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IN THE CENTRAL IDM!NISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
AHrEDA[3A1) 3ECH 

O.A. No. 	477 OF 	 MX 
T>AXNI. 

DATE OF DECISION _J7J2I__- 

Petitioner 

.tttii nr-in-Hrson 

Respondent 
hrndaad. 

Advocate for the Responueiit(s) 

) 

The Hcn'b!e Mr. 	Ii. ir-ich, 	 i.cn 	. 	r. 

4 
The Hon'ble Mr. .. .. 	t:na 1ri.9lnar1, 	uciicial I ITh. r. 

1, 	Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the Judgenient? 	"-- 

To be referred to the Reporter or not? 

Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy of the Judgement? 

Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal? 
Mir cAT!6-3 I 	 5,OO 



-2- 

Yusuf 7, bcu1 ottar ?..onq: r 
21oc'im Df~ 4 ce 	5i5tant, 
C,'o 2JOCCrn LitricL Lfl7j0 -or, 

ITL1J - 370 001. 

(cti iner-. in-s rrssn) 

1 rs as. 

-i1t Onora1 idnagr Lelocorri, 
LOjLra 2 ieCommUflsCooi:In Ciroli, 

- 320 COO. 

(dvDcat-::3ir... oava1) 

iOant. 

flOnt'. 

17'? -r iC° CLL2h 
ar-: 27-3-1921. 

:ifl ' iE-: Lr. i 	11:L, 	iLir11)t 	tiz  

iLc_fljna \7hich oun 1 r. 	.. 	jkari SclCi 

.n 7.3.1991 he .sculd filo is th 	coistry has not %en 

- hod. iir. •3ukori had s. actht djc urnrront on 7.3.91 

to oils J1:LotIn. 1otioo oat .d 2-tb -orch, 1991 

i U.Tn 	o1icsnt 	uou1 . 0ong::r -Jr 

orvod. Anolicont also not 'ro:nt. 	onc 7rcnt 

5::r OhT r 5 n9:nts 

2. 	2his Ori9isoi Asiioati:n SoS 1hi d by tbc 

ao 1 i 	Os - rav for rol iof of ohs tranoor from 

5hij 0) Gsdhra 'r nsn.ror Codhra to plocos E3aroda, 

iThdiad or nand. In oara-3 Of the opol icaticn thc 

odor uncor chal tongs is datec 21. . 1986 passsc oy 

I 1sc:rn itrict bnqin r Godhrs oivi: ion, Csdh::a. 

	

'W 	1 
.iEoo1icatJnti1sc on 9.10. 

obvi soly arre(f by timo in i os f orovis ionundr 

soc Olin 21 of the: tdminjstrcs- i 	Iriounols Act, 1975. 

-105. -ozor, desoi0e this obvi:. us os ition tb. asi is ant 

2 is L, 2: c is ration that he has :: ii od Oh oi)i. tOO-

ti n atbhus Oh:: liroiOati::n sr:ocri2:d undor oc-:t:i--:n 21 



of the Act. 

Apart from the aiTeve, the grounds canvassed 

for relief are that the aoelioant was under suseension 

and when the order of suspension was revoked he Was 

transferred to the. jurisdiction of Lirector, Telecom, 

Rajkct under whom his services were Diaced. The 

applicant came to be acquitted in the case the C.3.I. 

had registered against him. After his such acquittal 

h has Lean making e.rorto for his trans ,  er from his 

present plaCe of ooSting at 3huj on greunds of 

compass icnate S:arnily circumstances. o4—t. 	1 ant. 

while the adminis-tratjcn is free to consider 

such request, it is n(-,t ior Tri onel to issue any 

direction to respondents that he should be transferred 

in accoroc.nca with his request or representation. 

In view of the sLove the aeolicaticn has no 

merits for consideration. Th(-. same is rejected with 

4 	no order as to costs. 

I f 
I 

(.3enthana Krishnan) 
Judic ial Member 

ttc. 

k i. L1 

(M.M. Lingh) 
drnn. Member 
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