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HIAYTT uH

“IRd H SH JATOTYH, sits Arhefie, SR 3R 09 Sie q&ardsti | 1 a1 ST &hl TSast Sich e chl ShlgAT
ufehar o1 8, fOreE TTete SifdgEHT, uyus ofk GUR & aal IR SaTerd! & thaet SMfAd 812"

WRd # ST=H UHTOT U, 912 ATchaAfle, 3ITYR 1R 49 1S
S gIATaST 7 A R STHfafdY GUR &t gt ufdhar
3R =g RAgia

qIIiar

R H ST7H JHI0T U, J1S ATehefte, STYR 3R 87 18 S Agayqul axdidsil # 9 a1 Si=Afdf) (DOB) # gerR
Y <hT I TTehdT I &0 & ST 3R 77 AT sifafags, 1969 6t oy 15 iR Jaifda Aferen aist
g1 gmfe mfdenor & 3u-fAaHt (Bye-laws) & dgd Saferd gidt g1 3= =marerdt § Mahin Tickoo v.
Union of India (2025) i€ ATHA & ag SUd foha g o afe faera /e fondt du ardsife aeards (Sie s
THT0T ) gRT 99t &, at S a1 uifdrehRor dhael S+ UReifen 3U-fAest dhl haRdT T gaTel G JUR hed
Y SAGRR g1 I Gohd | gTelifch, TRhRI Jarail & def # Yarfgha & wdie a1 srcafde & @ dar Rl
SAATY H IEeTa i HiTT ot AT WhR @l fohat ST & (The Secretary and Commissioner, Home

Department and Ors. v. R. Kirubakaran (1993))|

gefda gHgd w@fafaat adftaan Fofa

22 I Ty - 3 gdted <arTerd High Court of Jammu and Kashmir
Rug-gt
1. faega fasdwon 2
11. gifafdes graeam 4
111, Ifd geheH 6
Iv. HehgH I faeror 8

Vitark AI gRT aUR - 31Ad MU+ ITTNT T Uge I50T TATIU he
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1. fasqd fascwor

qgEg RAgia

01 Usiigeh (Registrar) ! & Ut Tferd 3R ehder

S SR 7 IASEenvor Afafad, 1969 &t 4RT 15 & dgd, R (ehrdl & dsiiaeh o Urd S0 UHT01 U | fofudhig
(clerical) ar arfe (substantial) &HT UerR I FfedT sl Gur- chl eamdes feT SR JuTfeh sheed &; I EFATUHR Sl
AT AT GATAT S UR ¥ SAHR ol &2 Fehd (Patel Pravinkumar Prahladdas v. Talati Cum Mantri (2015) )1

02 graoiach axdTauil chl fagmfaat et gaTem=

QAferep et (ST Hegs) ot e 10} a1 3= THT0TTS § gof ST aht ST & STYR, 8 3R 5= U101 s Si9
eTiieh FTeSTeh G&aTaSTl o AFET GURA 1 &1 i&ar 511 Ferar 8, Fifeh ais aH! hl dep-ichl aRdT &l BT
s & fal R gt 78t g1 f&an S Wehar (Sneha Kant v. Chhattisgarh Board of Secondary Education
(2023))1

03 =Q 3ffSia rHl & forg gy g 8k Teie i srrasgendr

I g B g aE T 7Y Sfdufgd I (acquired name) aht &of ST 1T & St Thet & TR ReplS A &t 18l &,
ot Heftgws ok 9 9IS 39 forg 21y o (sworn affidavit), &fagfed oo (indemnity bond), Uemafes e 3R
3nfAreRTRes et (Official Gazette) H WenrH et IR 21T @l @] = Fhd & (The Regional Officer, Central
Board of Secondary Education v. Dr. Arun S. (2021))]

04 GaT Repls & STATAfY Tt W) ufaey
TREBR AehRAT & A H, a1 H T A o el AT a16 T JATHgI h foregpet Sifcd BR W SAfafd & gur &
AT TR g1 fohaT ST TehdT, et g1 hHARY o U URifiTeh iR SrehTed A1ed g1 &l 9 g1, aifch ag 3= ehiaTial ahi
yelafd 3k aRedT et gifad ear & (Karnataka Rural Infrastructure Development Limited v. T.P.
Nataraja (2021))1

“raraal & 39 &9 g fkRar

wdle AT a & AR a1 Aol o A J, Fated e - W fohar & 6 GUR & Sde s ar

g el & dea FrefRa Rifkre @wa e & iR € arr g o =iy srafires et ofk R
fordlt Tustenvor & &t 18 & (Delay and Laches) 39 @@l & folg a1des @fed gidt & (State
of Haryana v. Satish Kumar Mittal (2010))1
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I=I AIATAg i
fraad

g &1 R
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Iea Tl = AT & TR S Uit T IR hael Whol Repls deh T gl &1 afe Ardl-
fOdT &1 ATH ST TH10T U H el & 3R 31dadh & UTd SHTUR s g Urauie sid o fagaia
STAST &, af UStigeh ahl &RT 15 & dgd 3fad Siid & JIRdideh T8 &oi dhedT 91y (Swapna
Jambhekar v. The Corporation of Cochin (2020))| 5 SfdRed, afe smage & TR
TSTe H A1 URad= Uget gt UehIfAd ehedT fordm g, dt Usiizen ST+ UHT0T O3 | =71 =nfad e
& foIQ @A s1ed 8 (Pooja Prayank Agarwal v. State of Gujarat (2023))]

BT & aul # I Tt - HIEgas i S+ udier IU-fAamt (Examination Bye-laws) &
TR TR Te & 3T oy & a1fch = TH10T U3 & T1ed & SR TR STy e &t
UehaT ahl Ueh G o B SaelT ST eh | <RI = S7de Ut 814 & 918 Yeh el chl T
Tug-diar & iR Hefieas i It uferarsit et guf @e v Fdar fean & (Central Board
Secondary Education v. Afna Salam (2021); Central Board of Secondary
Education v. Sruthy S. (2021))I
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11. Gifdfeep U@em= s e

SECTION 15, REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND DEATHS ACT, 1969 — CORRECTION OR CANCELLATION OF ENTRY
IN THE REGISTER OF BIRTHS AND DEATHS

This section empowers the Registrar to correct errors or cancel fraudulent or improper entries in the

births and deaths register, subject to rules made by the State Government.

