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Original Ap~licatien Ne.1@73 of 2@04. 

Dif}ika Trif)athi 
W/e Dr. s.c. Tripathi 
Rje Ty,e-IV/2, E.s.I. Hospital 
Kidwai Nag~r, 
District Kanpur', 

••• ••••• Applicant. 

(By Advocate : Sri Satish .Mandhyan) 

Versus. 

1. Unien 0f India, 
t.hr euqh H .R.D • 
Shq;stri Bhawan , 
New Delhi. 

2. Kendriya Vidyalaya Sangathan, 
18, Institutienal Area, 
Shaheedjit Singh llilarg, 
New Delhi through its Chairman 

3. Education Officer, 
18, Instituti~nal Area, 
Shaheedjit Sin!h A~rg, 
New Delhi. 

4. Princip;al, 
Kenai-1:iya Vidyalaya, 
1.1.t, Kanpur. 

• ••••• Bes ponde nts • 

_0 _R_p _E_R_ 

Heard Sri S .Mandhyan learned counsel f~r the 

apptlicant and Sri D .p. Singh learned ceunss 1 fer the 

respondents. at length. 

2. The applicant Dipika Tripathi was w0rking in 

Ke ndz Ly a Vidyalaya I.I.T. Kanpur. learned counsel for 

the applicant has submitted that the a~plicant centinued 

to work at Kanpur from 1982 te 2m@3. It has also been 

sui:>mitted that her hush and is Doct6r in E.S. I. P..espi tal 

Kanpur. She was transferred from K~nd~iya Viay.alaya r.1.r. 
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Kanpur to Kendriya Vidyalaya New Gantt n El,5 . .,tt+,::1-003. 

Again she requested fer her transfer te Kendra Viayalaya 

Kanpur ana the Cempe.tent Authority acceded her request and 

tre1nsferretl her f re rn Al Lahaaad t.e Kanpur on e4~66;_.,,2©®4. 

3.4!: Acccrding t0 the new transfer Guidelines which 

came intG effect £.rem @7.©7.2€~, the com,etent authority 

has decided that all displaced.. teachers sbeu Id he brought 

back and attached with previous Kendriya Vidyalaya. 

Acc0rdin~ly Smt. H.L. Tiw~ri whe was displaced frmm 

Kanpur to Allahabad on earlier ecc as ten, wit was decided 

to lorin~ her back t<::> Kanpur which ·is c !ear from Annexure A-1@. 

Her posting at Kan~ur resulted in surplus staff of Yoga 

Teacher in Kanpur and consequently the •J!t}!tlic~nt was 

transferred from Kendriya Vidyalaya, Kan,ur te Kendriya 
1,/'(;V) 

Vidyalaya, Bh~pal. She~ transferred on 31. a.2@e4 from 

Kendriya Vidyalaya K«1npur to Kendriy• Vidyalaya, ·..., 

Bhepal and subsequerrt Iy on ®6..@9.~2@@'4 sbs stoea relieved. 

4.. The grievance tf the applicant is that she being 

lady teacher, her pasting sh@ul~ have been made at 

some scheel which is not beyond 5 © Km as provided in 

the tr.nsf er guise lines vide lf)ara 7. 

5. The learned counsel for the applicant has very 

emphatically argued that this transfer or~er sh0uld be 

stayed which is being;i epposed with equal vehemank 

»y the learned c sunse l for the respondents. 

6~ After hearing 190th the c eunss l at length, I find 

that the ends of justice will ae better served if the 
lil!>erty is given to the applicant te file a re pre se rrta t Len 

within e2 days and the Cempetent Authority are airected 

to deci0.e the representation Jey a r-e a sene d ans. speaking 

Ci>rcler within stipulated perioe. 
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7. In view Gf the facts mentioned aiMtve, I disFose of 

the present -0.A. finally with a directi0n to the 

Cemp,etent Autherity te c(j)nsider anal decide the 

representation f the applicant with a reas0ned and 

speaking or~er te De passed and communicated tG the 

applicant within a period ef 15 days~frem the date ef recei}'1 
Gf c@}Ely ef the (!)rder,. 

No cests. 

8. Copy of the erder be given te c eunse l for the parties~ 

~~ 
t.~mber-A;. 

Nianish/- 


