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lN T"rlE C UJ'-'Rl\L AO: l ll'l I STR.?\'_ :WE TR I'SUl\JAL, 

• •• 

Original App lication No. 405 of 2001 • 

this the")..~tt\.... aa~1 of l·1ay ' 2001. 

HOll ' BL!: !·IR . RAFI..J uonn~, r-1:::1aER ( J ) 

T e jpal s .ngh , agf'd about 59 y :?ars, S/o l a t2 Da"J'a Ra"!l 

s ingh, i·lembe r of I . A. s . of u. P . cadre , P r esently posted 

as vic~Chairman , t4r-~rut Davel 0pm1=>nt Authorit·y, Ma"'r ut . 

/lpp 1 ic a.l"l t . 

By Advo: ate : Sri I. P . s in9h . 

Versus . 

State of U. P . through thf\ socr~ary Appointmrnt, u . P . 

Shasan , Luckno'''• 

RespondP.nt . 

By Adva: ate : Sri K. P . Sin< h . 

0 RD ER 

Th-9 app l icunt h a s challenged th0 val idity or 

the orde r dated 1. 4 . 2001 ( Ann 'mre f.- 1 to tho o. A.) and 

sought his quash ing ~l m'~anc o f this O. A. 

The ~plicant , \'Jl10 \·1as initially r e:rui ted 

anC: ~point<=!(] in Provine i a l C i,ril S Prvice of Statf'? of 

u . P . J ~ v1as appointed in I . A. s . of 

11. 11. 199 4 and was all ott ea y ""ar o:: 

Uo P• Cadre on 
of 

all otmClfl t / 19 86. -
I t i s s t ated that the date o f birth of th t:: ~pliccmt 

being 10 . 7 . 19 41 , he i s going to attain th-:: aa-: o-F 

superannuation in Jul y ' 200 1. Proscritly, th - app l i cant 

\-Jas nosted ~s 'lice-Cha irman , t·1eerut D9'1el 0pm-nt Author'ity, 

MeArut. By m·~a."1c of the im"'uan::x1 order d a ted 1. 4 . 2001 
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the~ ano l i c ant was inform'30 abOut the drc i s ion of r e soonden t 
~ --

to po s t h 1m as Off icer on Spec ial Duty 

NO i da. The gr i avanc e of thfl apn l icant 

(o. s .n . 1n short), 

i s tha{ tho imouonod - -
trans fer ord ._r h <'.ls been passed in arb itrary manne r, whic11 

v1as j ust abOut f our months p ria.r to his r etirement and 

the applicant \1as m<?kin9 preparations for his r atirant.'tlt 

and for settl enent of h i s famil y . The app l icant also 

made a r~res'3'ltat ion Jatca 2. 4. 200 1 against tl10 afor esaid 
~ 

trancfer orde r, but tho r osijondent h as direct him to join 

on th'? n e \·1 p &ace and nothing could be aon o at th i s s t age. 

I t i s contended tha t the impugned order ho.s been passed 

i n cont r av•mt 1.on of I. A. s . (Cadr e) Rul e s 1954 ( Rules of 

1954 in short). I t i s c l aim-XI that tl1"? cpp l icant i s 

1 iabl e to be p osted against a c ad r e post as provided under 

Rul es 7 & 8 o f the Rul ~s o f 19 5 4 . The aon l ican~ can a l so - ~ 

be p o sted on deputation to t h"1 post unr1er l ocal J:ody of 

th0 State Govt . c oncernad p rov.idea such post carri~s the 

prescrib ed pay \'kl ich should not bP l e ss than th ., pay- .;cal e 

o f t'h3 o f-Ficer conc e rned 2nd has bGcn dcclari~d e~ivalsnt i n 

status etc. It is a lso claimed that a I . A. s . Offic~r can be 

p osted on deputation only \·1ith his c onsent . 