"If it is proved to the satisfaction of the Registrar that any entry of a birth or death in any register
kept by him under this Act is erroneous in form or substance, or has been fraudulently or
improperly made, he may, subject to such rules as may be made by the State Government with
respect to the conditions on which and the circumstances in which such entries may be corrected
or cancelled, correct the error or cancel the entry by suitable entry in the margin, without any
alteration of the original entry, and shall sign the marginal entry and add thereto the date of the

correction or cancellation." 3gd: Swapna Jambhekar v. The Corporation of Cochin

SECTION 28, BIRTHS, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES REGISTRATION ACT, 1886 — CORRECTION OF ENTRY IN
REGISTER OF BIRTHS OR DEATHS

This section provides a mechanism for correcting errors in birth or death registers by making a marginal
entry, and requires a certified copy of the correction to be sent to the Registrar General if a copy of the

original entry has already been transmitted.

"(1) If it is proved to the satisfaction of a Registrar of Births and Deaths that any entry of a birth or
death in any register kept by him under this Act is erroneous in form or substance, he may, subject
to such rules as may be made by the State Government with respect to the conditions and
circumstances on and in which errors may be corrected, correct the error by entry in the margin,
without any alteration of the original entry, and shall sign the marginal entry and add thereto the
date of the correction. (2) If a certified copy of the entry has already been sent to the Registrar
General of Births, Deaths and Marriages, the Registrar of Births and Deaths shall make and send a
separate certified copy of the original erroneous entry and of the marginal correction therein
made." Igd: research u%l & IS/ 74T
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SECTION 381, ARUNACHAL PRADESH MUNICIPAL ACT, 2007 — CORRECTION OF ERRORS IN REGISTERS OF
BIRTHS AND DEATHS

This section outlines the procedure for correcting clerical errors and errors of fact or substance in birth or

death registers, requiring a declaration on oath before a Magistrate for corrections of fact or substance.

"381. (1) Any clerical error which may at any time be discovered in a register of births or register of
deaths may be corrected by any person authorized in this behalf by the Chief Municipal Executive
Officer/ Municipal Executive Officer. (2) An error of fact or substance in any such register may be
corrected by any person authorised as aforesaid by entry in the margin without any alteration of
the original entry upon production to the Chief Municipal Executive Officer / Municipal Executive
Officer by the person requiring such error to be corrected of a declaration (setting forth the nature
of the error and the fact of the case) on oath made before a Magistrate, by the person required by
this Act to give information concerning the birth or death with reference to which the error has
been made or in default of such person by a person having knowledge of the case. (3) Except as
provided in sub-section (2) no alteration shall be made in any such register." 3Igd: research g% e
RRIRIEI
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e 106 i SfchdTicren # &of SATITY i 3=
TRBR ST ch IIET R T T |

USTIeh ahl ST 10T O H A1 3R Srfaf &6
JTHR AT el URA ol SHTIAR B

Yarfgfi & T a1 Y & ofd § a1 Rerd &
SAfafd gur & ergAfd T8t

Usiiaeh ot denfies e & foh a8 IgE 8RR
S oI | gUR A

JMYR 3R IIIE & SMUR TR ST THT0T O §
HY T A1 T&Y A a1 e

ST Gotiaes & Uty Repfs & quardes 3R
foifuehia gt Ffeat t guma & e 81

SIS chl TTHTIOTERT & TJE 81 TR Usiiid
ST YHTOT O H A1 GURA 8 e g1

a1 # A 819 o 1 Il a1 SFHHfafY # gur
& SFfes faferd ard ant @Rt

UTIffeR ST U107 U5 & T187 o STTUR UR el
Renid & Safafd geme & ufehan

e UTfAehRY aht ST THTOT U & ol ufafe
ot GMAT A T TE SMfAFR B

Hieftomg vmToTos § e & forg «raer ua, ek
3R ST TeRTI i &1 iRl
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IV

01

02

. waﬂ-m 25 &9 wigd

Mahin Tickoo v. Union of India
HIGH COURT OF JAMMU AND KASHMIR - 2025-03-24 - WP(C)/1162/2024

g HTHET ATfAehTend| GIRT 319 CBSE Whet Repfs # S=afafd st Hefad et @ Haifdrd g1 anfienterd | o et Reple # SrAfafd
28/11/2004 &S oft, STafeh TR UTfeiehl ST gRT STRY SMTfYeATRE: ST=H THTUT U, SR h1s 37k O hrs | g 28/11/2003 & ot
el B YA & THI SAFAIIGeh] gRT SIS # a1 Ffeas Terd fafe gof g 2 ot =marera 3 Jigya Yadav v. C.B.S.E A/t &
Supreme Court & fRigidl &1 uTeH & gY AT ok Arfaichrend ht 3Tk S Taeh! 6t 3T T7T & e o forg fea =1t forar s
GopdT | TATerd & CBSE &t fAdar fean o ag ardsifAes qxamasi & SieR wR aifdarardt aht S-afaf & Repre ot denfda s

Rrofa ST 3R AR IJ=d AT = AT o 519 onlg B o1+ fAfY & denty= & forg =amarera & srgafa #rar 8, at st
YIRUTT TTeST-eh G&dTaSll o U&l # gidl 81 31&Terd 4 CBSE ot fAder fean fa ag sy TR fFrm g SRt o 511 gamor U3,
STYR A1 3R O 1S o RPIE oh ST ATfiearerd ol s+ fafd § gaR |

“B. Correction as per Court Orders. Applications regarding correction in date of birth of candidates will
be considered provided the correction have been admitted by the Court of law. In cases of correction in
date of birth in documents after the court orders caption will be mentioned on the document
“CORRECTION ALLOWED IN DATE OF BIRTHFROM ___ TO __ ON (DATED) ___ AS PER COURT ORDER
NO.__ DATED __.” 156. When a student applies to a Court of law for prior permission and/or
declaration and produces public document(s), the Court would enter upon an inquiry wherein the legal
presumption would operate in favour of the public document(s) and burden would shift on the party
opposing the change to rebut the presumption or oppose the claim on any other ground. The question of
genuineness of the document including its contents would be adjudicated in the same inquiry and the
Court of law would permit the desired change only upon verifying the official records and upon being
satisfied of its genuineness. At the same time, the question of justiciability of the requested changes
would be considered and only upon being satisfied with the need demonstrated by the student, the Court
would grant its permission. The said permission can then be placed before the Board along with copy of
publication in th e official gazette and requisite (prescribed) fee (if any). The Bo ard would then have no
locus to make further enquiry nor would be required to enter upon any further verification exercise.”

