
Educational Officer or the Inspectress of Girls' Schools
as the case may be producing sufficient evidences. In
the case under reference it appears the parent has failed
to do this.

. Y, Tt 1is the responsibility of the parent to
\ ascertain the contents and the puepose of the declara-
tion signed by him. But having signed the declaration
gnd after a period of nearly 7 years, he cannot plead
jgnorance and ask for the change in date of birth on the
\ score that khe he signed the declaration without knowing

the implication to suit his convenlences.

[Pt e@a’

5 o



| 4

"
s

,.

\“\' In the absence of the S.8.L.C. Book and at
this distance of time (i.e.) after a period of 7 years,
it may noy be feasible to explain the circumstances
under which the declaration was obtained by the Head-
master. With reference to sub-para & of the Subsidisry
Rule 5 of the Madras S.S.L.C. Scheme of 1948, the
declarai}én signed by the parent in this case is valid.

\\YFurther, with reference to G.0. Ms.No.39, Puwnh

Educétion, dated 12-1-1944, requests for alterations
of entries in S.S.L.Cs. after pupils leave the school

netion, marks entered and the certificates completed are

not permissible. As per G.O. Ms. No.283, Education, b

dated 15-4-1949, it is not ex proper for the
Director of School Education to conduet an investigation

e

=l
(M.D. PAULY
To
Thiru G. Ranga Raoy, I.A.S., Q*Q
Deputy Secretary to Govermment, Egh

Education Department,
Fort St. George,
Madras-9.

= N
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Sub: S.8,.L.C. - Alteration of date of birth of Thiru L. Vanchinathan -
Request. e

Ref:s Petition dated 16-6=69 Trom Thirma L. Vanchinathan addressed

to the D,.S.E.

126801 /ER/69 dated 4-7-69 & 22-7-69,

—

From the D,S.E. D.0.Lr.No.

St —

"Seey. Edne o
Please cxamine énd put up"”
S. MADHAVAN,
20-6=69

The petition from Thiru L. Vanchinathan on pp.1-5 cf. may be

perused, He hag requested the Govi. to instruct the D.S.E. to take

necessary action for correcting the entry relating to the date of

birth in hie $.8.L.C. {rom 7-2-1943 to 18-5-1944, He has contended

that the following declaration was obtained from his father without

the implication of such a declaration ‘being explained to him,

"T hereby declare that the particulars recorded against items

1 to 6 above are correct and that no change will be demanded in future"

The petitioner has algo alleged that the Aeclaration signed by his

father did not form part of the first page containing the necessary

particulare inéfuding hie date of birth.,

2, Under the existing ordews, correction of entriecs in the como

pleted §,8,L.Cs. are permissible in the following cases:

(1) When an obviously abSuééd entry or clerical error has to be
set right; and

(11) when-a civil Court of Law directe corrections,
According to the orders issued in G.0.Me.No,983 Education dated
15-4-1949, it is not expedient or proper for the D.,S,E. to conduct
an investigation and order correction in the completed 8.5,L.Ce,

B. According to Subsidiary Rule 5 (sub para% ) of the Madrgg

$.8,L.C, Scheme of 1948, a declaration regarding the ecorrect age and
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From

3
The Secretary to Government,
Rducation Deparimeni

Thiru 8.V.Ghistibabu, M.A.,B.Tu,
Dirvaecior -of. School Bducaition,

2 1 ;J,
Hadras=-=2,

'l

Madras=-2,

13
e , |
bl V\/ ’ Te. 10, 126881 13/69 dated 204941963

¥ 5y N
QIm s v 3 . i
- Q1 ,

subs: Bdgeation - §.5.L.C. - Alteravign

of “hiru L.Vanchinathan. - Regarding,

~T"

]
(D)1

ae— Nate of Birth
i -
- SECRET

AR
"{&\Q@Pf :
\‘%\N‘F ) i s .- AGTRE T“:/G'C) 3 o P
2 @G‘ 4 GO‘]'Jlil}!.‘B“JI]J llljmh :!n."—'-u'-—-—-k—'u' pif T '{dq(:g}blozh}

23SEP 1959 \, = dated 1€,8.19C9 QD “3135_(_, o
1 (R '
N .

AN As-0
3

invits the

With reference o Government Memn cited, T

gt E Py a8 ™ ~ . *
attenvion of Govermment to my leiier Re,llo 227528 E3/E5

dafed

.

