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Ill THE CEilTPAL .~DMil1I3TP.ATIVE 'I'P.IBUC/AL: LTAIPUF: EElK~H:.JAIJ?UF:. 

Murnta = J\hrn•:-.:1 I' han S/·) 
:?ear.=:, P.'·j I-Jasanput·a 1 

Transrniesion Ex8cutivel 

Versus 

Shr i n:..:.r M.:.hd. rh.:tn, ao;J8•J :tb·:.u t 
('-.:::1:; 1 ,J:;lipUr 1 at I_:•l"~,'38nt \v•:•t•J:ecl 
All India Padio (CBS), Jaipur. 

: Applicant 

It/~·) 
~__.... 

1. Union of Indi~ through 
Miniatr7 of Information 
Street, New Delhi. 

the Secretary to the Govt., 
and Broadcaetin~, Parliament 

2. Praaar Eh3rti (Broadcastino;J Corpn. of India), 
Dire~tor Gener9l1 All India Padio, Atashwani 
Parliament Street, New Delhi. 

t h l"•)U·:;Jh 
Bhaw3.n, 

3. The E'·t5tti·:·n Dir.:::.~t.:.r, All In.Ha P:t.:Ji,:., M.I.R.:,ad, ,Jaipur. 

4. Mr. M·:·han Mahir.~han·:lani, 2.tati·:·n Idre.::t·:·l· u~.E..S.) I All 
India Radio, Jaipur. 

Resp.:.ndents 

Mr. P.V.Calla, ·::ounsel f·:•r the applicant 
Mr. V.S.Gurj~r, counsel for the reep(ndenta 

CORAM: 

HOU'ELE SI-JPI ~ATAN PRAVASH, MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 

0 R D E R 

PEP H011 1 ELE SHRI FAT.I.\ll PPlU~ASH, ME!I1EEE (LTTJ[,ICIAL) 

The applicant Shri Mumta:: Ahmad rhan in this OA h3s 

India Radio. 

2. Before etating the facte of this OA it ie to be mentioned 

Murnta:: Ahmed I'h :t n V·:::O 
~ . in this 

20.1.1998 relieving him from J3ipur and to report him for juty 
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upon his promotion to the post of Progr3mme Executive at All 

India Radio vid~ Director3te order dated 31.1~.1997. 

3. In the ~resent OA the facte are that he w3s appointed as 

a Studio Executive in the respondent dep3rtment and joined at 

All India Radio, Jaipur. He was promoted as Transmission 

Executive on 14.5.1981. The grievance of the applicant ie th3t 

and was transferred back to Jaipur on 

17.3.197S. EX~·::Ut i Ve he 

t.:. .::hall en ~ed t , .. 
-.! him in 

S.B.Civil Writ Petition no.l25~/8l before High Court at 

case C•f theft .:,f a Wall Cl·: .. ::J: in th•? .:.ffice of Station 

Directo1·, Jai~_::.ur and an FIP. t.:. this effe.::t wa.s als.:. 1.: .. ]-;Ted t.y 

intention to punish him after an enquiry which wae challenged 

f 
in the Civil Suit filed bi' him "Vlhich suit H3S ultima t•:l y 

this Tt·it.mnl - ~ T A ll - 1 r: ~. r: I .-. ,;: ct:= ._ •• - _,._. _, .:.1_1. 

the~eafter was reinatate6 on 31.3.1986 and the process of 
c; 

enquiry was withdrawn and acco~dingly the applicant was 

him on 19.4.1987. The appli~ant avers that he remained under 

~uspension for about ~ years: and 3fter withdraws! of the caee 

all benefits. t-let·e ·;Jiven t.:. him 3nd h·~ "tva:= reinstated. The 

applicant w3s again transferred from Jaipur to Suratgarh vide 

order dated 1.7.1987 which was also challenged by the 

applicant at Jodhpur Bench of the Tribunal. After his order of 

Jodhpur Tribunal but having teen not corn~_::lied with, the 

'--------~---- --,'"'---------~~-~----· _ .. 
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respond~nt no.J the contempt petition was dismiseed on 

Z~.l.l99~ and noticea iaeued against respondent no.4 were 

of thia Tritunal. It haa, therefore, been averred by the 

later in the year 1989 waa promoted ae Station Director (CBS) 

to get rid of him from Jaipur off1ce. The 9pplicant haa also 

given vereion of writing a letter to the Minister of 

an.:l the financial 

treatment meted out to him in his aervice including a delayed 

given out in his pleading about the forgoing of his promotion 

the appli.:ant ie that h·=: hEt.: no:.t been rneeted .:·ut the same 

treatment by the respondent department 3nd now the reapondents 

vide order dated 1~.1.1998 have trEtnsferred him from Jaipur to 

i.e. of the 

Transmission Executive. He has, therefore, challenged this 

order d~ted 1~.1.1998 as being contrary to the echeme of the 

O:·f Tr:mafer him the 

_,....__ ....... ---- ----
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Transmie si ·~n 

sought ita setting aaide on the baais of malafide on part of 

education of his children. 