HIGH COURT OF JAMMU AND KASHMIR - 2025 Ha JKHC020026062024

Sneha Kant v. Chhattisgarh Board of Secondary Education
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2023-01-31 - WPC/410/2023

g HIHET ATfAehTend| GIRT 31T+ et 10T i Sfendiferent # SFHTATY & UR 8q arR fhar mar o711 arfareral &t o= aeff Srart
SIS (ST SMYR 1S 3R O h18) H STHAfdTY '5.7.1998" Sifehd off, STafch a1 i Siendferent # 59 TTefdl § '5.7.1996' aeifar
T AT SIS A FHI-HAT AT §19 T Teh G SHTaG SR e f&aT 9T =Imamerd = 'Jigya Yadav v. Central Board of
Secondary Education' AT« H i< =TT & thifet Sl §aTell &d §Q ATfoIehl WiehR | =TT = hgl foh B & wfasy 3k
UgI o fdl el Umefen GRAUTIAR 8T el ST TendT| §tS et fAder fear mar {3 ag 60 foAT & fiar gur & a1y 75 sierdifere
SIRY &R
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Rrofa BTG 3o ~IRATeRd A AT foh BT & 9ias 3R Uga™ o fgdl @l chaa uemefaen gfdem a1 99 ey 99 g4 &
Ih R @RS g} foaT 511 TehdT| Fated =marerd & 'Jigya Yadav' fofa &t urers snea gg atS ol fAdar fean wan i ag e=r
G} EaTaST # &St '5.7.1998" h ST & Sy dnfad 10 & sicharferent ST a3

“Corrections to correct typographical and other errors to make the certificate consistent with the school
records can be made provided that corrections in the school records should not have been made after the
submission of application form for admission to Examination to the Board. *** *** *** B_Correction as
per Court Orders. Applications regarding correction in date of birth of candidates will be considered
provided the correction have been admitted by the Court of law. In cases of correction in date of birth in
documents after the court orders caption will be mentioned on the document “CORRECTION ALLOWED
INDATEOFBIRTHFROM __ TO_____ ON (DATED) ___ ASPER COURT ORDERNO.___ DATED

." 194. As regards request for “ change” of particulars in the certificate issued by the CBSE, it
presupposes that the particulars intended to be recorded in the CBSE certificate are not consistent with
the school records.”

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH - 2023 |9 CGHC010028812023

03 Patel Pravinkumar Prahladdas v. Talati Cum Mantri
HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2015-03-03 - SCA/2190/2015

g TRl Yeh ST THT0T U | GUR & forg arR &t 718 ot | a1fienrehdl 3 S THT0T U # S10+1 Terd ot fafr (02.10.1964 & wI=
TR 01.09.1964) 3R TTeTd A ('Babo' & ®I1F W 'Pravinkumar') &t &ieh et el IR faa o1 wem wifaerdt 3 I8 &ad gg
3ree @RS o T o1 foh 3T U GUR &< ot SIf8ehR T8l 8| <Irarerd 3 urdn fak Registration of Births and Deaths Act,
1969 & Section 15 3fR Gujarat Registration of Births and Deaths Rules, 2004 & Rule 11 & dgd d&™ UTERRT & U=
ST UHTOT U A YR A 1 TE AT SARR ¢ 1 e 7 e fear o et arfiiehrendt o sieed IR s o 319R foar
R 3R 3T TEt A

Rrofa ORI I =TT = TUE foha fon ST ofiR g AfSrediansor sifafaas, 1969 &t arT 15 iR fAawi & dgd dsfiaes
(Registrar) & UT¥ S= UHTOT U H TTerd ufaf® a1 = ('Babo' & @I WR 'Pravinkumar') &t U &l WE SfAaR g 8k
3 39 Utk SIfABR T TN ehet Y T 1 e Tehd |

“(2) In the case referred to in sub rule (1) if the register is not in the possession, the Registrar, he/she
shall make a report to the District Registrar of Births and Deaths and call for the relevant register and
after inquiring into the matter, if he is satisfied that any such error has been made, make the necessary
correction. Page 6 of 14 C/SCA/2190/2015... A combined perusal of Section 15 and Rule 11, as reproduced
above, leaves no manner of doubt that respondent is vested with the power to make a correction in an
entry in the Register of Births and Deaths and, therefore, in the Birth Certificate.”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2015 Hta GJHC240054502015

o4 The Secretary and Commissioner, Home Department and Ors. v. R. Kirubakaran

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 1993-09-21 + 1993 INSC 303
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05

Ig ATHT <Aich Yaehl gRT YaTAgRY & ek uget eroht 51+ fafY (Date of Birth) & agalia &t & dga 9o 9 Tafda 81 ufdardt &
1958 & Tar & yder o ok oot YarfAgiy @ dhaet ves af gd s faf sgert & forg smdew fora | <amarera 3 e & fos dar
Repi & S+ fafY & gur & forg Mt T i o urem fhar S anfey ofk 3@ Yarfagia & el 8l forar S aehdn =amare™
3 gl foh U8 Seeral a1 aRksar $iR uetafd W ufddel UaTa usdn 8, orad srfs swarRal @l srorofia eifa gt wendt &1 =amarera =
feege & e ot ¥ e e ofik T foman fok w11 fafYr & sreetma o forg srerted mmoT (irrefutable proof) ht sirasgesar gidt &1

frofa  Gdied AT = 7T {3 Qar & 3id & a1 GarfAgia &t gd dear R 5 fafd # gor & fag arR smde &t srafda
HlehdT o TTY &ET ST A1 | a1 Repls A 51+ fafd R o gran shae FefRa 93 dtar & +fiar 8 wierR fhar s
TR, =TAT TG AT & hHehIST 3R 31T ShH=TRAT hl UeIAfd ahl AT hedT gl

“Whenever any application is filed, by persons governed by those service rules, procedures prescribed
therein have to be strictly followed, including the time limit prescribed for making such an application.
Clause (b) of the aforesaid Rule 49 provides that after person had entered in service, an E application to
alter the date of his birth as entered in the official records \"shall be entertained only if such an
application is made within five years of such entry in service .... \"... As such whenever an application for
G alteration of the date of birth is made on the eve of superannuation or near about that time, the Court
or the Tribunal concerned should be more cautious because of the growing tendency amongst a section
of public servants, to raise such a dispute, without explaining as to why this question H 384 SUPREME
COURT REPORTS (1993] SUPP. 2 S.C.R."

