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IN THE CEI'·n'R?I.I~ ,.Df-1INISTRATIVE TRIBUl\l,i;.L JAIPTJR BENCH 
JAIPUR# 

R.N .. Lal : Applicant 

V/s. 

1. The union of India, Ministry of 
Textiles, through the Development 
comrnissioner, Handicrafts, 
w .B .No.7, R .K .Pur-a.rn, ._Ue\-1 Delhi- · 
1100G6. 

2. The R.sgional Director, 
ri•:•t:1:h•?rn Region, Office of the 
D3"Je loprrent- Commiss i•;:,oo r (Ham i-.:ra ft .3), 
w .8 .No.8, R.-r:.PIJ.ram, Ne'Vt Delhi-110066. 

3. The Assistant Dir.sctor (A&.C), 
Cart=•et irieEwing Training-cwT,-Service 
C..::ntl."eS, A-4, Sindhi Colony, r:ah1ar E•.JB(.J., 
Jhotwara, v:a ipur- 3 02 012. 

4. The Deputy Director (Han:licrafts) 
National crafts Inst.itute for Hand 
Pri.nt.e--:1. Textiles, O{fice of the 

" Development C•Jmmiss fOn (.Han:'! icrafts}, 
Sarpanch House, Tonk Ph::ttak, 
Jaipur.. 

: Respondents 

.fY'.Lr.V .a .Srivaatava, counsel for the applicant 
Mr.H.Rafiq, -cC•llnsel for the resp.:mdents 

CORAl\1: _....__.._ __ 
HON 'BLE SHRI RATA11 PRHKASH, !-'EMBER (JUDICIAL) 

.ORDER 

JR.~ _IiQli:..~~~--~i~~t~fEIT:ffi?!~§:l~.!!§.~~If.~.-1!1I!l~!.~hl 
. 

The applicant shri R .. H .. Lal has filed this application 

urrler Section 1~ •:Jf the .:;J.mi~1i.stratJ.ve Tribunals Act, 

1 ~85 t.o set -.3.s ide and .:juash the irr.pugn·~-:1 ·:Jrde r d at~o. 

16.7.19~6 {Annx.A-1) by which he h~s br::en tr3.nsferred 

from carpet t·leaving Training Cen.tre (for short •a..,'TC •) 
' 

Jhilai, Tonk district C•f .R::tj c!St han to c .-1•7 .T .. c .. Bhisk\,lri, 

tvlirzapur (U,.P .) • He has furth.:z·r pr~yed that the 
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respondents may be directed to allow the applicant 

to discharge his duties of Car1,:.et Training Officer 

at C .w .. T .c., Jhilai (oron}d (Rajasthan) as was being 

perforrre:;:t l:rJ him prior to the issuance of the 01.-der 

dated 16.7 .1~'6 (Annx .A-1) •. 

2. The application has bee? opposed by the 

resp.,rdEnts by filing a written reply to which no 

rej oir,:ier has been filed. The stand. of the respvn..:lents 

has been that the applicant has been transferred in 

the .s.d.ministr.Jt ive exigencies arrl in public interest. 

It has been denied that the applicant has been transferred 

becallse of any malice or to har-a.s_s the applicant. 

3 • With the consent of the learned counsel for 

the parties, thls OA is disposed of at tte stage 

of adm iss ion. 

4. I have heard the learned counsel for the 

applicant as also the le:arne.:l :::ounsel for respondents 

and ha·Je also perllsed t}:1e records. 

5. The rra in grourid of the applicant to challenge 

the impugned c•rder dated 16.7 .1~~6 is that becuase 

he has filed an earlie~ ~ Nu.431/~5 R~M.Lal vs. 

Union of India and other~vJhich is pending con~i:leration 

in which he has claimed fb-:at.ion of' his pay, he has I 
been transferred to Bhiskuri, Mirzapur. The other 

content ion is that the trans fer order is in violation 

of the policy decl.:::rred bythe department ·.ride Anne.xure 

A-2 dated 16 .11.1~~4. 
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ti. On thE. contra.DJ, it has been vehemently s.rgued 

by the learned counsel f•:.r the resporrlents that 

the appli.::ant in pursuance C•f the impugned order 

dated 16 .7 .1 !J ~6 has already 1:-.e.:n relieved ::_-_·~~P ,:~~~:L~J 

dated 25.7 .1~~6 which is evident fr·.:.m the order 

dated 23 .7 .1,!6 (Annx .R-1). It has also been ..1rged 

; by tht: learned. counse 1 for the respcai:le nts that 

purs'..lant to the impugned C·rder the applicant has also 

rno\red an application on 25.7 .1!'~6 to sanction him 
il 

one month~o.dvant:e sal.:'J.r.y .;,nd ·rrA advan.::•3 alongwith 

payment of I.lrC bill and re imburs12ment of t ut ion fees 

etc. In compliance of -v1h ich, the reap.-:.n.1ents ha'~Te 

already sanctioned to the 3.ppliC·3.nt a total amount 

of Rs-16,.(.66/- as is.e .... ~id·~nt from .;nnexure P..-~ dated 

5.8.1~3~ and a cheqt.le of t.he same amount has already 

bE:en despatched t.:; the apx;:.licant at his residential 

also urged that it being the sett les1 r·os it ion of law 

that unless an order of transfer is in violation of 

st~tutocy rules or pro-.:lis ions or is actuated by malice 

on ths part t:Jf the emplCiy•::r, the Cmnts/Tribunal should 

not interfere. This pos-ition 

by Hon~blE. the sur.reme co11rt in the case of N,.K.Slngh 

has been l·3id dovm that in cas~s of transfer inter-

ference is justified c.•nly in· case of 1r.ala.fi~es or 

infract ion of any ·prof~s.sed norm or prinr: iple. Where 

is ca~1sed, challenge to the tr::tnsfer must be 
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his transf;_;r 1:>; in9 in a.-:Jministr:±t ivo:!· ,~~-= igenc i.:s .. 

on 5.8.1~~6, it ·.::o.nnot b•: inf.::rre·-:1 t.h.;;.t t.he applicant 

has l)Gen tr::msferred on o.cc•)iJnt . .:.f s~~o~..-e m3.l ic~ on 
' or 

pa.rt Of th.s ro: Sp,:>n:1~ntS~l·)'=•: 3.USe r)f his f.il ing an 

earlier 0.~ !:o2f.:.r•=: thi:= Trib•Jn3.l. H"ld it been so, he 
with 

could ha·.,r12 ra. is•Bd this iss:1e: f'ort1'i'/ in his appl i!:'3.t ion 
~'·-......~:-

, -

i.::;stJed to rrt.::dntain :1n o?.q•lillhriam .:;,m,::•ngst the v:1rious 

errploy.;:es of thE: uq~F~n is.::tt i·:m. The a;_:·r-1 iGa'nt h~~" ing 

lfl..)Gn re:lie•J•:::d ~,ide OJ:dt:r .-:l':!t~d. 23.7 .1!1~6 (Ann.~ .R-1) 

offi.:::ial c.f the ro?.Sf·•:.n:lents ·:·r ~·Jith .s. vieH to h~rdss 
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from .::..ny inf irrnity or illeg.:1l ity or ::.ct.u.sJ.ted by 

malice. 

~. 

and roerit is hereby dismissed at tre admission 

stage with no ·::>rder .3s to costs. 

(Ratan Prakash } 
Member (J) 


