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CAT/7/12

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
new DELHI

O.A. No. 1138/90 199
T.A. No.

DATE OF DF.rTSTQN 21 "12-^90

Shri Ishuar Singh Usrma Applicant

Shri B.S.Gupta, Advocate for the Applicani
Versus

Uni sn ef India & others Respondent a

Shri [^*L.l/ferma, ;Advocate for the Respondent(s)

CORAM ^

The Hon'ble Mr. P.K.KARTHA, UICE CHAlRnAN(3)

1»rheHon'bleMr. O-K-CHAKRAUORTY, HmBER(A)

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the Judgement ?
2. To be referred to the Reporter or not ? VA3
3. Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy ofthe Judgement
4. Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal ?

JUDGEMENT

( 3UDGEnEMT OF THE BENCH DELIVERED BY HON'BLE
• . MR.' D,K.CHAKRA\yORTY, MEMBERCA) )

.'t.'
Hs^rd the laarnsd ceunsal af bsth parties.

2. Tho "prayer mede in this) ypplicatisn is that

th# ptsting srdur d^ted 2.3.1990 b« set aaid« end quashed

and that tha applicant bn kspt at his presant plact «f

pasting. Tha rospandnnta.h&u© cancelled th« tranafar

arder datad 2.3.1S9D Bn 16.8.90_. Th« learn®d csunssl Far

the rsspandents states that uith this cancKllatian »f tha

transfer erder, the griGvancia sf the applicant has ciased

te exist,

\

3, The learned cs.unsel fer the applicant states that

while the grieuance sf ths applicant has been substantially

mitigated by tho respondents, the questien of paymcsnt »f

salary to the applicant fer the peried frsm 1.6.90 tea

8.9.90 shsuld be regulated and that ho shauld be paid



- 2 "

salary fer this psraari. the lesrnsjd ciaun&el- f«r th*

reapandoibts epp»3«(S this praysr an th« ground that this
\

is n«t ana th® rsliafs saught in th® present applicatisn.•

\

4, lu«. hsu» censiderrid th« riyal c®ntenti©n».

Th« learned counssl fer thts rcspendents ststss that

this transfar »rdjir ef th« aipplicant was cancalled purely

cut »f humanitarian considerations. ^ Though th« Tribunal

diti net pass any intarim ordar an 4.6.90 uhan th® applicatisn

uas'listsd far hearing, intofim Brd^r uas pasaaci •n

31.6.90 which has bs«n continusd until teday. In view

• f this, ua are af the apinion that fer tha periael fram

31.8.90 ta 8.9.90 uhsn th« applicant jGim d duty,, the

applicant shsuld be paid his salary and allawances and

that period, shauld bs trsated as duty far all purpssas.

As ragsrds rsmaining period, ua direct th® raspandsnts

ta ragulfe'iethe sams' in accsrdanca with tha ralaivant

rules. Applicant will bs at libsrty ta maka a raprassntatian

ta th® rsspsnd^nts in this rsgard and the rsspandsnta

may taka appropriate actlen in accerdancs with the rules

an,such.repreaentatisn.

5. Jha applicatisn is dispesad af at the

admissisn^tsslf jEfen®aqu«ntly intprlin. ardar already
passed stands v/acataol, ' '

Th«ra uill ba na ardar aa ta casts.

( O.K.CHAKRAudftTY) ( P,.K .KARTHK)
\jict chairman