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 1993 Hda ESCRO10002991993

Prajapati Harshad Bhikhabhai v. State of Gujarat
HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2014-03-13 - SCA/3979/2013

g HAAT ST JAT0T U H 51 fafd & gur & efid &1 arfareral 3 ot Arenfent & & S uamor o # Ffequf s fafd @t @@t
& & foIg Pilwai Gram Panchayat & ure sirde foar o, e st o foan ) 563 arg arfieTenat g1 Judicial
Magistrate & TH&l aRR 31Mded dl +ff @RS e fam man| I=7 =marer 3 wE far fa Section 15 of the Registration of
Births and Deaths Act, 1969 & dgd Hafad TRt o Urd ST I(Sex | FfedT t e <t we ifey Fifga 81 =amare 3
Neetaben Nareshbhai Patel & fufa a1 garer & gg ufaard st arfienreral & 3fee R i & AR R & 3R Repls
! el & ol A faam

frofa ORI I ATATAT F AT foh ST ahlg duTies UTfdrenrt srut denfAes rfert ot 9 & # e 381 8, df =
Teh TRATEST (Writ of Mandamus) SR &R HehdT ¢ | USiiaeh o U 91RT 15 & dgd S JH10T U5 # et iRk foftehra Jfeat
& IR ST & 1 TG YR e ol YU SHfARR 3R el gl

“When concerned authority fails to exercise the power conferred by the statute and the person has legal
r ight under the statute, on demand denied by the authorit y illegally, for removing such illegality, writ of
ma ndamus can certainly be issued to such authority to act in accordance with the provisions of the
statute. Sect ion 15 of the Act of 1969, read with Rule 11 of Rules of 2 004 provide for the detailed
procedure as held by the t wo Division Bench of this High Court”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2014 |d GJHC240085132013
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Swapna Jambhekar v. The Corporation of Cochin
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2020-11-17 - WP(C)/20216/2020

g HHAT Qe ST JHTOT U5 § ATl & 19 & GUR & afd &1 ATihrehdl ot 917 Ik dedt o ST THTOT O3 | TTeldt I &of gt 71
AT | USTIeRor ITfareht = GRepRY TR & STYR R GUR A & SoT1d ATH A $© d&a1d e i GATa fadm A1 =—rarerd 3 Section
15 of the Registration of Births and Deaths Act, 1969 @ gaTel &d g4 el foh afe foreht ufaf® # Ffe Rig 8t srcht 8, at 39
IrEdfaeh ATH & 1Y ol HeAT UTURRT Gl el 8| =TT = I8 TE fohdT foh GUR Fhael Thel Repls deh AT 781 81 aTehrendl
& JTUR IS R UTHUIE e THTOT A Y, =R = UTfAehRY hl THTOT U= # AT &l 91 'Swapna Jambhekar' & ¥4 # Tg! &
a1 fader e

frofa  heel I =amaTerd = fRaffa forar fos 571 ik g Aodtaneor sifdfaem &t ey 15 dsfiges wR g8 denfie e srerdt
2 o a8 I Rig 8 W arafaes nfaf® aof 1 GUR dhaa Tgat Reré ae Hifia 781 8; afe R @ré ofk uremté g o=
Aot aEardst arafae 9 i €, df 3k STUR R ST+ JHT0T U3 URT ST 9116 Q|

“The aforesaid statutory provisions indicate that if it is shown that an entry in the register has been
made erroneously, the Registrar has a duty to correct the same. Indubitably, the Registrar can discharge
the said duty only by making the real entry... True, in the Circular issued by the Government, it is stated
that appropriate corrections can be made as regards the names of the parents of children based on
school records, in their birth certificates. But the statute does not say that the name shall be corrected

only based on school records.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2020 Hid KLHC010508572020

Patel Shaileshkumar Girdhardas v. State of Gujarat

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2014-12-10 - SCA/11355/2014

g AT ST TATOT O H 51 fAf ofR A1ar & A & GUR 7 &t & U es Ao st g 37 & IR § o1 arfesrerdt 3 grar
fema o Repfs & I@eh! S faf ofik A1 & 1 <ht ufaf® et oft | Feifera mfdrenzor 3 a8 hgd gU GUR & @ 37ehR o foan o f&s
3¢ U1 e ol SR 81 §1 =RITerd = Section 15 of the Registration of Births and Deaths Act, 1969 3R Rule 11 of
the Gujarat Registration of Births and Deaths Rules, 2004 @1 die¥ &d gy Tu¥ fohar f& =1 3k 7g dsiiaes (Registrar) &
uTg ReptE # qearares ok faftrdhia Ffeat ot geme a1 quf sifdeR 81 <amarera = gdadt fofat 3 smerR wR arfenrerdl & uer & smesr
OTiRe fehar SiR Heifdrd UTfereRzor eht SiTde WR e & IgER feaR & et fAder feam

frofa ORI Id ATATAd  TE foRa foh ST 3fiR 7g Usiaes (Registrar) @t Sifdfaas i emr 15 ok ar & Fawt & dgd

ST yHToT U B o faf ofk Arar & A o faifthv a1 arafaes et o gura o gof sifder 8, ofk a8 enfier &
S} T ST Hech STTAG SRR g1 X FhdT|

“Section 15 of the Act of 1969 empowers Registrar of Birth and Death to correct any erroneous entry in

form or substance or any entry which has been fraudulently or improperly made.”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2014 |d GIJHC240146412014
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Niravkumar Chandulal Thakkar v. State of Gujarat
HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2021-09-22 - SCA/7350/2021

gg HAET ST+ JAT0T 9o (Birth Certificate) & 5= & 4 # QuR & I&fdd &1 arfdhrenal A 3107 G 1 A1 'Neer' § Ieaa?
'"Neev' & & forg amae forar o, fS< Registrar = 18.02.2016 & Circular T §aTel &3 §Y @TRST & T T| ATfearehdt = ddh
f&ar fh Section 15 of the Registration of Births and Deaths Act, 1969 3fR Rule 11 of the Gujarat Registration of
Births and Deaths Rules, 2004 & d&d Gerd UTfAehRY et 5T ISR & Ffe URA T YR &1 =arerd = gaadt -ofat
FAT & §Q 7T ok g oft mamafAes Circular denfaes wraei & Iecia el e GehdT 3R Registrar &t Sl & SR STae
TR =R &A1 =R AT1 31d: ARITerg 3 e ST i T I §Y A TR YATGIR e o fder faam

fFrofa  T[ORId Id T A el foh Al 3iTdedh gRT URdd SATaSi chl HTHTOIGRT ¥ Ushideh UdE &, af a8 S=H |17 U #
AT & o forg Sifdighd 81 hts ot memafes uRus darfaes rferat & o et anfarg a1 AR 781 &R SerdT 81

“In case ‘alias’ is not acceptable to the applicant, then necessary changes in the name may be done upon
the satisfaction of the registrar on the authenticity of the documents furnished by the applicant. After
making changes, necessary entry should be made in the remarks column of the birth register and

mn

mention the date of correction and both names in the remarks column of birth register.