Fducation dated 23,4.1969)

7 o1 & A A coll e
«5.1969 (in »voply to Govermment

Mamn o, 8900 75/6052

Ll in rorcrd B0 alserations of aniries

",T.(zha,x:u.c, ALl 23 :
0 3 v :

2 ) . LA Ry 4 . . A {8 : it £ . ‘.
e Tegomiing date of birith in, the comploted®8.8.15%s, " Dhed the
g v 5 Ll

0

3 i ey o - £
raglest o cerrachion of %ol ot

L] ’ﬁ ’
Where the wrong oniry is ;:iv.;::' by «the parent or guardign al ;
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of their claims for differaht ohirigs re

date of birth, Thus, orders of Govermment issued in G,0,Ms,

Bucation dated 16,6,1960 prescribing mihinum sge 1imits

s (8]

(6))

10,129

for verious standsrds in schonls will also bo nullified,

to Mote (1) o Apperdix 4 of sMgdras
mducational Rules sotisfactory evidence in regard €0 dfite of

birth may be ingisted upen by the heads of schonls Who are res-

ponsible for the dceclwsie ontrys in the admission register of the

date of kirth, 0.1296 Bduention dated 16,
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In G0, Mg, I
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overmment have ordered that i€ is noe, }2» ¢ssary o reconcile the

'\ i gy

age given as the “ime of admission wib Wh& Fm recorded "In the:

Birth certificate in every case as @ '.‘.1”13@01‘ T course. In

oLm,r Words, the prodii€tion of Birth carsif fente should not be"

msm :d bpon at dhertime of admission except in doubiful cases.

-L'

If the datie’ cf birth entry in the comploted S.8.L,.Cs, is to be.

l.,urud on the tagis'of documents such as Birth cer .,11’10 e cﬁ‘f‘-,

then the production of Birth certificate should invariably be

insistod upon in all cases of Tirs® admissions,

In the light of the above, I reauest Goveriment to

recongider their orders issuwed in Memo Ho,41155 R5/69~2 Mucation

Ix&,’d 1( 8-19C90
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“'a Co [l ede A means, and he has suggested that suita le measures are
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bh el e necessary to minimize the number of cases going to the
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date of birth'as entered in the S JBiLLC.

the Director in such cases.

Court.

‘to the genuineness of the birth extract produced,

Nekeo = S

i EDN.& P.H.(GQ).

D
,e::}'

No. 21#1-&1—h8 dated 10=-1=-49.

: ‘ :: | (‘3/27 49 From the D.P.I., I45cs @
- | - : Nor

o9 JuslCh i = Correctlon of the entry relating to the date

of birthis

In a number of cases, of late, the @Bourt has been

moved by persons, for an order. for the alteration of the

tions for the alteration of the date of birth.

worth the name is put in, before the Court, on behalf ef

Recently’in a few cases,

partiés have secured an alteration of the date of birth

in the $.5.L.C., after getting the orders of the Court.

o

o .‘3*

The applications

to the Court are made after the D.P.L. rhas rejected'pegi_{

No deg?ﬁcé

B ——

2. The Director has in this connection stated that

'register is submitted by a person.as evidence of a parti-

‘cular date of birth and a request made for alteration ef

the date in the S. S L.C., on the basis ef that extract,

an investigation should be made by a suitable Agency, as

His suggestion is that when an extract of a birth

and the :.

5y

. Director should them pass orders on the request after
\ el petting e report on this investigation. In cases where
4 £b~ g o em»\the Diréctor rejects applications even after suchzgﬁvesti%:
)y )dd ) Gyfy, gation and suits are filed in Civil Courts, the suits gan
.W.,ou.'klr
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L

belcontested and proper ev1dence can be let dns
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reasons, he recommends that the hevenue or the Police Dept

For these,
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may be entrusted with the work of this investigatioen,
. irector's alt i s ;
3. The Dire : ernative suggestion is that
the "entry relating to the date of birth in the S.S.L.C.

on page 1 of the Certificate may be altered so as to

require the following:

"Date of birth (by the christian era and the year L

of birth in words) as declared by the parent er

\ 2
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guardian )
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Accordlng to the Director, the department will, in thls
case, cease to have responsibility for the correctness of
the date of birth and the Civil Courts may not issue direc-
+ions to the Director.

