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Ot:>en Court 

ALLAl !ABAD -
Allahabad : u at e d t h is 2 6th day of A~ril, 2001 

Original App l ication ~~ . 330 of 1 999 . 

COR.l\t1:-

Juned Ahmad Son o f Late F . J . .::> iddiqui~ 

Ti c ket r:o 1 1 .-.. ctor !~orthern l?ai l \•1ay , 

Allahahad 'Jivis ion at Allahab ad Rail\1ay 

Stati on . 

(Sri A. K . Srivastava , A . H.) 

• • • • • • A-::>Dlicant 

Versus 

1 . TJnio11 of India , through the 

Sen e ral ~na 1er , -~rth0rn Railway , 

1·-c:>rthern Rail·1:1ay , Al l ahaha d ""ivision, 

Allahahaa . 

3 . The 3enior Divisiona l Com:nercial . tanage r , 

' ~t')rthcrn Railvray , Allah aba d T)ivision , 

Allah ab ad o 

4 . :Ji visi0nal Rai l r'lanager (Personnel) , !Jorther n 

Rai l·way , Allal1abad L ivision ., Allahabad . 

<Sri Prashant 1athur , Aa vocate) 

• • • • • . Respondents 
\ 

o R n E R (O r a l } ----------
By Hon ' bl ~ r~ S T<I J.~agvi, J . !.:.. 

'11he apnlicant has come un seeking r elief to 

the effect t11at the impuaned order of tra'1sfer be 

quasl1ed anc.1 thA resoondents be directed to re- transfer 

\ 

-

• 

' 

the applicant f.rorn Luc~cno\11 Divi.sion to Alla~abad · ii,1ision~ 

2 o , .... s 9er ar.>r>licant ' s case , tt1~i l e he \.as no st eu in 

Allahabaa 0 ivision ,. he \·ldS susoended on vigilance 
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complaint but tl1is s J.Spen sion order \'7as rev oked on 

1 8 - 3- 1 999 fo llot·1ed by t r ansfer order dated 1 9 - 3- 1 999 . 

I 1he a .:."'.>pl icant ha t. lmougned tl1iz transfer o rder mainl v 

on t l1e ground tl')at it is punitive in nature tho11gh 

giv e n sha9e o f simp licitor tr.ansfer order and . therefore . 

i t deserves to be quashed . i"hc respondents have 

contested the case , filed the counter repl y t·1ith the 

ment i on that it is an o rder u n de r exigQnc ies of service 

but at the same time has accepte d the involvement of 

Vigil ance Department . 

3 . He a r d l earned <Dunsel f or the par ties and perused 

the record . 

4 . I.iearned counsel ror tl1e apol icant .. 1ent; one that 

the a )plicant 11us been tra:"lsferrea fron one _Ji vision 

(Allai1abcid ,.;ivision) to a:-iother .Jivision (Luck.no'\·1 

Division) under orde:r.s of ... R.·1 (P) Allahabad v1ho has no 

legal authority to t rans i er an offjcial ~ro~ his 

. i v J sion to other Div i sion . 

5 . Sri Prashant . lathur ., connse l i or the e esponde nts 
p Lc:rlv ;:· 

t·1hile making submissions in r e)l y ~tlt me t h rough· the 

Raill·;ay }oard Circ11lar c atea 2- 10- 1 )98 t "1r>ugh ,,hich 
• • 

the policy regar<1ing t raasfer ! as })een c Jnveyec1 

with the nention t~at staff in ~ass c~ntac~ a~eas 

cctected to be jndulging in ma l practic es shoulf aJso 

be crans:C rrec on i nccr- d iv.:l::i0nal 0asis . ':""his circ•11.ar 

may j _usti fy the i mDugnGd order on th.e side of trans-fer. 

on :he ground o f malpractices but does not confer 

pD\ler on DR "I to tr an sf e r personnel and employees f rom 

one r1iv i sion t::> tl1e otl1er Div.ision . 

6 . 1-"'or the above I f ind . the irn )Ugned order has not 

been iss·lca by the avt:hority\·1m \·Tas co..,~)eten~ to issue 
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• the same ann , t~1ercfore , quash accordingly , 1-io,·!ever , 

t h e ro"7\1)eten'.: n 1 1th0rit:i' i s riot precluded to pa3s fre sh 

There ohall 
orner . 

l::>e no order as to costs • 
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