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New Delhi , this 20.th day of March, 2001

HON'BLE SMRI M.P.SINGH■MEMBERrA 1
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ouc=>f M I a. Da r
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(By Advocate: K . L . Bhandu"1 a)
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^rouyf^i Secretary to the
Government of India
i'i I n 1 b u i y u I »y a uo I Resou roes
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The Chairman
Centra"! Ivater Cornmissiorf
ocwa Bhavan, R.K.PuraiTi
New De"!hi-1 10066

i r ic uiMci cnyincar

Yamuna Basin
oci ioi ai water CoDiniission
K.al indi Bhawan
Q"o f ara Crescent Road
vj^ctLit) iii\5uitutiorial 'Area
New De1h1—110016 r\ e cj }w.'o'I jU-lj

ORDER(Oral)
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the order dated 13.3.2001 transfer ring her
/*s T n I f—. SuS I I I I uu ualpur,

I hs ui i ef tacts ot the case are that t''i_;

app11 can t
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Ts working as Assistant Engiiica:

She joined Central Water Cornmisci
in n u , . ^ ^Mi D I i U U i I « w a r i n -7 oi c? ^ o » O I n 9 >~rO

applicant, she has been transferred to

t 4^ 4^ \ ^ .1^
I  I I W I d I u places all over India during th? 1  -
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27 years. The grievance of the applicant

wi iS i-i^i .Saroj Aggarwal A I- A l.M- K'1 ̂  t vVi iO l ias Li iO loiig
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sc^ay, has not been transferred out of Cs^hi

whereas the applicant whose stay period in Ce^hi

"is less than that of Ms.SoaiOj Aggarwal, has be en

transferred to Jaipur. AcM  O i i } i y U O fna t r-. h10- I j U I

um8 transfer policy of Central Wats

Commission. The applicant has

representation dated 14.3.200
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ClijCl i hS L.

L- r ansfC I W i Ci p Or,-F 1 Q oI  i d.J.2001 . B

yet been taken by t h

■"spresentat i on.

uu no oecisicn h.a.j

e  r is a jjon de n t s on he r

3. After hearing the applicant and considering
the facts and circumstances of the case, I find
it a rit case to give a  directiOii th..

i cispoi luents to consider th^ I L. I j c r" s p r G

applicant dated 14.3.20I .o n i: t i-i 1

^5tsi iuaLlGn O'

ia OT

i-i afiS i ir po i 1 cy . The rsspondents are accord'

directed to treat tisaL tins application

rep resentat i o1 1 uT-F th^trie applicant and decide thi
aaiiic by paSSing Qriiia!.'-;ly a speaKing, reasoned and detai.--i! T _ .

ue L-d . 1 e .1

order wit-hi1^1 i i ri a per i od o"^w, wne month from the datr

receipt of a copy of this ord
uI ue r.

meantime, respondent
i I.C5 a "6 directed to

■tus quo in respect of the
>3 cippl leant,

r !C

i/:a 1 n'ca" n

n ..-s « 4 a_
n, «-! LJ 1 Q I -!r^yics.ry IS directed to sena

OA along with a  copy of thi

'-f a copy or tliis

la order

i cspondents i rnrnedi ate 1 y .

dk:
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s  disposed of with t"-- -K-" I uo Ui ie abc /e

■^t Lhe admission stag
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order as to cc
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