l,, The present rules relating to the alteration of
the date of birth in the S8.5.L.C, are contained in subsi-
diary rule 5 as amended by the orders in G.0. No.,39, Edn.,
dated the 12th Jany. 1944. Under the rules no alteration
is ordinarily permissible after the pupil has completed |
his school‘course. In the G.O;‘reférred to above the Govt.
with a view to profiding for special cases}authorized thé
Director to order corrections, at any time, in the-daté
of birth as recorded in the S.S.L.C. in. the following cin-
cumstances:-

(i) when an obviously ;;&gzzdéntry has to be set
right; and

(ii) when a Civil Court directs correction in any

ind #Midual case.}

the Director's orders and should be attested by an officer

The corrections are to be made only under
,n

of the Education Deptt. not lower in rank than a D.E.O. or
an Inspectress of Schools. These orders passed in 194k
were rendered necessary by the orders of the High Court in
a Mandamus application in 1943,

5. -The“question now for consideration is whether the

Govt's orders of 19LL giving power to the Director to alter

the date of birth in the S.5.L.C. in certain cyrcumStanceS,SAnJ)fA“AD

or’whether those orders should be modified so as to throw
the entire respondibility for the correctness of the date
of birth en the parent or guardian, éS Suggested by the
Director at 'N' on p.3 c.f. The orders of 1944 were

passed after full consideration. It does not-seem to be
desirable to modify these orders. The balance of advantage

seems to be in favour of retaining these orders and =%

making a new provis

for alteration are received by the Director. This investi-

Fatien may perhaps be made by the Revenue Dept. in muni-

cipal ‘as well ad rural aveas. In rural areas, the village
e SO 'mﬁhnmwwm » 4

l\J\au
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ion for investigation when applicatiens k

o .G;\_ﬂa!.'__!‘u"kd- ’.ﬁf}:.ﬁ!ﬂ'—iﬁ':iju -+

= |
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municipal)

headman is the Registrar of Births whlle it
areas a separate Birth Registrar functlons under the
Health Officer. There seems to be no objection to the !
Revenue Dept. making the necessary inquiries as to the
genuineness of particular birth extracts produced for

purposes of Blteration of the dates of birth in ecoaree»

By TR Rt DoV, (aoeo “*"’"17"“ e ““h”
6. If the .above suggestion is agreed to, the Bd.

of Rev. may perhaps be consulted in the matter. Revenue

may see the case for remarks.
-3
&w‘
Please see the discussions in (8) ,xxx at pp.7-8
*N.®. of (H) and the D.0. to the D.P.I. at pp 13-14
N.¥. of (H). The considratiors referred to there 5

are still valid. The main point is that the entry Y

in the S.S.L.C. has to be taken as prima facig correct,

a'- \
and that except: in cases Where(obviously an absurd i
entry has to be set aright(fWhich the D.P.T. has been |

empowered to do In other cases, where it is claimed

iy o sl g/ m G plekes

that the entry in the S.S.L.C. was wrong, it would
not be expedient or proper for the ¥.P.I. or the
Govt. to embark upon investigation and order &
correction; the onus waild be on the party_ who claims
phejentry in the 8.5.L.C. was wrong jto establisk that (4|

it was Wrzﬁg &fi'to ghig Ygatthe cmrrect ?a&/qudwu.

should beJ and the proper forum for aéi this, would

be only a eivil court.

At page 8 N.F: of (H), it was suggested that the
question might be reconsidered,if sults in any
number come along. But there has not been any alarming
number of suits; so, I think, there is no case for
reconsidering. the previous orders.

There 1s no need to order any imvestiga tion to

ve done elther by the fevenue or the Police Departwemt

') e |
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in view of the general position indicated above
?

are.

W7 e,

- /49 EDN.& P.H.(G2).
¥ “L/ ,'J
The orders in G.0. No. 39, Edn.,“dated the 12th

- - 3 AT, . L) o
Jany., 1944 arve that correction in the date of birth in the

, the ™ 9.8 .1,.C. if required in any individual case, should be
previous orders may be leff to,stang T P Tan Bt " -
2?,,(,., [‘(u) azjusz;_(js they nade by an order of the Civil Court. The D.P.I.,in his |

letter in the c.f., has suggested that in order to minims

mike the number of eases going to the Court, provision

s |

LAY W 0o No .;j hoog £

= of the date of birth is made.
\

may be made in the rules for an investigation by the Rev.

