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CENTR'1L PDMINISTR.'.\TIVE jIRIBUNAL, JAIPUR B2NCH, 
JAIPUR. 

OA 596/1992 Date of Order !_6.9.92 

••• Applicant Mahendar Nath Seth 

Mr .K. L. Th awani ••• Counsel for the Applicant, 

v 
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R 
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Union of India & Ors. 

**** 
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• • • 

THfr HON'BLE MR. GOPAL KRISHNA 
............ ~- -··' 

Respondents. 

JUDI.;. M2MB2R ....... . . -
'Applicant Mahendar Nath Seth has filed this 

application under Section 19 of the Administrative 

Tribunals Act, 1985, (f0r sh0rt, the Act) praying 

therein that the impugned order dated 12.5.1992, 

Annexure-A/l keeping the transfer orders by mutual 

,exchange in abeyance be quashed' t0e respondents 

be directed to implement the transfer order dat~d 

3.:s.·;1992, Annexure-A/2 and recall one of the juniors 

p0sting the applicant in that vacancy or in the next 

vacancy which is likely to occur on 30.9.1992 due to 

retirement. 

I have heard the learned counsel for the 

applicant, and carefully perused the records. 

The c0ntent~on of the applicant is that he 

is working as LSG Smrting Assistant, R~~ at the 

City Sorting Office, Gandhi Nagar, Jaipur and he has 

remained out of Delhi from 1983, The applicant has 

been requ~sting since 1987 for his trans fer to Delhi 
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when there were s©~e vacancies in, the R~6or~ _ 

Offic·e there he was tra.ns fer;recl· .to De .. lhi ·vi.de an . 
Order rtated ·3.·8 ~1992 An,nexure-f../2.1 It is . ·true_ that 

tne . request of the apJDlicant . was accede Cl t 0 by .~he 

Chie_f · P@st ·Mast<=r General, Ra_j asthan Gircl~, Jaipur 
, 

and approval was· accer©.ed viEie ·his Memo dated. 
, I 

~ -- - .. 
l.'4.92' Annexure-A/4. It is submitted_· .by the learned.-· 

counsel. for 'th_e applicant that pers0ns junior to h~m 
. . 

are. being . ptZ>ste~ at Delhi antii the· applicant · was not 

cleliber~tely relieve<tl so that n•? could not jein at . 

Delhi in pursiiance of the order of transf~r Annexure- _ 

A/2 IJ\hich w has· ~ow :been kept in abeyance.- The applicant 

has- not-maele _any representati.on re~arclin~ his grievan~e 
, 

to the concernecl authority as eni1isagecl by SectiGn 20 
._ 

~ of the Act.· N@rmally p©sti.n§s are net bas_ed ·on 
s·eniority. N@ statut(Z)ry rule has been-brought to my 

cempelling the Depattrnent 
I 

t© transfer o~ly 

the ' seni0r 
' ' 

m~_st Gr th~ junior m0st~ ·N<D incum,bent 

has a right ~e .any particular p11>sting~1 

-I fJ9Xl~ find n0 merits in the application~ -This 

application is·, therefcr>re, dismissed at the ad.mission· 

sta~e with ·no orcler as t@- ·cost~~ 
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