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CENTRAL a d m in is t r a t iv e  TRIBUI'J?iL LUCKNOW BENCH LUCKNOW

Original Ap^gljcatl<?^n N®. 203 ®£ 1992 (L)

Ba^ri ........................................ ...  Ap'slicant

Versus '

Unien »f India £c Others ....................................Responients

H®n*ble Mr. Justice U ,C, Srivastava, VeC.

Han * "tele.Mr» K. Q^ayya, Memteer (A)

(■ By Hon'bla Mr, Justice U.C. Srivastaya^ V.C.)

This is a restoration application. The causs 

sh®wn iP sufficient. The erder date«i 23, 7,1992 is 

recalled an^ the case is rest®re^. .The learned- c#unsel^ 

is present and is rea^y to pr®cee& iwith^th^ case.

*

The applicant was transferrcii. fram G»ra]<

w h - ^ _

t® Anan^ Nagar within the district G@ra]'ch]©ur^is r

be 70 kms. fram Gorakhpur, The transfer ar^ter was

\ 1
passed in exgigency ©f situation anel there are limited. - 

gr«un«ls f®r interfering .in the transfer ©r^er. The 

ay^plicant's c@mplaint is that the transfer ®rier has *i>eGn 

. passed by the respondent n®. 2 ©n the ■■pr'ê ssuares ®f the 

respondent n®, 4 wh® is enemical t© the applicant. Ace- 

T ®rci ing t® him relatisngto respcnient n©. 4 was strains® 

when he was p©stei  ̂ at G®nfia an̂ i he has als® maiie a 

cemplaint against him, e<»Fy ®f the ©rier r>assei in the 

af@resaii Cf^mplaint has teeen placed on rec®>rd, may fee S3 # 

teut it has n«t teeenc^saii that the res?®niient n», 2 was 

un^er the influence ©f the resp®n®ent n®. 4 an^ it is 

because ®f resp®n<ient n®. 4, he was cbligai t» iiass the 

•rier anii acc^rciingly, the allegations regarc'ing mala- 

fiie are n®t estai*lished,. Hewever, the appdicatisn
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weuli niit like t« interfere in th« transfer or^er, l*ut 

the applicant already file^ the representations 

against the same.

2, The respondents are direete<i. t© dispose of

the representations ®f the applicant Isy taking inta 

c©nsiderati»n the pleas an«i grievances »f the apolicant 

within a peri«i ®f three weeks fr'nm the <iate ®f receipt 

»f a c®py of this ®r£er. In case, 'the representation;. 

i s .  ‘ i e e i d e i  in his faveur# the transfer »r^.er hasites§n- 

cancelled, -(stherwise, it  is f©r the rssponsSents t«>

maintain, the transfer ®rier or t^

be/ i
p»st him at place which may tee still nearer to G®rakhj 

®cc®rtUngly, this application is iisp»sed ef as,

N® ©rder, as t® ■ the.,c®sts,
I i ' i. w- i.
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Luckn®w Date€ 7th August, 1992. 

(RK/V)

Vice-Chairman