X

or the Police Dept. wherever an apnlication for correction

PUBLIC (SERVICES) DEP ARTMENT

: iderations on which the orders of 1944
Please see the D.P.I.'s letter on Pp.1 e hcEconeRgETaY . age

8 @ A0 ! :
and Moreover, in cases of this kind,

e : ’ .
DECY A ; based are still valid.

the notes of E & P.H., from p.l above, This department

may agree with theE & P.H. Secretary that the existing

it 'is not considered expedient or proper for the D.P.I.

or the Covt., to embark upon an investigation. The correct

orders may be left as they are.
position should-be that if an alteration of the date of %:

. 2. The file may be passed on to Legal, e s Ll Rt

%V\‘“‘w\ b:,

qéﬁ;$% should be on the party to establish that the entry

k- e -
¥ L///;q95 g : 1{ .Fgfu is wrong and needs correction., It is considered that all
& (/// [ W/C 474/‘/4 @/‘A)Mo{\/:) this could be done only in a Civil Court,
:*q.,. ; J Tt s for orders whether the present ryle may stand,
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Education Department (%g? =

Most Immediate 1

Issue a Memo to Thiru Vanchinathan immediately

to say that his request for changing the date of
birth in the SSLC and other records is under active

consideration of Government and that orders will be

passed as soon as possible. f
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Extracts from Note File bearing C.No.6900/E5/69 of Edu

Subs W .P,H0.2726/65 in the High Court, Madras - Alteration
of date of birth of Thiru R. Krishnan,

Refs From the D.S,E. Lr.Rc,No,227528/E3/65 dt. 25-1-1969

XXX XXX A ; A AXX
DEPT .

The Gazetted Personal Asst, to Minister (E & H) teday enquired
about the stage of the request fer the alteration of date of birth
of Thiru L, Vanchinathan dealt with in the papers at (MM) and said
that Minister desiree that a memo be. issued to the Directer of
Secondary Dducation inviting rcfercnee to Memo No,41155/ES/69-3
Education dt, 16-8-69, asking him to pase final orders in the matter
immediately, He also said that the issue of orders in the case of
Thira Vanchinatban need not be kept pending the general question of

iseue of revised instructions proposed in thie file. Education may

kindly take necessary action in this regard, by separating the file
of Thiru Vanchinathan,
2, The following remarke are called for on the proposal of
Education at page 17 ante,
As glready stated by this Department in ite Note al pages
4-5 ante it ie open to the Govi. to previde for a revised preecdure
{or altération of date of birth in the S.5.L.C., etec. It may be

noted in thie connection that under General Fule 49, applications

for alteration of date of birth of pereons entering Govt, service

are to be made to the Tamil Nadu Public Service Commigsion or the

appointing authority ae the case may be and that the Board of Revenue

hae to submit a report in the matfer after investigation b an

Officer not below the ramk of a Deputy Collector befere finmal orders

ordere are issued b tho Tamil Nadu Public Commiseion or the

appointing authority ae the case may be, Under the said General



4

' Rule 49 with regard to applications Teceived after five years
arter entering into.eervice, the &uthority Canerned after
gotting tho report of the Board of Revemue shall submit the
ey to the Govi. with its recommendation and the Govt, shall
alfter consulting the Tamil Nadu Publjc Service Commission pass

orders thereon. In the instant case also 3t ie desirable that

i mpeetd sationiis; donei by the Revenuo Dot | , otc, as euggested

at 'M!' on page 19 ante or hy an Officer pot below the rank of

Revenue Divisional Of{ficer and the report is pwepared by an

indepcndant authority, viz,, the Boara: of Fevenye, Secretary’

Education hae. stated that cases of requeete fror alteration of

date of birth may be very>few. It is,

therefore for congicera-
tion whether final ordere on the applicationg may not be passed

by the Govt. themeelves after considering the report af the

Board of Revenue. If this ie not acceptabie it ies for coneidora~

tion whether the final omders may not be pPassed by the Head of

the Dept. i.e. Director of Secondary Lducation, which iz an a
authority higher than the Joint Director and an appeal may not
lie to the Govt. againet the orders pasged by the Director of
Secondary Education,

(In.) xx

(In,)xx
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