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2021 Ha GJHC240227492021

State of Haryana v. Satish Kumar Mittal

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2010-09-07 - 2010 INSC 573

g HHAT TREBRT HHART GRT 0 SRS F Ieara & Ry & Feifda g1 gfaard! 3 dar # nfad g4 & =t 9ret a1e ot
AT gl A & iy simded fhar, O @) Aot & agd &t a1t i FefRa D & a1 g1 & PRoT SRR @ far ma
yfrarél 3 are # Yes et geneAT arar fondt S Freredt srerefd! 3 wenr & foran| daf=a =marerd 3 39 ok &l uered gu wet
ST § GUR & fIT STde Tdeg aiH1 SifHard 8 SR srcafdes 3 & fohg 77g OF a1de AT & ehiiehrel | 14T STeld 8l
ATy A g TE foRaT foh Mot 3 SR &t Arel il TEy-THT T Ut el STadeh 8, Wl 8l 916 | ahig ot arft ger i smg)

frofa  Fated AT A AT {6 da1 Renid # At & GuR o1 arar Ifd a7a & Wi 8t &st fohar ST =nfeg ) fAam o
fReiRa gt af i Tug-diar & e, 9t adf & srafds fads T grR fohy MU smde ot fohedft ettt sreTera gRT TR 81 fohar

ST 97T

“As such, unless a clear case on the basis of clinching materials which can be held to be conclusive in
nature, is made out by the respondent and that too within a reasonable time as provided in the rules
governing the service, the court or the Tribunal should not issue a direction or make a declaration on the

basis of materials which make such claim only plausible.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2010 Hid ESCRO10000022010

Kapadiya Soyeb Salimbhai v. State of Gujarat

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2014-08-25 - SCA/11549/2014
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g ATHAT AT(IehTehd] IRT I9ch Whel B8 o TATIT U (School Leaving Certificate) 3R ureaie & S+ faf ot 9@t et &
SRIY T A 7| Arfeehrehdl & UT Ueh STTAeRTRe S0 THTOT Ut o7 fored Ieht 51 fafdr 15 A7l 1987 oo off, STafeh @t &
fReprg ofk ureaté & ag 5 AT 1987 feward 7 oft | anfRrchTendt 3 9 TE oA & forg sifdreRtfat @ Tudh fmar o, At S wga =gt
firett| <amaTera A gt fon defda siferTiat ot areat Y St it T1fgy R ST=1 THT0T 0o S UTfieh aedrasl oh STUR WR Whel
Renis & gur & fog FefRa s gfehar 1 arem sen @nfgy | =marera 3 urifiies Raat ofk srgf & SaR Ae )R faaR ae
o fader feam

frofa  T[ORT I IR A AT foh SAfAfam &t et 15 SR 359 & Fam dsfiaes @l fawqa e e ok ufaf? # ik ar
arEdfa (substantial) UR @< &t L1faT Ta ded & | TS T ag dutfe sdad & o ag 3faa anedl 6t sira o Ige
BN IR R Y ufthar g R

“The foregoing discussion and the earlier referred decisions have brought out that the Act and the Rules
confer adequate power and authority to the Registrar to even make necessary inquiry and upon being
satisfied, the Registrar would be obliged to make necessary “clerical or substantial” correction / change

in the manner prescribed under the Rules.”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2014 |9 GJHC240148022014

Prajapati Jitendrakumar Joitaram v. State of Gujarat
HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2015-01-09 - SCA/18574/2014

g AT ST THT0T O # 51 fAfY gua & Iefa 81 arfamrendt sr ST+ 10.05.1978 Y §31T T, wifchT I Gamad gRT ST JH10T
U3 § 59 TTeTd aich @ 31.10.1978 & e mam on1 ®riia sifdrenrt = 1ot 1fert 7 819 o1 gaTel &d gY GUR A @ 741 o fean
o7 | = T = e foRar fh 'Section 15 of the Registration of Births and Deaths Act' 3R 'Rule 11 of the Gujarat
Registration of Births and Deaths Rules, 2004' & dgd Registrar & U s fafY # GUR & &1 31 SIfYeR &1 e 3
gd o T et gaTet & gU IRt & S1aer ahl 38 e fadm $iR I8 i & SR GUR e ahl fAder feam

frofa ORI I AT J AT foh ST U Gard a1 9&m it ag arar el s Hehd foh 3 U9 S+ fafd § gor
A & AfeRT T8T 81 9T 15 3R 7 11 & dgd Usiiae l 577 Aoieer # fohedt +ft Fearares ar faftdha sigffg ot gura &
W JHYHR UT 8l

“Section 15 of the Act of 1969 read with Rule 11 of the State Rules, 2004 along with Chapter 9, Clause 9.6
and 9.7 of the Handbook of Registrar General, Ministry of Home Affairs, Govt. of India and Clause 5.8 of
Chapter 5 of guidelines contained in vernacular Gujarati adequately conferred power upon the authority

to correct/cancel erroneous entries”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2015 Ha GJHC240206952014

The Regional Officer, Central Board of Secondary Education v. Dr. Arun S.
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-08-12 - WA/1043/2021

gg AHeT CBSE gRT SR gAT0T0S # SAfafd 7 gUR & oy @ Haifdd 81 Re arfierendt 2 oo Tqet ReplE $iR S0 ymorast &
SFAR AU STHATATY Y TEt e bl ART T oft | dheet Iea —IraTerd A 39 faare R guliA &l & 'Jigya Yadav v. CBSE' fofa &
gaTel feam | <amaTera = ToE foRa foh CBSE &t 3y ST UHT0TeS a7 Whel RepTE & SMTUR TR ST GURA o SR ahl WehR T
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918y, I21d foh 3maees MuiRa ek T YT AR 3R AR ATY U UFJd | TR, I=d A1dTerd 4 CBSE sl Ader fear foh
Jg TfIeRTeRdT & ST TR Ui ate gRT FAufRa fean-fAden & ey faar &

frofa el I AT A AT o HefQHs hl der ST TAT0T U AT Whet RS oh SMTYUR UR ST # HMes o SrgRiet at

AR AT Y| 39 forg Hieftgas oy ot (sworn affidavit), &fagfd o= (indemnity), w=mafe S[eh 3R snfdeRe
TToTe # USRI hY qd 1 T FehalT &1