3. It i s f urther con tended that there is no p ost 

at all of o. s .D., l'lo i da against 1;1hich th<"' app l icant i s s~ught 

to be po st~ b~ause thur e i s on l y on·"' p ost of o. s .D. at 

no i da, v.hich is a lready occup i ed bJ one Sri Dil ip Kumar, 

a Senior I . A. s . of U. P . Cad r0. Th e appl icant h a s a l so all f'gl'd 

t h at the tota l authoris~a c adr !"') strength of U. P . in r osp -ct 

t o I . A. s . c adr e i s 5 27 i.tlich inc l ude s State d f"'Put ation r Ps e rvP. 

as 9 4 only and thP Statr- Government has alr"'ady av a i l ed 

th; said s trrnnth under it""m no . 5 of th~ Cadre Fixat ion 
~ 

R('gul at ion . It i s furth 1..T p l 0adAd that I . A. s . (Pay ) Rul os 

1954 p r ohib its cropointm~t o f a m~bAr o f sorvico to a post 

oth,..r than th"' po s t spe:1f11°"a 1n Sch "'\dul G III unloss the 
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the Stat8 Gove rnment conc ern ed h as made a dec l aration 

that tho sa i d post is equiva l ent in status and r esponsiblity 

t~ thr p ost soecified in ·th ~ said Sch~ula ,,iae Rule 9 ( 1) 
~ 

of thF- Rules of 19 54. 
' 

4. The r esponaontst has f i l t;d Short Counter 

aff i davit Opposing the c aso Of th0 appl icant br.-cause t he 

applicant has been transferred in public interest a s per 

sen i ority and his sl< ill , , . .n ich i s re'JUircd at Ho i d a . 

The i mo ugned ord er i s othe rt-1ise , has been passed as per 

Rul e s and the Gove rnment oreers in this r egard . 

5. I h ave he ard the l e arned counsel for the 
• 

p artie s at l ength and perused th ZJ p l ead ing s on r £Cora. 

at the 
6 • . It may be statedt outse t that the l earned counsel 

for the app l icant h as not brought to my not ice any r ule o r 

Governllen t or d ~r or instruct ions to shov1 that a '-'. I. A. s . 
I?. 

o ffic e r cannot be trans f e rred a t the f ag end or his s e rvic e 

£or his attai.11 ing the agA of supe rannuation \J i th in four 

months f r om the date of transfe r . 

The l earned counse l f or the applicant has, 

hO\veve r, r a i sed pertinent i ssues by stating t hat the iril>ugne d .. 

order has been pass e d in cont r av ent ion o f Rul e 9 of t hn 

Rul es of 195 4 and a l so t.11at the app l icant haS been 

tra"1sferrca a gainst a non- exi st ing post, t·!1 ich i s also 

in ~1iolat ion of t he Rule s . 

a. I t is not in a i sput e that tho app l icant has been 

transfe rre d to a non-cadre post. Th 11 r csponaBI'lt has also 

not den i ed th~ all ogation o f t h<= a_~l icant t hat an~l 

a ec l arut ion under Rul e 9 ( 1) o f t he Rul e s of 19 5 4 v1as m2rl e 

in r aspi::ct of t he transf er of the applicant t o a non- cadre 

post as contemp l at ed under the afornsaid Rul es . This 

Tribunal vid'3 order oat~ 15. s. 200 1 h as all O\·led timo 
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to tho l earnr.rl coun s<"'l -For th9 r ospondPnts to gnthnr 

further information r egarding the p ost position, status 

and crr-:iiation of the p ost to 't·h ~.ch thi:: app l icant has been 

t ransferred as per the impugned ordnr . In r esponse to 

this direction , a c 0py o f tr~ ordGr dated 20 . 5. 2001 

h as bj'!)en p1a""Ced £or perusal. 

9 . Th"" l •"arn "'d couns Bl f or th~ aop l :fc ant i n 

s upport o f his contPn t ion t h<:.t thn r r-iST:>ondm t has ics ucd 

i moucn-:a ordr::lr in contrav P.l'ltion o f Rul e 9 ( 1) of thn Rul es 
reliance on 

o f 1954, has nl-c'"'d La Five Judges de=ision in the c ase of -
E . P . Royappa Vs . State of Tamilliadu ( AIR 19 74· SC 555) . 

The question b<'for o the apex court \·1as o f the s inilar 

nature. It is for th~ sake of convan i snce tha t the 

r e l evant part o -F th.J dee is ion is oxtractr.?d as under :-

118 2. Tho p tJti t ion0..r is , ho•uevnr, on f irrae r 
g round vhen h e bases h i s c hallenge under R. 9 , 
sub-r. ( 1) of thr- Indian Administrativ e S'Jrvico 
( P ay) Rul es 195'1 . Rul e 9 ,dn so f ar as mat eria l 
p rovides as fOl lo \·;s : 

(i) ~!o !!1Ji:1rer of the Se rvics shall be c::>oointPd 
I 

to a nost oth-:;r the..."1 a poet so~ ifirxf in Schooule 
- I I I I , unle ss t he stat•"' Governmn:nt concerno.d in 

r~soe:: t of oosts unJ~r i ts cont.rel, o r tho 
Central Gov-,....rnmmt in r~sna:: t o f oosts under 1 
its cont rol, a :J tho c cis,.. mav b,.,, mal{P a drc l arat-
ion that tho said post i s cquiva l '"!n t tn status I 
and r~snonsibility to a p ost sp~cif ied in tho 
said Sch<::du l e . 

