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IN rHE CEN""l'F".n.L ADl·iDU[; .tI~a·rIVE 'IRli3\JNc~L, JAii?JR 38EC:-:.! 

JAieJR. 

0 .A. No. 955/92 Dt. order: 7.7.1993 

Vs. 

·Jn ion of India & Ors • 

r<r .J. K. Kaush ik 

don' ble iCr .Gopal Krishna, Viember(,J) 

~ection 19 of the A:rs Act, 1985, has prdyed for q:.iash-
~ 

ing the imrH1gned order dated 13.4.9/ {Annx.A-1) as mod.i-

f ied vide order dated 15. 9. 92 (Annx .A~3) transfe:-ring 

him from the oost of SPH Khandela to,l~ '~8~~ R~ster 

Neemkathana as a1so for quashing the order dated 

11.6.92 (l.\nnx.A-2) rejecting .xN his re·~resentation. 

2. He have heard the counsel for the J:Y3.rties 2nd 

9erused the records. The grievance of the a·~plicc:.nt · 

is based on his ov·m personal problems due to untimely 

·fk 
death of his wife:; anat-ailm2nt.5 of his aged mother. 2io 

far as the transfer of the a'J·9licant is concerned., the 

same is not challenged o~ the groind 'of its bBing vio-

lative of any rules or malafide. Iiovrever, the §tplh°t 

a ·y'.)l icant request that his re')resentation for tro. nsfer 

to .Jc.i·Jur City as and when there is a vacdncy may sym-

patheticall v be considered by the concerned de ?artrrent. 

3. In view of the aforesaid 9osition the a',"lplication 

does not stand on rr.erits and the same is >liable tg bo 

dismissed. :-Iowever, it is o'..)en to the a Y'.)licant to me.ke 

a fresh representation to the concerned ,-:1uthorities reg·-

arding his transfer to JaL:iur City again and. the some 
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may be sympathetically considered keeping in view 

his personal inconveniences as and when there is a 

vacancy. Parties to bear their own costs. 

I qKN~ 
tGopal Krishna) 

i''€mber(J) 
(B.B.Mcihaja.n) 

I :ember (A) • 


