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R.P. Joshi ••• APPLICANT • 

vs. 

Union of India & Ors. • • • RESPONDENTS. 

Mr. J.K. Kaushik, Counsel Fer the Applicant. 

Mr. s.s Rathura, Counsel for the Respondents • 

• • • 

--::Ho·o'bla Mr. N.K. Verma, Administrative Member. 
I·· ··:\ 

SY THE llOUR'f. : 

I
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.. , 

2. r::it::~ :::· .:::::i: :::i::· a:::~.:a:::ra. 
orders. 6;·' his transfer oil· the ground that the transfer 

order wbs issued to him ~thout taking into considers-

tion a review proposed to be made in this matter by 

the Ch~af Engineer Sou~ern Command. Learned Counsel 

far the respondents has brought ~o my notice that the 

'revi.ewj~as been carried out and the applicant ~o~as ask.ed 

to mov out of Jodhpur as per Review. 

3. lTransfars are such matters in which ordinarily 

the Tr bunal cann~t interfere with as per catena of 
I . 

the ju gements given by the Hon•ble Supreme Court. 

in the series of ~ders is with reference to 

ry Bench of the Tribunal in the case of Union 

of India vs. G.O. Singh reported at 1995 (30) ATC 629 
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I ,, 
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decided ii February, 1994. Head note reads-Transfer 

made by ij~mpetent Authority for administrative reasons­

Held, not subject to Judicial Review- where tha allega-

tions thai transfer to another Depot was malafide, was 

JllBda wi thrut specifying the of ficars. to whom that allega­

tion was rttributed and further allegation that the 

transfer ~as been made on account of the tr,nsfare~'s 

~omplain, about the working of the Depot was rejected 

by the T~ibunal, such order of transfer, should not 

have bee quashed as being the result of trade union 

activiti s of the transferee. ~ven otherwise, on facts 

the TribJnal' s view that the transfer was made in colour­

a~le ~xelcise of power, held not justified~ ln this 

_,pa,se- nf:?}J_Qer mala fide was alleged against any officer 

// n·ar was in~\\ground tal<an that the transfer order was 

,. -

in violation ·of any rules or instructions in the matter. 

Needless to.~aiterate the Hon'ble Supre~e Court's dictum 
. ' ~­' , ~, ·/ ' ! . ~ 

_ in the c se.'Shilpi Bose vs. State of Bihar (1991) 17 

~ATC 935~~.-~ourts should not interfere with the transfer 

orders jhich are made in public interests and for 

adminisJrative reasons unless.the transfer orders are 
I 

\ . 

made in violation of any mandatory statutory rul~ or 

on the ground o'f mala fide. If Governauint s~rvant 

holding transferable post has no vested right to remain 

posted jt one ,place or the other, he is liable to be 

posted from one place to the other. Transfer order 

issued ~1 the competent authority do nat violate his 

legal r~ghts evan if a transfer ~der is passed in 

vialatibn of executive instructions or orders the Courts 

ordinarily should not interfere with the ordar.tt 
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4. Vie~:.~ad against the above judgments of the 

I . . 
case ha.s~been made out Hon'bla Supreme Court, no 

in the pre~ent o.A. and, therefore, the same is dis-

missed in limine, at the stage of admission. No order 
··, 

as to cos tis. 

5. Th~ interim 

stands· vadated. 

order issued on 5.7.1995, therefore 

tJ_\-~. 
( N.K. VERM~ ) 
Member (A) 

) 



Part II and I!I destroyed 
in my presence on "Y/t j'/di'O/ 
under th-:: s~:-·-er•,i.onon of 
secticn c.:.cor . j -a3 per 

order o: .. ,\,~ 4-/1/ ~·· 
~~ 

Section off"cer (Record) 
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