( 2) 'The nav o f a mcmb0r of th"" Servic<'.' on appo int. 1 

ment to a p ost othe r than a p ost spec i f i Ad in 
Schoo u l o I I I shall bP thr s am'J ?S hf' ,.;ould hav e 
been ~ntitlee to, had 11~ been anno int~ in tr'"' 
po st to \·1:1ich t hCJ said n ost i s d"X:larcd equiva len· 

( 3) xx.x 

( 4) 11ot·withstc:h'1d ing anyth ing contail cd in this 
rul e , th-=- State Gov ernment concernPd in r r:spa:: t ~1 
o f an'' Dosts under i ts c ontrol, or th .... CPntr~ 1 ' 
Govt. # in r osprc t of any nostc under its cont r ol , 1 

mav for suffic i cnt r~nsons t o be r x ordrx::I in 
\1rlting , ·wh~rc 01uat ion i s not p11ssibl ::- , appoi.11t 
o.."'lv mcin'J~r of t-.h-· service to any such no s t \Yi th­
out making a ancl~at ion that thu said nost is 
equiva l en t in !Jtatus and r 11S")ons ibility t o u p ost 
sp :..c if i 'Sd i.1 Schr:d ul e III. 11 

'rhi s rule is intended to p rovide a saf ~guard for 
t he prot'"'X: t ion of a m -mb ..... r of t~'~ Ind inn Adm int­
s c r at ive Scrvicr-. Su""-r. ( 1) Anacts that no 
mcmbor of th ... Ind ia.I"l Admi.n i s trat ive s~rvico 1 
shall bo a::ino intr>d to a post oth~r t he'.\n a nost 1 . -
s1J~cifi ... d in SC'h · dulo llI, or in o th"'r "~ras , to 
a non- cuar':: n ost unl ~s ".:h0 Gov·cr11ment mn:i:~s a 

U~ 
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docl aration that s\l.Ch non- c adr e p o s t i s 11q auiva lrnt 
in stat us and r nspons i bil i ty 11 to a o ost spec ifi<"d 
in t he said SC hodul o , i . o. to a c adr e p o s t . I f • 

t he .stat e Government ·wants to appo int a mrmoc r o f th~ 
Ind t an J\dn11n i ::::tr t iv-:: Snrvice to a non- c ad.re n o s t 
c r eat•3d by i t , it c annot 6o so unl ess i t moke-G a 
dec l aration sett ino- out '\kl ich i s th, .. caar~ pent is 
"3qut ,rel •-:nt in st.:,tus ancJ rr.:isoons i b l i 'bJ . Th~ rrv1J· ing 
o f such a drc l aration i s a ~ i.n(ll qua non o f th1J 
c;:orc i s-:> of 00, .. 1".?r unde"r sub- r . ( 1). It i n not an 
i dl e formol i tt.r ~·1hich c an bo d i soensed ~1i th 2t th,.. 
svJe-t,·1 i l1 of- tn Govornm.:nt . I t has a pumor-r-
bebird i t and t.h-t i :: to -:n:::;u?:"~ that a mt~bcr o f th1• . 
Ina i al"l Adm in istrat iv,.. 3""r'\ric'"' i s not nush"!Cl of.f= t o 
a non- cadrn po~+- ·hi.ch i s inf Pr ior in stat un and 
r'3::;ponc- i bil i t)r to that occ\.1."") i~ b~r h i m. s o far as 
c2dr P nont ar'" cone 0rnod, th ir hi<'r a rc h \·.oul d be 
kno\n , rut a non- c ad r e nost crr;at'"'rl bv th(" Govt. 
'lOJ l (i he stran g""'r in tho h &er a rchy a'1d tiio"- i s ,..t.1y 
sub-r ( 1) rC"1'1 i r <"'s th:'.'t b""'fo:i:"' appoint i ng a M"'mbnr 
o= t.h In CI i en Adi .in i strati·1e scri1 ic(" to such non-
e aclrc oost, th""'" GovPrnmcn t must drcl are \•;}~ ic h 1:::; 
th cad r l'"I to \·1h1.ch such non- c ad r e r-ost is c-rui va l r-n t 
in stnt us and r""'soo nsil:> i l i tv so that the mnmbnr of 
th~ I nd i an Admin 'ti::t r ativa s;.rv ice 1-.ho i s woointC""d 
to such h on- cadr"' T)Ost, \·lOUl d knoi; .1 ,.,hut is· th("I 
s t atus and r osponsiblity of his post in t~rms o f 
c adr P noots anc] \·1hotht:tr hn i s p l aci:'td in a supr-ir i o r 
o r P1unl post or h0 is brought ao·.-.n to an in::cr ior 
T)Ost . I f i t is th~ l c.ttnr , h ·"" ,.,Qul d bt' 0 nt i t l nc1 t o 
protect his ri9hts by p l -:.aaing vi0lation o f Art. 3 11 
o r .~rts. 14 & 16 of ti-: Constitution. •.·.hic11~er may 
be app l ic at 10. '..::'hnt \JOUl d provid·3 h itn ~f fx-c i\."C 

