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HJ THE CEIJTFAL Af•MilJISTFATIVE TPIEUITAL: LlAIPUF EElTCH: .JAIPUR. 

O.A.N0.513/~'4 Date of order: 28.~.1997 

Ha:::1ri Lal S/·:· ::.hri · Sultan Sin.;Jh, re:=ident .:.f 
Sultanpura, Fo:=t Bhesoda Mandi, Diett. Mansur (Mf), at 
o:,mr_:.l.:.yed .:.n the po:=t ·=·f ,-;3ngm:m, G.:tno;J IJ.: •• .:::o under 
Bhaw:1ni Mandi, Western Railway. 

Vill5!o;Jo? 
present 

P.W.I. 

l. 

2. 

') -· . 

Applicant 
Versus 

Union of India, through General Manager, Westerh 
Railway, Churchgate, Bombay. 

Sr. Divieion9l Engineer (I) We:=tern Railwa7, ~ota 
D i v i s i .:. n , K .:. t a • 

Assistant 
Division, 

Engineer 
Kota. 

( s.:.uth), Western Pa i 1 \·l.:ty, 

Mr. Shiv ~umar, ccunsel for the applicant 
None present fer the resrcndents 

CORAM: 
HOU'PLE SHRI O.P.SHAPMA, MEMBER (ADMiniSTRATIVE) 
HOIJ'ELE SHRI RATAU PFA~A2H, MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 

0 R D E R 
PEP H(•H 1 ELE 3HFI (•.P.S1H~RM-:a.,-MEMEER (AE•MIUISTF:ATIVE) 

In this under of the 

Administrative Tribunal's A~t, 1986 Shri Ha=ari Lal haa prayed 

that the .:.r.Jer daJ:e.j 18/::l-1-E•~•..J (Ann:-:.Jl./1) b~/ Hhi.:::h the 

applicant's tr:tnsfer from under P.W.I. 3hamg3rh tc under 

of FNM meeting in which it w:1a a9reed that the transfer cf the 

applicant Huuld be treated as in the interest cf administration 

and that he ..,.,.:.ulLl b·? eli·;JiblE.o f·:·t· all the benefits includin·;J 

seniority in the transferred unit. 

As per the facts stated by the applicant in his 

under P.W.I., BhaHani Mandi in the interest Jf 5!dminietration. 

During 1984 an office of Additicnal P.W.I. Shamgarh waa 
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established :tnd zorn~ parts of the area )f Bhawani Mandi Section 

and som~ other se~tions wer~ placed under P.W.I. Shamgarh. The 

appl i·::ant came P.W.I. Shamgarh. submitted a 

rer::.rezent:t t i.:·n dated .:::-:1 • .:::. Et39 tint he ITtay be trans fo:-tTed t•J 

his .:.rioJinal eeni·:·rity unit i.e. ,:;anoJ l.J.: •• .:::,J under P.W.I. 

Bhawani Mandi. The authorities ac~ordingly transferred him fr0m 

letter d3ted 30.: .. 1~,8·~, (Ann:-:.A/-1). Sube.equentl'.!T a ,:;.:.rrigendum 

w:te iseued on 31.5.1989 treating the aforesaid transfer at the 

appli.::ant's ·=·\vn request and aszio:;Jnin9 [,.:.tt.:•m seni·:·t·ity t·=· th·~ 

terms. However, he was allowed to join his duti~a :tnd the issue 
,.:) 
~ of seniority was left open to b~ decided later 0n. The 

the representation of the appli~ant in this regard~ The 

representation was reje~ted b7 the respondents vide order dated 

18/~1.1.19'~..:1 (Ann:-:.A/1). Th•~ apJ;·li.::ant h:1e. taJ:.:m ur:· the m3tter 

in the PNM Permanent Negotiating Machinery) vide It~m 

N.:· •. '3/199.3 see}:inoJ his 

administrative interest. The s:tid 

_ \ vide 

to be treated as 
)v...._o..if~ 
~..--.,- I- - - ,,._, .:._ .=._ n - --~-"' h_ I :t.::· 

.. 

in the 

fin::tlized 

eubeequentl7 taken on record, and the decision is in favour of 

applicant H·:.uld be tt·eat~d as in administt·ative interest and 

the ar,:plicant would be eligible for all benefits inclu~ing 

P.W.I. Bh.:mani Mandi e.h·:·uld be tr.ea:.:e.] as in the intet·est .:·f 

administration and hie original eeniorit7 should not be 

diq_turbed <:·n the ·;n.·o:·und th.3t this tr:tnBfer \vae at his C•\vn 

l'~ 
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request. 

3. The respondents in their reply to the O.A., which was 

amended after the applic3nt came in posseszion of Annexure A/8, 

have stated that al th·:.ugh the appl i·::ant has filed the minutes 

of the PNM meeti n9, but n.:. :=·rder has yet been issued in this 

regard. When the applicant himself has s.:.ugh t a trans fer to 

Bhawani Mandi, there is no reason to Jrant.him higher seniority 

in contravention of the rules. The applicant hae 2ought tenefit 

of seniority etc., on the basie of the minutes of the meeting, 

though no final decision in this regard has been taken, ncr has 

any order been psesed by the administration in this regard. 

4. We have heard the learned .::,:.unsel fer the applicant. 

None is present on behalf of the respondents. We have perused 

the material on record. 

5. The contente .:.f Anne:-:ure A,'8 being the minutes of PNM 

meeting have not been disputed t-:-z' ·the re3p.:.ndents. All that 

they have stated is that no order has been passed on the basis 

~· of the minutes of the said meeting and the applicant cannot ask 

for assigning of seniority on th~ b3sia of what has been 

re.::.:·rded in the minutes. I·J.:ot-~ever, they h:tve ale·:· stated that 

they have not yet pae2ed any order on the tasia cf such 

minutes. In the circumst9nces of the preeent ~aee, it would be 

appropriate for u21 to direct the respondents to ~ase a suitable 

order having regard t.:. th.;: .:le.::isi.:.n re·,;r:trding the applicant 

recorded in the minutes of the PNM ~eeting (An~x.A/8). If the 

~pplicant ie aggrieved b7 any order passed by the respondents 

in this beh31 f, he is free to approach the Tribunal again, if 

he ie eo a :1vi 2.ed. necessary order shall the 
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months from the date .:.f re·::e ipt .:.f a .::.:.py .:.f this urd.:r. The 

O.A. etands di~posed of accordingly. No 

(RAT~~~~ 
order ae to coats. 

MEMBER (J) MEMBER (A) 

~· 

_________ ......,.. _____ ..... -:--........ ..--..., .... , __ .• .,., ....... .,.. ... -t-" ___ . ._..,"',_''"''-''"" ___ ,...,.. ____ "::'" ~ .,-~--
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