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IN THE CE!JTRAL AU1!INISTR.::,TIVE TRIBUNA!_,- JAIPUR BEHCH. JAIPUR. 

OA 18/95 

1). c. Naharania 

Union of India & Others 

. . 

. . 
V/s 

None present for the ~rties 

C0~1 

Date of order 1.2.95 

Applicant 

Respc:.nde.n ts 

Hc.n'ble Mr. N.K. Verma .. Hember (Administrative) 

PER l-K·H'BLE HR. H.K. VER~.A. t.iEl'lBEF: (A.il.'!ItJI.ST'R.;TIVE) 

This oJ.. was dismissed on 9.1.95 on account of non 

presence of the applicant and a1sc in default for non-

t prosecutic.n on the p.:Jrt of tbG applic::mt. Ther·=~fter, 
Mr. Javed Choudh.:::ri .. counsel for the applicant.;. moved an 

app1icati:.:.n on 12.1.95 seeking restoro.ticn of the OA 

through Hiscellaneous Applicati•:n .. wherein the counsel 

for th·= applicant had stated that he had to leave Jaipur 

suddenly in the night of 8.1.95·because of sudden demise 

of his close relative. In vi~t..r thereof, the HA was allowed 

and the oA H.::s restored to its original position. The OA 

was accordingly li st.:!d for adrnissic•n on 31.1. 9 5. Again on 

'l 13.1.95 neither of tvlv counsel Hr. Hahendra Goyal/J.:;.ved 
\..-
\, Choudhari J;-;h·:> filed vskalatn.:lm::t on b=half of the applic:mt 
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appe:;r;::d. A Bri.ef holder 1 Shri Rakesh Shana3.. pr2}red for 

adjournment ·::on the ground th~ t tho:: younger broth.s-r of the 

counsel for the af•plic~nt had expired. The adjournn1ent \-;as 

allowed and the case got listed for 1.2.95. Today also 

while faEsin·;J o:E this ord~r at 11.00 A.:::.~. neither counsel 

nor a!_lybod~l on behalf of the appJ,;ic.:tn t appeared. The 

applicant himself is also nc·t present in the court. 

2. I have g.:.ne through the contents of the oA '~ k-i"' 
regar.:lp to transfer of J:he applicant from Jaipur to Bh·:·pal 

on the post of Internal Financi~l Adviser in the office of 
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Chief General Hanager, Telecorar:H.mica.ti.:,ns, H.F. Circle, 

Bhopal. Transfer of offic-=rs are order~d in th:? exi9ency 

of servic·~ by the corr.pe tant .:;.u thori ty and is net c.xJsidered 

as 5. punishment or caucin9 civil injury thereby. The 

applicant has n0t alleged any reala fides on the part of 

the :~uthori ties \vhc h:Ive ordered his tr3nsfer froril Jai,;:.ur 

to Bhopal. Neith·~r has he alleged any vicl~tion of 

GoverruY1<:mt rules. 'Ih'=:r·~ is no l]round. on the basis of uhich 

th~ interferance of this Tribunal h9s b~en sought by the 

appli·:::ant in i:his OA and, then~for·~, it is disrniased both 

on the gr.:.unds of non-pr.:..secutiun ::'.iS v;ell ·3.S8'merits. 
II 

(N.~:~k1 
hEl·1BER(A) 