' 

i nsul ation a<:_::e in $t unjust o r Uil""'"'!Ual o r unl a, .. 1ful L . 

t r eatment at th ,, hand:; 0 £ tl10 Go..,,errun-n t . Th-:: obj :cto 
o f t!!is pro\ri~ion c l earl y is to onsur ~ that thr- · 
pgbl ic ser vicf"S ar-=i , in - th;; disrchar g<:' of th .::ir duties 
not C}posr-<i to th~ d ::moral i sing and deprav ing effxts 
oi o:::r sonal or political r enotism o.= ,,ictim i sa-cton 
o r th- ·vaCTari~s of th"' pol it i cal machino. 'l'h~ a t~r-
m Ll'la t ion o :: erruavi l .-.ncte is, th:!r -:?-for~, made a c ond t t i o 
- n proc('ldent 1:>cforG a m•:-mbei: of the Ind i an AdMin ist­
t a tive S·"'rvice c an br:: appo in"'=sd to a non- c adr r> post 
under sub- r ( 1). r t i s mandator y r equircm'":Xlt \·ihich 
n1u s t be obcye:ad . Tho Govcrnm'l1 t r.:u st app l y i ts mind 
t o the nc:itu.r f"! and r~sponDiblit ies o f th·"' d:rmction s 
and autir:s a t tach'"'d t o th('! non- cadr e p o st ana dotor-
m ine tho A'1U i'ral-ncP. Th9r C th-- r)av at t ac hr-d to the 
n on- c ildr o ~post i s not mat erial . As p oint'Jdout bjr 
thi:- Governmr.nt o f Indian in ? decisi on g i ven bv i t 
in MI-!A l ette?r n o . 3 2/52/56-Ais ( I I) aat aj 10th J u l y , 
19 5 6 t h "' basic c r i t'"'r ion f o r the a e t errn in at i on of 
e111f.v0lrnce i s 11 tho notur 0 a."1d r ::::spons i bi l i t- ~s of 
aut i ' S attc-c h""d t o th~ T'.>Ost and no t t h '"' oa\- att ;--chr d ' 
to th~ oost. 11 One a th"' Sff"C l arat ion of eiul v ?l"T.C('l i.,. 
madt? on a p r opnr apn l icat ion o f t:' ind to the natur~ 
and r nspon: i b ilit ins O{ th~ funct ions and d uti.c..s 
attacl1ca to th .... non- cadr 0 o ost s hall b'"' t h·: snmc as 
h~ '\-ou1a h-:.vr br>.,n rnt i t l --:a t o , h ad h =-' ])'":m a.._"'.lpointod 
in tJ1'"" cc:>dr " post to \ol~ic h such non- c adr ,, p o ::; t i s 
d~laroo e"TU i vuJ.r--nt. He i s t hus a s s ured t!1 pa~z" of 
th-: e1ui val Pnt cad r e p O$t and his p a·y i s o rotect cd . ' 
1·1o t:J t h i s dPC l ;"\r nt i on o f ".!qui v a l snce, thou a h itnp~ra-
t i,1e i ~ n o:.. c onc lusivf' in th"' s ens e t ha t i t can n -v e r 
b9 '1Utstion r d . I t v~uld be cpen t o a mcmb~r o f t hu I 
Ind i an J\dmin istrat ive s("lrvi c e to c ontend, not\-J ii;hstand~ 
• 
lng th· d~lar~t ion of ~q_uivnlt=mc P_ 

