
IN THE CENTF.J:> L ADH II·: IS'l'R~'I' lVE: TR IB W·:JA L 

JCDH.Pt.R BEtCH ,JCDHPtR 

Date of order : 10.07.1997 

O.A .1:40,. 210/97 

GULA.B CBhl'D ;v.EEi:.JA, S/0 SI-R I B.L.HEEi~,~;CR,KING AS 

SO UND.liE'. DY .CHIEF Ern INEE.R (C) , NCl"-.ThERi'J R.i\IIJ.•;Ay, 

BI.l::::A.NER,R./0 Q,.J:W.164-D, NE\"' RAI11·t~YCOL0l\IY, BI.Ki'-\NE.R .• 

••• Applicant 

Vs. 

1 • U~HON OF HDIA 'l' ffi OWH Gf;NEF~AL jYIAi'i.;.GEH I NCB..THERN 

RAIU·.AY, BAR O.:JA HOUSE, I-£'i.'! DEUII. 

2. F'INANC IAL ADVISCR AW CHIEF ACCOU:t:U',.:; OFFICER, 

'NCRTHERN Rh.Ifr:AY, Rl\R Q)A HOUSE, NE\'; DEL!-ii. 

3 • DY .c HIE.P E KG INEER (C) , N.CR.':L' r-ER N RA ru.:AY, BI MNER • 

4. DIVISIONAL ACC.OUNI'S GrF leER, I··~~THEP.N RAILv;AY, 

BI RA r..JEF~ .. 

;>. \'4CRI<S ACCOUNT!::i OFF ICER,~;cr:~KSHQ?, N{l;;.'I'bERi.\l RAILW\Y, 

BII<At.£R. 
• •• Respondents 

For the Applicant . • 

C:CRAH -
THE HON' BI£ IvlP, .A .. K .. ll.'iiSRA, 

J lD JC IAL HEt··.t..BER 

The applicant Shri Gulab Chand Heena,who 

is \vorking in the office of Divisiona 1 t-'l.ccounts Officer 1 

Northern Railvvay,Bikaner, has filed this O.A. with 

the prayer that transfer order, hnnex.A-1, 'be quashed 

ana the respondents be directed to post the applicant 

back in the office of respondent No. 4. 



~--_ 

··-

---~:::...~ 

.2. 

2. I have heard the learned c ounse 1 for: aPPlicant 

and gone thrOU;Jh the record. 

3 .. It apJ;ears that the applicant has made a 
' 

repre se nta·tion (Annex.A-4) to the concerned authorities 

agr.:-inst the transfer order (,~nnex.l\-1), '.-Jhich he has sought 

tobe quashed. 'i'his repre se ntatiQn \,7as made by t.he applicant 

on 13.6 .1997.. In my opinion, the applicant has appr03ched-

tl1is 'fribunal before lapse of a reasonable titre in v(rdch 

the authorities cor..cerned could have dispoS3d io£ his 

representation. The applicant has stated that due to un-

curable disease of his mot her, he is not in a posit ion to 

carry-out the transfer order. But applic2nt has not named 

the disease by which his mothe:r· is suffering. It also 

appears that the applicant has been spared by respondent 

No.4 on. 24.6.93 vide_Annex.A-3 to carry-out the transfer, 

therefore, there is no question of staying the operation 
. ~ ~- '5\ - ' ·- .... 

··' ·· .,._, ' ·J, ~I'; of transfer order. However, since the representation Of 
... ; '\.,_ q;-.r.'l 

~, '!!...~ 1)' 

·· · , '·>., ~:).\ the appl,tcant is :r;:ending with the authorities, a direction 
I. : :' - '\'' \ 

i(_.\· c.;.._:; ;:1 ~-.~} is required to be issued to the concerned authorities 
\ ");:_ I 

\, ,~,. . , Ai/,;:- / for considering tbe representation of the applic2nt on 
\~:: ,'· __ :_ ' ... ;.:lt" /) 

'\~-.:::< r:: :-- ·, ,:J.'\LJ mer its. 
~-:-::· ~ ~.: -~;_ ~,#-,. 

4. Tne O.A. is, therefore, disposed of at the stage 

of adr:lission V>JiJch a direction to the respondent No.2 to 

decide the representation of the applicant dated 13.6.97 

(l;nnex.A-4) by a speaking order within -a- :r;:er iOd of one 
receipt Of- -

-~~ month frfro the ~ate o£La copy Of the order. ·A copy Of 

" this order alonhwith a copy of the- ~ 0e 'se·nt to respondent 

No. 2 by registered post for compliance. 

s. If the applicant is aggrieved by :t:;ne order o£ 

the respondent No.2 in this connection, he may approach 

the Tribunal if so advised. 

NEHI'A 
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