“This, however, need not be unconditional, but subject to certain reasonable conditions to be fulfilled by
the applicant as may be prescribed by the CBSE, such as, of furnishing sworn affidavit containing
declaration and to indemnify the CBSE and upon payment of prescribed fees in lieu of administrative
expenses. The CBSE may also insist for issuing Public Notice and publication in the Official Gazette before

recording the change”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 Ha KLHC010423652021

Patel Mitaben Rakeshkumar v. State of Gujarat
HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2021-12-08 - SCA/13078/2021

g AT ST JH70T O § 517 fafd &t '3.7.1971" @ Seatenx '1.6.1971" & 3R ITd 'Mitaben' A1 SiigH & forw arRiehrerat &
IRY G FeifAd §1 TR utferent & e i) 3 fareia a1 garer 34 §Y 39 SreflenR & faam o011 I=a =amarery = AT Section
15 of the Registration of Births and Deaths Act, 1969 3R Rule 11 of the Gujarat Registration of Births and Deaths
Rules, 2004 3 dgd T Siert & urg Repfs & Treifera ot et o quf Sifieh &1 =rererd 3 S U o theetl a1 gerren 33
gY ufdard) ot arfeierrehal GRT URgd G&ITAST o YR TR ReprS ot Tfad et ofR 731 S0 UHT0T U1 SIRY & ot fdar feam

frofa ORI I AT 3 TE fhaT foh ST i mifderRt iR g1 & STasia I8 AT YR l UNT e § SHHR
T & foh Ik uTd TRy 81 8, 1 3HaTerd gRT I Fder SRy fehar S =gy | Usiaes el a2t a1 @y # fohet off 3fe ot
GURA &1 WE AYTieh SIfIFR &1

“Therefore, considering the provisions of the Act of 1969 and more particularly, the provisions of Section
15 read in juxtaposition with the provisions of Rules of 2004, more particularly, Rule 11, it is no longer
res integra that the Registrar has the power to correct any erroneous entry in form or substance or any

entry which has been fraudulently or improperly made.”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2021 Ha GIJHC240479852021

Central Board of Secondary Education v. Revathy Sreedhar
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-10-13 - WA/827/2021

gg AHeT CBSE gRT SR} gAToTgs & S+ faf & ger ot 7 & Heferd &1 arfichrendl 3 70 ST THT0T U5 & SR UR STU-T ST+
fafr ot Step et ot SR ok T et I ImaTerd = 19 fofa 7 gufie 1 & 'Jigya Yadav v. C.B.S.E.' At # fReaiRa
fargiat o uter foRam | =amaTera & CBSE ot fAder fan fos ag anfareraf & simden wr Teifda fRanfaden & srgar faar a1 gfte
1 = e fohar ¢ foh CBSE ol Thel ReplS a1 A1difAeh SxTasil & STYR TR YR & I oht SRATRR ol AT a1y, F8rd
fRuiRa ek, ray o= 3R Srrasgen Ufcharaii o1 grer fhaT STTY| deg9R, SoF AT 7 CBSE ot 39 fAaHT & dgd side gamfad
& ol fAdr &d g ardiet ot AuerT &R fea
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frofa el Ied AT A HISqHs ot fear e fon ag anfeererdl gr1 ugd fohg Qg @t Rentd ofiR ST=1 gmmor o= & wneat
& YR R ST F GUR & 3rde i Ifea ufehar 3k RufRa yJeenl & rra™ & Iwia qa gag A d Ruem)

“The CBSE may also insist for issuing Public Notice and publication in the Official Gazette before
recording the change in the fresh certificate to be issued by it upon surrender/return of the original

certificate (or duplicate original certificate, as the case may be) by the applicant.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 Ha KLHC010608682020

15 Central Board of Secondary Education v. Robin Moses

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-06-30 - WA/738/2021

Tg AT CBSE gRT ST Y00 & STAfafdr # gerr &t 77 & Yafda g1 arfRmreral 3 eraat Afées axardsii # Sfafd ot denfae
SFARIRAT GRT SR THTOT O & Sy TN et ot SRty foma o) dheet S=a =amarerg 3 56 fdame o faeR avd gu wat=
=marerd & fAvfa 'Jigya Yadav v. C.B.S.E." @1 ute foham| =marera 3 fA&fra forar foh CBSE @l anfaerrerdt & amde R deifaa
feanfadert & SrgaR foar e a1feq) Hatea <amaTera A @ o g o afe simae Thet & Renls a1 rdsiien q&amdsti wR smemRd
&, dt CBSE 3R geen ok FMefRa 2rdf & Srure™ & Ire JHTorgs # GuR o 9ohdl g | dagdR, I3 <AraTed = S1die &l Auer
foram

frofa e I AT J HISTQHs chl BT S AT ST THTUT U 3R #lch SIS oh STYR TR A&i01eh ZArdsti H UR
A a1 AT fea| =marerg 3 Toe fha fop ddftows 89 aie qearasti i UTaTfoTehar 6t U gt &R Jehd &l

“Such public documents, therefore, cannot be ignored by the CBSE. Taking note of those documents, the

CBSE may entertain the request for recording change in the certificate issued by it.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 Ha KLHC010163872021

16 Central Board of Secondary Education v. Resmy Nair
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-08-26 - WA/1073/2021

g AHeT CBSE gRT STRY gHT0TGS # S-Afafd 7 GUR i 77 @ Haifdd g1 arfeiearerdt = 3rae féies Reprs &t 311 TRt gwora=
& SEY AT A T SR AT AT et Iea ITerd = Fated <IraTerd o Jigya Yadav v. CBSE Amet # &g g fAdan &
U7l shed g4, CBSE ot fder fear o ag arfiehrend o srmaes R famR &R 3iR 38 aa ufehdr & AR S91fad | ITerd 4 TE
forat foh CBSE @l & QUi o foig simaes WieR e @1fey, aerd 3 faffa 3faa uftharstt siik ardt @ srgarer axd &l

frofa el I AT F Heqds ot R fohar foh ag arfRierrerdt & STfafe guR deiedt smae ot gufid @l & Rigidat
& argey FRufRa A <t Si9 Y o3 ok umafie e & srefla IR & fAwaRd &
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“This, however, need not be unconditional, but subject to certain reasonable conditions to be fulfilled by
the applicant as may be prescribed by the CBSE, such as, of furnishing sworn affidavit containing
declaration and to indemnify the CBSE and upon payment of prescribed fees in lieu of administrative

expenses.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 Ha KLHC010454912021

