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Etawah to Kenpure The applicant by means oi this UA has challenged

the validity of the impugned tranéfer- Order.

o
m}\,%«j@e

25 The case of the appll» a&u ig .,hm. he, bea.ng a achedJle Caste>
,cannot be transferred ﬂwqamay bec:ause his trqnsfer has not been

made in the light of the prw:..sz.ons ...f gu.l.del:s.nes conta:. ed :Ln ﬂ'le =

Rallway Board Ca. ~cular dated 14-1-197 5 which inter"all‘a pl‘»O\/idEav tha*‘

employaes belonging to Sch Lciﬂe Lasun and’ ‘:cheduJ_&d Tr:x.bea should

be transferred ue*y rarely afte# very s’crorxn reason unl/.

=

5 I have heard counsel for the parties aﬁd peruseo .i"he‘rec’dfd

canefully,

b Learned ccunsel for the resg,muenvs hds con* m:ed ‘on ‘,h
~ basis of pleadlngs that the transfer Df the appl.}.cant"h.a‘s bean mada -

in publlc interest on adman.Straulve grcunds 2

beeﬂ transferred. frm Etal'd’] 5e Kanpur and, ther:,;_”' 5 'thé': guidélin_es.

menthned in bhe aforesal.d c:.,.c.jlar are. nat v:.olated by the

-

respmdents and, therefare, the +r sf‘er araer is valz.o. Learn_d

: cmnsel for: t‘.he appla.cant_gn the sther: ﬁand has ed that the 2

',_sp ecial pI‘OUlSJ."‘n for SQ' :;T employees cum,alned in Lhe aforesald

c:.rculaL are nandatory in nawre as- has been -held by' Y'Vthg Eh,vis:.m

Page 313, -‘The res,_qon_ents in the:l.r sh ort cmnter af‘f‘J.daVJ.t haue :

o

R

- not stated th a’c‘. u,hz.l e trans f ez'.‘rigg‘;_t}j.'.h_.e épplj. c,apt_',' Ehe

3 m%gpg:?l;g;yﬁ in r;a,iuire' ; follow the pr wvisions




» n‘tz_gi.‘r’?adz;;t}he:_:gln,; Howev er, 1 find j’c.hét; thex ‘

orwnd in their shorg canter afﬁ.:‘wv:.u fu; aat

samé. Hewever, f‘m—-ﬁ&pmef quashmg t:he transf_ f Drder