t hat t h.J no n- cad r e 
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p ost to t..h i c h he i s appointed is in truth and 
r P-ality inf~rior in status ana r ";)sponsib ility to 
that occ unir"'d b v him and hi ::; appointrnPnt t o such 
non- cadr o post i :::: in violation of Art. 311 or Arts. 
1 4 & 16. 'Ihn b.lrdm of ostabl i shin g t h is '\·JOUld 
und oubtN:l l y be v ery l'ieavy and· th") c ourt t·x:>uld be 
s lo t·1 to intorfe r 0 with thC" dec l a ration of e-::rui va­
lznco mGdo by the Govt. Th(1 Government i;·.ou ld 
ordinarily be th 1 best judge to evaluate and 

corrpare the n ature and r Aspons i bil i t 1:1s o f th~ 
functions and duties attach:a to different p o sts 
\·1ith a v i e t·1 to determ ining i;·(heth0r or not they are 
eguivalent in status and r Psponsi,.-;ility and ·whP.n 
th(? Govt. h as da::lo.r ed &}Ui valancci aftf'r pr0por 
application o f mind to th~ rel~ant factors , the 
c ourt \rJOul d bs mo s t r e luctant to v enture i n to 
the tmcha rtea ana un fam iliar fie ld o f administratio 
and oxam1no tho correctnes s of thP dcclarat ion of 
equi val enc e m~e by th~ Governmcnto But \·.hare 1. t 
appears to t11e Court that the aoc l ar ation of 
equivalence i s mad e t:ithout apnlication of mind to 
t h e n ature and r esponsibilit i r-s o f th ~ functions 
and duties attach~d t6 the non- c adr e o o st or 
e xtran -:ous or i rrel evant factors a r o takari into 
account in determinin g t he equival~c e or tho 
nature and r C"sponsibi l i "t i ,...s o f th,.. fmic t ions and 
dut i 0s of t he t\..O posts a r f' so d i s similar that no 
r,...asonabl c mnn c an possib ly say that t h ey a r e 
erruivalent i n status and r asponsiblity or the 
declaration of th~ &IUiva l cnc e i s mala- fide or in 
c olourabl r-- AY0rc i s<=> o f not·1~r or i t i s a cloak for 
a i so l acin0 a mnnbPr of th n Indian Administrative 
service f r om a cadre p o st: ·which h e i s cx:cunying 
th<"' c ourt can and c e rtainly \·X)uJ.d set at- n aught 
th ' d,:::claration of equi valence and affOrd protr-ction 
t o the c ivil servant. The d~ laration of equivalen- , 
c e must howAver al ways be th~re i f a m~b'=t' of th ~ 
Indian l\dminis trat ive servi ce i s t o be apoointed t o 
a non- c 'ad e r ("> p ost. Th~ only eJ«:eption to- t h i s rule 

is to b e found in sub-r . ( 4) and that aDo l i e s 
v.he r e the n on- cad r e post is such that i t i s not 
poss i b l e to equate it ·with any cadre p o st . \m11re 
th ':' Government £ inds that the equ.at ion i s not 
p o ss i b l e , i t can appo int a member of thr.i Ind ian 
Admini s trat ive Se rvice to a non- cadre p o st but 
only for suff ici (.nt r easons to bf\ r a::orded in 
\·1riting . This again shov1s that the Government i s 
requir~d t o appl y i t s mind and make an o b j ect ive 
assessmPnt on th~ basis of r e l evant factors for 
det e rmining whether the non- cadr e p o s t to i;·hich a 
member o f th '1 Ind ian Administrative SP.rvice i s 
sough "- to bo anoointad can be equat~ t o a cadre 
p ost , and if s o , t o what c adr e p ost it can be so 
equated. Thi s is thA p l a in r cqui remrnt o f R. 9 s ub-r. 
( 1) and t h i3 quest ion is vl11ether the appointment ' 
o f the pet itioner t o the non- cadre p osts of Deputy I 
Ch airman , State Plann ing Commission and of-F ice r 
on Spoc ial Duty ,.,as in compliance with t h is 
requi r ement." 