17 Central Board of Secondary Education v. Sruthy S.
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-08-24 - WA/1065/2021

g ATHAT CBSE gRT SR JHTUTTS | SIS & YR T 7T & ASTad g1 ATfIehlehd! = ST7H THTUTUA oh TR TR O-T SIS Tgt
I ol SR foRaT ol <aTaTerd 7 Jigya Yadav v. C.B.S.E. & qdted =ararerd & ofa & garen & gy wivardr &t e i fs ag
gifAehTendi oh 3TaeA IR foaR S| =raTerd 3 9 e o foh Tqat ol Smde CBSE o U ST g1 3R CBSE &l Ueh #gA &h
offaR 39 IR ol o7 g

Rrofa Rl I TATR 3 HIEqes ot emmeer fea fon ag deifaa e & Aream @ ured arfientend| o SIS GUR &
3TdEA R AR & 3R Gk A8 & iR smasaes ufehar &t guf &

“The CBSE may also insist for issuing Public Notice and publication in the Official Gazette before
recording the change in the fresh certificate to be issued by it upon surrender/return of the original

certificate (or duplicate original certificate, as the case may be) by the applicant.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 Hia KLHC010434912021

12 Central Board Secondary Education v. Afna Salam
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-09-24 - WA/1216/2021
g ATHAT CBSE GRT SR UHTUTTS | ST & YR i 77T & A&TAd g1 aTfehrehd! = S1u- <ifeeh qxarasit § SAfATY st
THTOT U oh AR el e T Y fohdlT AT| el Iod IR = e =arTerd & Jigya Yadav v. C.B.S.E. & o oy dgef
Ad gu fAdsr fear fok CBSE ant RefRa sraf ofk ufsharatt s ure aed §Q ©15 & 3ided WR faaR et =mfgq | =amarerd 3 CBSE @t
frcar fean o 3 3R e SR axarasTt &t St & a1y STwafafd # gar S uftar ¢ o 8k sroft Iu-faHt (Byelaws) # sasad
G R | T SN o F1Y Frferent a1 AuerT &= fear mam

frofa  Shiel 3od AR = HIEQHs ohf FEfRIa fohar fos ag sro= Iu-F=HT (Byelaws) & sirasaes demer e difch S+ THTOT

U3 <h 18T oh STYR WR ST FERA T Ufchal ol JaTe ®U O Falfeld fohal ST Tk 3R ATRIRIRdT o 3Teed Sl 0 T07a &
e sy

“Additionally, the CBSE shall take immediate steps to amend its relevant Byelaws so as to incorporate the
stated mechanism for recording correction or change, as the case may be, in the certificates already

issued or to be issued by it.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 Ha KLHC010423682021
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Central Board of Secondary Education v. P. Sreekantan Nair
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2020-11-19 - WA/1466/2020

g AT CBSE gRT GHdl Shefl o THTOT 3 # ATT-UdT & A8 # GUR Tt T F9hR e o R&elTth GRR dl 78 o Re e ¥
&t &1 arfieprenatell 3 TR =1 THIUT UF o MR TR Repld & aatra oht A7 &Y off 1 CBSE 7 adh fean foh 39k 3u-faw (bye-
laws) Srae eTguTithen Ffeal et GURA i SIFAfT & & 3R 3 & SRUT 39 Sty ! TR 8! fham ST TerdT| I=a raTerd i
G3Uis & CBSE & Seflel ot @IRST o T | =amarerd = 7o+ gaiadt fofg Subin Mohammed v. Union of India @1 garer &d g3
A1 o afe drea ardfdes Sk dw &, @t 9IS ol Repis # GUR Al shoded AT T1fgq | IraTera 3 arfdenrerdt & ger # fFofa

SRR T 3R CBSE oht et RepTS & ST AT H YR et ol gL feam

frofa heel I URITTd hl @eUIS = AT fh ST & denfes oI # &t st ofR A1 i ufafe @l et & Rerd
gfaf® wR arafiedr & St =nfeg i e denfes ISeer i ufafe w8t At STt 81

“As held by the Apex Court in Cidco (supra), entry of date of birth in the statutory register raises a

presumption of correctness and it prevails over an entry in the school register.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2020 Ha KLHC010426422020

Karnataka Rural Infrastructure Development Limited v. T.P. Nataraja
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2021-09-21 - 2021 INSC 521

g HAHAT TART FHAR GRT a1 ReprE & STAfAfY (date of birth) a&e= h 7171 & Hefdd g1 Hweart = s+t Fgfert & 24 I
I1g ST 7 GUR & forg smded foar o1, Safes drfed I TR & ot (Karnataka State Servants (Determination of
Age) Act, 1974) & dgd 4T sirae FRefRa aw dimr & fitar fomar ST anf@y ani S=a =amarer 3 s=md & et & Aot fean o,
Afh Tate =amrTerd 7 39 @iiRet & &1 =marer 3 e fhar {6 'Ignorance of law' @t SaTd o1 SMTER T8t ST ST HehelT 3R
et &3 (delay and laches) & @RoT 9a1 & sifaw gua & ST 7 agera Fi 777 TR gt 6 ST et

frofa  Gdied AT = AT {3 24 A1t Y &eft 3R fomm Teienor i & & arg dar Repls A srfafd gur & srgafa &
S IR ¢ et & dgd PufRa awa AT a1 Sectas &R & 115 Agd 30 A8 A=A hl Yetafd sl JehdT ugardt
gl

“Unless the court or the tribunal is fully satisfied on the basis of the irrefutable proof relating to his date
of birth and that such a claim is made in accordance with the procedure prescribed or as per the
consistent procedure adopted by the department concerned, as the case may be, and a real injustice has
been caused to the person concerned, the court or the tribunal should be loath to issue a direction for

correction of the service book.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2021 Hd ESCRO10004082021

Pooja Prayank Agarwal v. State of Gujarat

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2023-07-20 - SCA/11695/2023
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g HIHET ST UHTOT U H A1 GURA & Gaiy # g1 dTfAehtend| = 3104 GF o 5= JHT0T U5 # 919 'Siddharth Prayank Agarwal' &
gaea 'Raghav Prayank Agrawal' & & forg smrde feam o1, ford sifdremRat = ag g gy @iRst e e & a8 &ls faftdha
3¢ (clerical error) &l &1 aTfahreRal 4 2018 H TRART ToTe | AT GRacdH hl =T Uget 6! TenTi<Id ehedl ot ot =marerd &
Registration of Births and Deaths Act, 1969 @I Section 15 3R I8& eifdrd ATHT a1 garer d gQ el foh 5Ta A uged 9 &
WHRY TToTe H AR § 3R 37 SIS S YR H1S F O IS U ¢, al IRRY AT Faer & Ry W feR & & forg
a1 ¢ | T = gd o =1iAeh iy el e e gY SRl & SA1e ahl T o AT 3R 35 3116 HTg & iR ST+ 0T o |
T GLMfed e et fAger i

