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Date of Decision: ~7.4.98 

OA 1.28/98 

Om Prakash Vaishna·J s/•:• Shri Mchanlal Ji Vaie.tmav r/D House N.:;.3~l II, P&T 

c.:.lorJy I Vigyan Nagar I Kota. 

• •• Applicant 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Secretary, Der·artment c·f 'l'ele.;.:.rr,, Dal: Bha\·.Tan, 

Parliament Street, Ne\ol Delhi. 

2. The Chief General Hanager, Department c.f Telecc.m, Pa jasthan, Ll a i pur. 

3. The General Hana9er, Tel eco:m Ioe~_:artment l~c.ta thr·:oUgh SDE ( HFD) • 

4. J'IG In.::hat·ge, Central Telegrar;h Office, K.:.ta. 

5. Shri D.K. Dubey, Er .'IOA (T), .:,ffice .:>f the D'D:,, Jhalawar. 

CORAM: 

Hon • BLE HF: •• :.:•PAL rF.I3HlJA, vrr:E CHAIPMJ.~._N 

For the Applicant 

For the Respc.ndents 

ORDER 

Mr.M.R.Saran 

PER HOWELE MF· •• :;.(IFAL rPISI-JllA, VICE (~fi..AIP.fJI.AN 

Resr;:..:·ndents 

Applicant, Om Prakash Vaisbnav, has filed t:-tis application under 

Section lSl of the Administrative Tdbunale. A•::t, 19::::., assailing the impugned 

order, at Anne:-:ure A-1, dated ~7.2 .• S,.3, l:.j' which the ay;.,;.lic~nt \'laS transferred 

from Kota to Baran, ae. t.eing illegal, ad:.itrary and mala fide. 

2. Heard the learned .::.:unsel f·:.r the ai_:·plicant. Ar:.pli·::ant •s case is that 

he is worl:ing as a Seni·:·r Tele9raphi::t under the t-espo:.nclents and he is posted 

under respondent n: .• -1 namely J'IO Incharge, Central Telegraph 0:1ffice, I~·:ta, 

and that the respondents are under legal cbligatic.n to observe and implement 

The contention of the 

applicant is that his transfer by the impugned •:•rcl~r from the (~TO, Fota, is 

mala fide, with a vie\ol tr:• extending undue fav.:.m .. · to:. resp.:,ndent n: .. .:. be•::.:. use 

the applicant has been r,c.sted by the s.:tid ·:·rcler in a small Teleo;Jr&t:h Office 

under the DTO, Baran. It is further .::.:,ntendEd t~ the a:t;plicant that in the 

circumstances the jurdor-moe.t 'D)A Grade-III official sho.1lcl haTJe been I.X>sted 

as Incharge of the office at Baran. The learnecl counsel for the ar..·,plicant 

has drawT1 my attention to the representation made by the applicant, at 

Anne::-:ure A-4, dsted S • ..J.~2., whkh is rending consicieratio:.n. The imp..19neo 

order, as stated t.y the learned cc,unsel for the applicc.nt, h.:as alre.~c1y t..:en 

.C,¥-Mt..r.q held in abEyance till 31.5.98. 
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3. In the circumstances, the present al.::.r,.Iicati.:·n is disr;:..:.sed .:.f, at the 

stage c.f admissic.n, with a direction tr:. resr_::.c.ndent J:lo.::. to decide the 

applicant's representatic.n dated .s.-:1.~1·'3, at Annexure A-~, thn:ugh a detailed 

speal:ing .:.rder in terms of t"Ulee, instructions ancl guidelinee. o::n the subject 

meeting all the INints raised therein within a r;:.eri·:d c·f t\·lo:• mc.nthe fr.:,m the 

date of receipt ·=·f a cr:.py c,f this order. If the arcr,·lio:::ant feels aggrie~1ed by 

any dedsion tal:en on hie repreeentatic,n, he may file a fresh Oil.. Let a •:opy 

of the C1A and the anne:-:ures thereto t.e sent t·:· respc.ndent n.:,.::. alc.ngHith a 

copy of this order. 
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(GOPAL 1\FISHNA) 

VICE CHAIRMAN 