In the present <fase, I f ind that the State Govt. 

has not made any de:: l aration setting-out which i s the cadre 

post ( thP post of o . s . D., 1'1oid a) is equivalent in status 

and responsi b ility. The Government is r e:;ruired 

~VJ 
to app l y 
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1 ts mind to th'? nature and r esr)ons1bility of the functions 

and duties attachPd to the non- cadro post and also to 

dat~rmine the e'JUivalenca. The pay attached to 'th '1 non-c ad re 

post is not material be: aus~ Rule 9 ( 2) of thf' Rul es 19 54 
·. 

protects th~ pay of an I . A.s. Of fcer attached to a c adr e 

post . It 'l.·Duld be 0pcn to a m~bcr of th"' Indian AdmLiistrati,1e 

Ser·vico to contend , not~·1ithstanding th0 declarat ion of 

e111ivalencc thc:t tho non-cadr-3 post to \·1hich he i s appointed 

is in truth and rf'ality inf~ior in status and r esponsibility 

to that occUp ied by him and his appointment to such non-cadre 

oost is in viol ation o f Article 311 or Articl~s 14 & 16 of 

the Constitution of Indi a . 
• 

As stat~d al:ove, a coov of the order dated 20 .5. 2001 -
: i!1icr1 is purported to hu,1e been issu.tXI under r ul e 9 ( 1) of th" 

indicates it 
Rules 19 54 subse'1U :nt to tre i ripugned order xxL \·1as not i ssued 

befor P trans=~rr in9 the a;'"'P 1 i c ant to ~:>li-cadr~ post. It is 
a 

thus,iclear a ase • i.n ,.!: ich the impugn 3d order hes rnen oassg(i 

in contravention of Rul e 9 ( 1) Of t hP Rul 9s of 1954. 

12. As r egards de:larat ion datC'd 20 . 5. 200 1, the sam" 

h35 not bee.Tl c hallenged b~fort" this Tribunal . ThArefore, its 

l egal 1ty is not an issu"'.) in this case, henc e no oP in ion is 

beL11g e:i<pr essed r eaarding its validity in th3 present case. 

But th'=! factst remains that sincn no such declaration \·las made 

as cont~ l o.ted under !'lule 9 ( 1) of th: Rules of 19 54, \·hich 

h as been dec l ared by th~ apex court as mandatory rrviuir("mt""!I1t 

bf'for c transfe rring a I. A. s . Officer to ex--cadre post -. obvJ.ously" l 

the impugned order \-ra.5 passed in contraval'l tion of thP ')xtn.1t 

rule and in arbitrar1 mal'lner, h::nce the sam ~ is liablo to 

b3 quashed . 

13. Th0 l .'""arned counsel for the r espondS'lts has contendoo 

but not pl~aderl in the Counte r affidavit th~t ths appl icant 

has bnen transferr'"Xl on th"" basis of somo 

~ 
complaints against 

J 
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the app l icant. It i c not bo 
.., rne-out from the record that thA 

aripl icant lvas transf""rr~d on . .... .... ...., account of co~ l a in t s against him. 
employee 

~ an Z · ·. for 
Besides the trans er cannot be 

mis- usea to punish 

his all aged mis-conduct. In such caseis , i t ,.,as for the 

r ..... spondent to initiate a prop~r disciplinary proce~inC'fs 

agaist such person. 

I t i s not tho f]U<:lstion of d ignity of any particul~r 

officer, but a~ obsnrvr-d by th 3 anftix court in th'"' cas~ of 

E.P. Royc::pna (supra) that Rulo 9 is 1ntnnd 0 d t o pro~;ido a safo­

guard for prote::t ion of a mmbor of I . A. s . Tn oth~r '\-Ords 

it i s the• n r est i ge o f t he service ( IAS) , which i s protected 

unae r rul e 9 and by s h ifting a senior IAS o fficr:or in this 
, 

mann'tr cl·?.arly r cf l a:::ts that th · same h a s been passed in 

arbitrary manner , without applicat ion of mind anc1 confirmity 

of th.., rul Ps . 

For th.z reasons statoo ::U:>ove, th i='I imr.>ugned transfAr 

o rder dat~ 1 . 4. 2001 i s ,uashcd. Since tho app lic ant h ns br.en 

transfc-rred on th'"" bas i s o f the ill ~cral order, th"' r spcnar-nts 

are direct-.a to r 0 1nstatn th ,., app l icant on th~ post on v.ihich 

h o \·JaS holding b~for~ tl""I (' i mnUC"Tl'3d order t·!aS nassea . Thg 

o. A. stand s allo•:.?d as aoov~ with no ord er as to costs. 
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