Rrofa ORI I AT A AT foh ST foheht sreat et 1 TReAR TToTe # Uget & ot SIfgfad gt It a1 $fR 87 T SUR &re
S UTHT{OTeR gTdeh a&dTdSt JUeTed &1, df Usiiaes ST=H UHT0T U5 § 9719 d&ei & 3Tae ol falfichid Jfe = g1 a1 I8 a1
GTRST g1 s FedT|

“When the statutory provision permitted such correction and learned Single Judge found on merits that
such correction was justified, no submission at the end of Registrar of Birth and Death could hold good.”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2023 | GJHC240401692023

Secretary, CBSE v. Jithin H.S.
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-09-15 - WA/1176/2021

Ig AHeT CBSE gRT SR yAT0T0S # S-Afafd & GuR & sty @ Gaifdd g1 arfienrerd| = S0 S+ JHT0TIH o STER S0+t
ST st TEt et ht 7T i oft | =maTera A 'Jigya Yadav v. C.B.S.E.' AT & Supreme Court of India grT FefRa fRagiat
T UTe hed gQ CBSE ahl e fea fos d arfRienTend e armeest tR faemR & SiR gamorgs & Gur gfehar et qui & | =amarera 3 we
fohaT feh CBSE ot T8 QURT o folg IfRd ufchar a1 Ut eheT Ay, fSred «may o o1 ofik RafRa e ST aherem anfaet g, arfen
Qerforen ReprE ok snfderIRen axdrasii & TH=aT 3+ 38 |

frofa  heel I TR = Hreqas ot fA&sr fean foh ag anfahrenat gRT U 2rae ust ofR IR L[eeh &t 2rat & srefq s+
THTOT U & T18AT el AT ehed gY THTOTOS | STAfafY gur i afshar gof &

“Taking note of those documents, the CBSE may entertain the request for recording change in the
certificate issued by it. This, however, need not be unconditional, but subject to certain reasonable
conditions to be fulfilled by the applicant as may be prescribed by the CBSE, such as, of furnishing sworn
affidavit containing declaration and to indemnify the CBSE and upon payment of prescribed fees in lieu

of administrative expenses.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 Hia KLHC010450722021

Central Board of Secondary Education v. Afsal P.
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-02-16 - WA/303/2021

g ATHAT CBSE gRT B oh ATdT-TUdT o A1 & YR T ¥ SRR i o RIATh ATI B 7 30+ 51 JH0T U (Birth Certificate)
& STYR TR Whel oh Repls A GUR Y AFT T off 1 CBSE 7 37o+it gter Iu-fAgHT (Examination Bye-laws) iR I#a 4T a1 garelr
3d §Y QYR & § A1 R e am
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frofa hed Jed TR = TE fohar foh 511 & denfes ISR # &of Sfaf ofk A <t ufafeat &t aeaar & uar & gt
RO USe gldl &, a7 &1fOreh et ol g fAeial & a1ey aht erfehdR gT e =nfgul

“But to reconcile the date of birth entry in the mark sheet with that of the entry in the statutory
certificate, the candidates should not be left without any remedy. Their right to approach the Court for

redressing their grievance cannot be ruled out.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 g KLHC010730432020

24 Vipin K. v. Principal, Kendriya Vidyalaya
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2012-02-10 - WP(C)/2496/2012

gfenTehal F o7at 10l sherm &t ATehafte iR 0T UF # S faf ot Tel s 3 forg CBSE & ursy simae famam ami Jfeh whel &
Repi & S fafY ora oot off, 3217 38 T TH10T U o STUR daal- dhl | i | =raTerd 3 gl o CBSE & 3u-famt (bye-laws)
# 77 997 I & a6 off S fafd 7 uR § g9aR 81 fohaT ST Fendr, af sirded IR axdrdst gRT 99 8| dadaR, <Irerd A
3rd respondent @t a1 fea i & ©g Twarg & iR arferadt & ceardsit i sia &R ofk afe & gl urg oird €, &t 5= fafy
GUR F ufehar o &

frvfa el Id AT A AT foh 91 & Iu-fAamt (Bye-laws) & &Y 78 99g-HH1 98T 811 & a1 oft afg simdes & gafa &
ST HT0T U S 3T deTfen S&TasT U fohQ SITY, af GUR & fURR T §ThR ol fohdT ST HehdT|

“As per those decisions, the respondents cannot deny the claim f or correction of date of birth even if it is

beyond the time fixed in the bye- laws applicable to respondents.”

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2012 Ha KLHC010445812012

25 Central Board of Secondary Education v. Rasna P.
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021-07-27 - WA/799/2021
gg AHeT CBSE gRT SR} JHT0T0S # SAfafY & R € H6fdd 81 Re arfenrendl = sra= wqd ReprE SR 57 UHT0TTS & SIdR
SO STATATY & Facta i 7 Y oft | =maTerd 7 Jigya Yadav v. C.B.S.E. & gatea =marerd & fufg @ deef fomn, o g
feifa forar war & fo CBSE &t &1 & SRy WR YHTOTOA & GUR AT URad- dhert & folg Geh UfehaT Su=TT a1feq | et I
aTerd & CBSE &t fAder fea fos ag anfierrendt & sides i FefRa feen-fdai & orgar fam &R ofk ag off fAdira fomar fon @t
39 3MTae i CBSE & Ut 9, 519 Ues #gA & fter fRueran sirm =nfgul

Rrofa el Ied AT 3 HIEqHs ot T faar fos a8 g A8 & +fiar @t g Siif¥a fong 71q anfeererat & S=afafdr gem
Seeft amdes wR g Sle gRTJigya Yadav ATt H ufauried feenfeen & dgd faar &l

“Following the aforesaid decision, this appeal is disposed of directing the appellant to consider the
application filed by the writ petitioner/first respondent for the correction of date of birth as held in Jigya

Yadav (supra) .”
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HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2021 Hia KLHC010094112020

AT HTOT

g 9T Vitark Al gRT 9rasii-ies 9 T Iuetsy fofal 3k Iuzhirendt o Ust & SMUR WR dOR fohar a1 §1 I8 chaet Ra< grdT & fog § ik
FILH Terme (legal advice) 7@l &1 fanedt off filing, opinion, AT correspondence & IualT & & uget @+t case citations, holdings 3R
quotations &t g fAvfa (source judgment) & fovg W= ¥U & TN fohar ST =1lgq|
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