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It! THE •:::EtlTR;\L .!:LD!·UUIS·rR,:•:riVE ·rRI3UUAL J·.?.IPUR 
J A I. P U R • 

• • • 

Mangu Singh : A;ppl icant 

Versus 

union of Irrlia and •Jther~ 

Mr.t·1•n Singh, C•)lJnsel f.:,r the apJ.:olic-3.nt 
Hr .. U..D,.Sh~rrna, Ct)Unsel f·:>r the rest:·ondents 

CORAM: 

HON 1 BLE ZHRI o .l? .3HAR!·-'A, r,JEHBER (ADNiniSTR.l\T IVE) 
HCN'B~ .. E SHRI R.~·r.i\H I.=RAI-7\.SH, l·lUBER(JUDICIAL) 

0 R DE R 
(PER HON 1 BLE StiF:r-O":"f.:.:;HAE!·-':.~, IJ~EMBER (:"1..Dl1Itnz·rt<..~·rrJE) 

1-:.dmin i;:;:tr:'it .iv.;:o Tribunals Jl.ct, 1 ?85 Shr i Hangu Singh 

has p:c.s::ied th~t the c,rdE:rs dated 16.10.1~!!5 and 

transf.::l·ring the apl.:.licant m21y b.:- qu<;~.shed and the 

ap_plicant mc.y be -all0\·1ed to cr:·nt inue in his }:Jrese.nt 

plc.ce 6f posting i.e. Jedpur Unit~ .Jaipur ile· t-lil.iter 
,•:,. 

in the sam= pay sc::..le. which he "t-tas dra·1.-1in9 S·.) far. 

His alternative ,t::rayer is tlnt he r;-t.~y be: adjusted 

Holiday R::>o:ml Peon, Runninr:;r Room Naiter etc., ~o,~hich 

carrt id.entl·::.::,l sc~le cf pay nanllf:l~· Rs .775-1025. 

~. The a:r;.r: llc~nt had al.::o pr·~i:'ed f,jr grant .;)f 

interi.rn relief t::. the effect tha.t the operation of 

the orders re'ferre::l t·=· 3.b0ve may bt-:; stayed .Accordingly 
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of the aforesaid orders by the Tribunal on :n.o.1996. 

The: interim direction \·!aS m.:d.ified on 5.7.1995 to 

pr·="·' .ide that the ope rat i·:>n of the stay order \-lvuld 

be c<.mfined to the appli.::ant only. The rncdified 

interim directi.:>n .::.:,ntinues till.date. 

3. The facts .:.f the case as stated by the applicant 

ar~ that the. applic-::Lnt has been serving as a vlaiter 

in the totestern Raih;ay catering Unit at Jaipur. By .. 
order d~ted 16.10 .19~5 (Annx .1'\-1) r.:::sr:.orrlemt no .2, 

the Ge:neral f.lanager, ~..Jeste rn RaihJay, B·:,rnbay is sued 

transfer order of the applicant f·n· trc.ns fer to 

B·:>mbay. In puL~s~.Iance •)f the said order respondent 

no.3 i.e. Di~Jisional R.aih1ay H~n-~ger, Jaipur passed 

order d~ted ~8.5 .1996 (.t>.nne:.n1re A-2) transferrin;! him 

to B•)mba·y central Unit. U·)-bo:'iy has been posted in 

the applic.:.nt •s place. Si."< persons state1 t·:• be 

juniors t•:• the applicant h21ve ~en retaine-.:l :1t Jaipur. 

There'fore~ the tr:1nsfe:r orders are illegal and 

have been passed just in order t•) accomrno:late the 

pers.:>ns wh•.) are junior t•:J the applicant. 

4. The r~sp.-:>nd.ents in the reply h.:;.ve stated th::.t 

pQsts ·of ~l.:Jit~rs at Jaipur ,.rere rendered surp!J.ls, 

arrl barring t\-JO senior m.:>st ~laiters the r.::st of them 

hav·e been transferred u•.ttsid.; Jaipur Unit. The 

applic::mt had himself opted f.:,r tr:1nsfer to Bomb:iy 

as per the. •:rpt ion ;Jiv-r;:n by him ., ide .;;nnexure R-4 

dated 19 .7 .1~95. It is in p•zsuance of the option 

given bi tho:: .:Jppli..::.::..nt th::1t h:: has been tran::>ferred 

t·o Bombay. The ~spon:!ents- have of-.::.:•uree also tal-.en 

a preliminar:-i ·:.bjection rer;::trdin~ the \-ll"•)ng description 

of the ·:Jc-.:e:*hati.:m :=tnd a.dd.ress etc., of the. respmrlent 

arrl als-.) n•:,n-j oin:l.er ,)f necessary parties. ., 
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5 • We have he.a.rd the learned COLU'lsel for the 

parties ::J.nd have: perused the record • ·rhe OA is 

being disposed of at the stage of admission with 

the consent of the parties. 

6. The preliminary obje.::t i.:ms ta hsn by the 

respondent:: are of a 1:.'.1rely technical nature and 

\ole are not inclined to attach much \·leight to these. 

Th'=! aT._rerment of the applit::ant that persons junior 

to h i.rn have been ret.:d.ned c.t Ja ip1.1r h.5s been denied 

by the resp.:m::1cents in their reply. The applicant 

has been transferrE--d t.:;, Bombay bec.s.use the post 

against which the applicant w~s to be r~t~ined has 

been rendered surplus. It \~as on account of the 

applicant •s e:·:ercise of opt. ion for transfer to 

Bomooy that he was transferred tv Bombay.· In these 

circumstances~ ,.,e are· n•:>t inclined. to interfere 

..._, ith the order of transfer p.:tssed by respondents 

No.2&3 • 

7. Ho•.•lever, the le.:1rned counsel fur the applicant 

stat-:d th?.t some rnor~ c.:mte•S:ns 3-re going to be 

opened at Ja ipur .:=it her ~\t Divis ion~l Level or at 

the Zonal le~.re 1, as "eta ted in th.::: l.~ej oinder filed 

by the applicant. If .and v1hen .:my ne't-1 Catering Units 

are Ot..-:ened .:tt J.3ipur, the appli.~ant •s mme can also 

be cons ide red by the r83pon:lcnts ·3lon9"Jith the names 

of other similarl·y sit~mt,ed persons fc.r tr.::xnsfer back 
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to the jaipur Catering Unit as per the prescribed 

rules and procedures. 

8. The O.A. stands disp•.)sed of accordingly. 

(Rat an Prakash ) 
Member (J) 
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