4. The reepondents have oppoeed this application by filing a 

repl7 to which no rejoinder has teen filed.· It ia the etand of 

the re3t= .. :·ndente that thi2 ·=~t:·pli·::::lti·:·n file·::l by th:= ar·pli•::ant 

fav.:.ur .:.f the apr,.li.:::ant t =· inv.:.b~ the juriadi·:::t i.:.n ·=·f this 

effect to. It has been 3verred that the appli::3nt having been 

the competent authority in consequence of hie promotion order 

Pe3pondente have al3o denied all the allegatione rn3de against 

order under challenge dated 1~.1.1998 (Ann~.A/1) hae not been 

p 
Jaiealrner in compliance of order dated 31.1~.1997 of the 

rejection. 

c:: _, . 

great detail. 

6. A2 e.tated eaxlier, the .::.ther 3pt:.li·:::atL:.n n.: .• 61'98 filed 

by the applicant has been heard and is being dispoeed of by a 

~rate 

"''~~"*"--- ------ -------- -----~---
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the ord8r of promotion of th~ ap~1i~ant datej 31.1~.1097 ~a ~t 

Annexure P/1 and hae alae filed the Memo dated ~8.1.1998 

(Annx.P/1~) denying the appli~ant•s right to re~eiv8 the order 

of promotion to the post of Programme Exe~utive. 

7. It has been argued by the learned ~ounael for the 

... 
poeted at Jaisalm~r by the ~ompetent authorit7 in ~oneequen~e 

c.f the .:.rdet· dated :::1.1~ .1997; thi.= 011. -:::ha11eno;Jin.;r th·~ C·t·der 
' 

dated 1~.1.1998 (Annx.A/1) ie mie~on~eived anj mis1e~ding ~nd 

sh·::-uld be reje-:::te.J. Thi2 ar.;yument ·=· f the learn•=:d -::.:-bnsel fe-r 
('; 

the res pe-ndente cl.:rr~3 n-:·t tall:/ \vi th the stand taJ:en the J• TT 
-'J 

~ . . th 1. . I . . ' respanoenca 1n e pre 1m1nary o~Je~tione filed on ~6.~.1998. 

In these preliminary obje~tions it has been spe~ifi~ally 

stated by the r~apondents in rar~ 4 that "It ie also ~~rtinent 

to mention here that in the instant ~ase at hand, the 

appli~ant h9s been promoted and posted at a etation different 

from the earlier an a~~ount of promotion. Therefore, the 

have not a~ted upon in ~onsequen~e cf the order d3ted 1~ Jan. 

E:-:ecutive" and at All India Padi ·=·, 
the 

very threah.:.ld." n:.t c·nl~· thia, this stand ha.= further bE:en 

c.J:.je-:·ti.:-ns wherein the resr;-.:.ndenta havE: stated that "the 

appli~ant ha3 intentionally and deliberately withheld the 

order dated ~0 Jan. 1998 aa the 2ame haa superseded the order 

----~~---- ---
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challenge in this OA. To com~r8hend the impact of this order 

dated ~0.1.1998 it is necessary to r8produ:e the whole text of 

it which reads as under:-

uconsequent upon his promoti0n to the post of 
Pr.: .. ~r.:..mm8 E:-:e.:::utiv8 at All India Padi.:., Jaisalmer vide 
Dire :::t.:.ra te' s (trd·::r n.: .• ..J ( 10). '97 -s I ( E j ( ·=,t·det· ll·:·. :=::=: 5,'S''7-
SI(E) dated 31 •. 1~.1997, Shri M.A. fhan, Tranemisaion 
E:·:e.::utive in th1e .:.ffi.:::•: stands reli·;ved .:.f his duties 
fr.:·m 17.o.=:.l9S't: (A.rl.) \·lith the inetru.:ti.:.ns t.:. rei_J.:.t·t 
hime8lf f:·1.· duty t.:. the StatLJ11 Dire.:::t·:·r/Eno:Jineet·, All 
India Radio, Jaisalmer. 

He sh.:.uld rr::turn all .:.ffi.::ial at·ti.:::l•::s liJ:e Tar;·•?S, 
E.:.d:s, Id.:?ntity Card, C.G.H.2 .• C~rd et.:::. i:=e.ued t.:. him 
and enaure that n·:·thinq rem.3.ins c·utstanding a·;p.inst him 
before leaving thie etation. 

Sd/-
(MOhan Mahirchandani) 
Station Director." 

From the perusal cf this .:rder, it is made out that there is 

no reference whateoever to the impugned order j3ted 1:=:.1.1999 

c; C·f Jaipur ~n.:l ,Jaisalmet· \·lhi·:h e:·:hiJ:.ite that the reer;.c·ndents 

themselves are not sure of the stand which they ehould adhere 

to. 

0 
1_ •• 

filed by the appli.:::.~nt, the .:.~.·.jer dated ~0.1.199::: (.1:\nn:-:.A/1) 

challenged. in that OA having been quashed and the relief 

havino;r been ·jTant•:j t.:. the ar:·t=·licant ·in it, this OA filed by 

the applicant to challenge the order dated 1:=:.1.1998 has 

beccme redundant. For this reason, there ia no need to 

delienate upon an7 other allegations made by the applicant in 

---------------~--------~~--
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Uni0n 0f India and 0thers: this OA having beccrne redundant is 

hereby rejected with no ord~r as t0 coets. 

JUDICIAL MEMBER 


