HARYANA RIGHT TO SERVICE COMMISSION
S.C.0. No. 38 & 39 (2»d FLOOR), SECTOR 17-A, CHANDIGARH-160017
Website- hitps:/ /harvana-risc.gov.in/ Telephone: 0172-2711050

No. HRSC-020008/3/2025f 187F Dated: 23sd an - 2025
To

The Designated Officer -cum-Additional District Registrar,
Palwal.
E-mail: bdespalwal@gmail.com

Subject: Revision No. AAS24/1256220- Vikash Kumar - Application For Issuance

of Birth/Death/Non Availability Certificate (NAC) [RTS - 30 Day]- Palwal- Final
orders.

[ have been directed to invite reference to the subject cited above and to
send herewith a copy of final orders dated 21.01.2025 passed by Sh. T. C. Gupta,

Chief Commissioner, Haryana Right to Service Commission for information and

=

(Sube Khan)
Under Secretary-cum-Registrar,
Haryana Right to Service Commission
E-mail: rtsc-hry@gov.in

necessary action, please.

CC: Appellant Vikash Kumar (through AAS) (e-mail: kingy aj030@egmail.com) for

information.




HARYANA RIGHT TO SERVICE COMMISSION
S.C.0. No 38 & 39 (2"¢ FLOOR), SECTOR 17-A, CHANDIGARH-160017
Website- htips:// harvana-rtgc.gov.in/ Telephone: 0172-2711050

Final Orders

(In respect of Revision No. AAS24/1256220- Vvikash Kumar - Application for
Issuance of Birth/ Death/Non Availability Certificate (NAC) [RTS - 30 Day]- Palwal)

Hearing date: 21.01 2025 Time: 12.45 pm
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2 The appellant while raising appeals and revision to the Commission, has not
mentioned anywhere what is incorrect in the issued birth certificate. He is merely stating
that the birth certificate requires correction. Moreover, when the FGRA and SGRA called
the appellant for hearings, he did not appear. To ascertain the matter, a hearing was
scheduled with the Designated Officer and the appellant to appear before Sh. T. C.
Gupta, Chief Commissioner, Haryana Right to Service Commission on 21.01.2025 at

10:30 a.m. vide Commission’s letter No. 66 dated 13.01.2025.

3. In the meantime, a reply was received from the Additional District Registrar
(Birth-Death)-cum-Deputy Civil Surgeon, Palwal, vide letter No. SA/VS/2025/103
dated 16.01.2025. The reply stated that the appellant applied for the service on
24.05.2024 and the certificate was issued to the appellant in a timely manner.
Thereafter, the appellant filed first appeal with the FGRA and the FGRA called the
appellant thrice for a hearing, but he did not appear. Consequently, the first appeal was
dismissed on 06.11.2024. Subsequently, the appellant raised a second appeal to the
SGRA, which scheduled hearings twice, but the appellant was not present for either

hearing.
4. The hearing took place as scheduled, which was attended by the following:

i.  Dr. Sanjay Sharma, Designated Officer-cum-Additional District Registrar (Birth
& Death), Palwal
ii. Dr. Atul Choudhary, the then Designated Officer-cum-Additional District
Registrar (Birth & Death), Palwal
Sh. Vikash Kumar, Appellant, did not join the hearing despite advance
notice and the telephonic confirmation by the dealing Assistant of the
Commission. Therefore, Dr. Sanjay Sharma was requested to narrate the facts of
the casc. He stated that the appellant had filed the first appeal on 20.09.2024
but despite giving three opportunitics of hearing to him on 08.10.2024,
18.10.2024 and 06.11.2024, he did not attend the same and therefore, the appeal
was dismissed. Earlier, he had complained that the certificate was not
downloadable but he was sent the certificate and informed about it through
WhatsApp also. Even before the SGRA-cum-DC, he did not attend the hearings
scheduled for 14.11.2024 and 27.11.2024 while mentioning that his certificate

needs many corrections but he did not mention the corrections required. While



filing the appeal with the Commission also, he has not mentioned the corrections
which are required in this certificate. Dr. Sanjay Sharma further stated that as
per the record available with them (register was shown by him during the
hearing), the date of birth of the twin male children is 15.10.2002 and as per the
record in the Police Station, their names are Vikram and Vikas. They again
contacted the appellant telephonically a day before the hearing wherein, he again
did not mention the name of the child in whose certificate, he wants corrections.
He merely stated that correct date of birth is 13.12.2001 but he did not supply

any documentary evidence in support thereof.

3. After careful consideration of the facts and circumstances of the case, there is no
merit in the Revision because he has not mentioned at any stage the deficiencies
in the certificate which has already been issued on the basis of the record and
did not send any documentary evidence in support of his claim that the correct

date of birth is 13.12.2001. Therefore, this Revision is hereby dismissed.

21st January, 2025




