
IN .THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAI~~p BENCH,c1) 

JAIPUR 

\ 

Date • .t: ,_, .L order: 7-6-1996 

OA No. 329/1996 

K.C.Bhonch Applicant 

Versus 

Union of India and oth~rs 
Mr .. G.B.Shanna, counsel forth·~ .~pt:.l:L.:ant 
CORAlVI :·_ 

' Hon'ble Mr. O.P.sharma, Administrativ~ Member 

Hon'ble Mr. Fatan Prakaah, Judici3l Member 

ORDER 

Per Hon'ble Mr. O.P.Sharma, Administrative Member 

In this application under Section 19 • .t: 
'-' L the 

Administr.::ttive Tr·ibuns.ls Act I 198:. I .:.hri r .c .Bh.:.nch has 

r 1·- "' - -'~ ·1- h - •- '-!- - •- ,.'- 1· - f · ,. L-'- .:i .1 ~Ll - 1·:1 I_ L 1 t:: I_ .1.. d. 1.=: t::' .1.. 13-5-1996 (Anne~ure-

Al), qua the applicant ms.y be quashed and the respondents 

may be direct~d to issue ordem to enable the 3pplicant to 

at J::;.it=•Ur in the .:.ffice o:.f A.O., I.C.O. (S.B.) ·=·1· in any 

office situated at J::;.ipur He~dquarter till the completion 

of his tenure. 

Office at his own request. In vi~w of his family 

Jaipu1· in any offic~ at Jaipur. 199:2, 

appl i.:ant 's 

ow 



-2- .3 
join~d duty at Jai~ur on ~3-7-1993 sa L.S.G. P.~., office 

had 
of A.O. I.C.C•. (S.B.) (.a.nne:·:ure-A4). I-J,=: ~::c.mt:·let·=:d 3 :-z·.;::tra 

the normal tenur~ for the ~ost. How~ver, vide Anne~ure-Al 

dated 13~5-96, the s~plicsnt haa b~en traneferred to Alwar 

Such tranafer ia against th~ guidelin~a of the D~partment 

anl .-'~ =-·_1.-=>.,·. t'1-1,::. ~- .. -,li,~•r f,·,t· -·,·,t.=-tti.·,n::.l t•·=·J-t.::..fo=-L""' f,·,r th.::. .,,=.=;· ~~~-~ --L··---,.1. L •• -~ '-~~ -~. --.~.-Cl-

rotation~! transfers for the 7ear 1996-97). H~ has alleged 

that one Shri M.T.Pamnani who was transferr~d from Tonk to 

Jai~ur in 199~ has bean retained at Jai~ur as l2 evident 

res~ondanta is in viol3tion of Articles 14 and 16 of the 

Constitution. The res~ondents have failed to consider 

Jai~u~ u~to 1997. He had added that the trsnsfer is not in 

the interest of service and the a~p1icant ia running 

7ears of 3ge, having so many famil7 ~roblems and aeveral 

socl31 obligations. He c3n be eaail7 accommodated at 

,Jaipur, -:>r:: -· -· 
the a~plicant bel0ngs. 

f ~. . l (,· Il·~la s of the cadre to which 

applicant haa drawn our 3ttention to the judgment of the 

Hon'ble Su~reme Court in th~ caae of n.r.singh Va Union of 

r~lied u~on p3r3a ~3 and ~4 thereof for claiming that the 

this ie unsusta inabl·::. 
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a~plicant h~s relied upon are th~t unle2s the decision to 

professed norm or principle governing the transfer, which 

can s,-::rut ini s.::d j u d i .::: i a 11-:,r , are no 

judicially m~nageable etandarda for scrutini2ing all 

tr3nsfer order in this case was in violation of tha 

principles governing the transfers laid down b7 tha 

Department itself and therefore, th~ Tribunal should 

interfere in th2 matter of his tra~sfer. 

4. We h3ve hea~ th.:: learn.::d counsel for the applicant 

and have gone through th~ material on record. 

in N.f.Singh case, r~lied upon by the learned counsel far 

the applicant, it is suggested that 

interfere onl7 where ' '!I 
ther~ ts a violation of such norms or 

judiciall':t"· In the .:::.~.=.e .:.f Uni.:·n .:·f India :md c·ther Vs. 

h3d held that transfer can h~ interfered with by the court 

any rules. mere det:•:tl:tmen tal 

guidelines regulating tr~nsfer of personnel from one place 

to another or from one office to another do not afford a 

ground for judicial scrutiny of the ordera of transf~r. In 

this case the applicant has admittedly already 2~ent three 

duty at Jaipur and hae also joined duty ~t Alwar, which is 

OJ 

----------
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th<2 11•~H pla•::~ O:•f };•OS t i rt•j, :t8 stat.;:.] 1:•:; th·? Et l::Ot:·l i c :111 t. 

6. In th~e~ c 1 1· cum e t a 1-..::: e s , He ,j ~=· n .:!1: find an~r J:.aeis 

fur inte1:£ering \•li th the (,,_ .. ,J.;e ·=·f t l" Et ns f,~l-. Th•? 

application is, th~refore, dismiseed at the st~ge of 

representation J:.efare the .Jepartment.:tl authorities with 

regard to hia gri~vancea. 

Bf~~v 
(Ratan P:t.·akaah) 

Judicial Member Adminietrative Member 

J 


