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IN THE.I CENTRAL ~-DMI.NIS~~RATIVE TRIBUNAL 1 JAIPUR BENCH 1 J AlPUR 

T·.A .No .• 10/2000 
\ 

Date ·of order:. 18. 7. 2001 

2~ 

3. 

~ 

· Jagdisn Singh,: S/o ·sh .M.ohan Singh, . working ·as Art 

Teacher, Jawahar Navodaya. VidyalayC3:, .Atru, Distt~ 
\ 

· Barah, Raj~sth•n· 

.. ~~App~icant. 

. \ ·Vs.· ., 

i 
Union of India ~through Dir•ctor, Navodaya Vidyala~a 

i··samiti, A-39, Kai-lash Colony, New Delhi. · :.. . . 

• \ 

0

Dy .Direct or, Navoda.ya Vidyalay .Sarni ti i A-12, Shastri 

Naga·r, Jaipur. 

Collector/Chairkan, Distt.;Baran, Rajasthan. 
I 

4. Principal, Jawahar Nayodaya Vidyalaya, ·Attru, Baran.; 

••• Respondents. 

None for the applicant 

Mr.V.S.Gurjar : for respondents. 

CORAM: 

. I . 
Hon'ble Mr'.S.K.Agarwal, Judicial Member~ 

- I 

PER HON'BLE MR S.K.AGARW'AL, JUDICIAL MEMBER. 
. . I 

A Civil Suit was filed by the applicant before. the 

Court . of Civil Judge (JD)., · Attru, District 

challenging the order of. hi's ·transfer qated 8 .5 .96 by which 

the applican~ was transferted to Bu~wa,·pistt.Banswara. 

·2. .Reply to the suit was filed before the· Court. In the 

reply', it· has been ·made 'specifically_ that the applicant_ has· 
i I · 

joined 'this' place of transfer on-30.8.96, theiefore, this 
' ' ' '. 

suit ha~ become~infructuous. 
I 

i 

3~ )y_ order dated l.li.2bpo, the- suit· was transferred 
' J, 

to this Tribunal .and 1the same was registered as -T.A 

No.10;2obo 

4. Q~ 
fa~----

eard tqe 

, ·\I .. 
. ' 

1 earned -counsel 
I 

' . , 
. I 
. I 

I 

!, 

for the respondent~. None 

' {-
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./ 

i, 
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,I 

. ' 

' 2_ 

appl/icant in. sp~te of the fact' that on 
4.4.2qo1, the- applican~ himself appeared_ i(l.person and snown 

' 

his vi11irigness to ~ngage a counsel but - thereafter on 
I 

31.5.~001 and to day npne appeared for.the applicant~ - / 

I i 

· 5. i I perused thb, whole record and als_o heard. the 

iearn~d counsel for t~e. respondents •. 

1

1 

• Admittedly, t~e applicant ,·.;: .. , joiri'ed his new plc;ice 6. 

of 
·I .. -

post_1ng on 3'0 .8. 9.6/. No ma la tides COl,lld _be esta,_blished by-
.. ~ 

the applJcant again~t respondent No.4. 
/ 

Trans fer is 
' ' -~---- i - . ' - - ' ' 
incidence of service' and one can be. transferred· from 

pla~l to -~nother in khe~~nterest of admirtistration and 
·/ I , . - • . . 

• I . • t 

Trib~nal- can interfe~e only -when it - is in violation of 
I . . . ~ ! . . - . 

statµtory rules and attuated with ~alafides. 

7. I In the 
i . 

in_stant case, do find that I not 

the -

one 

the 

the· 

any 

statutory rule has b~en violated whiie issuing_the im~ugned 

ord~r of - tr~nsfer;. The respondents·• department 
I . I . 

catJgorically. stated! that· the applicant w~s trans,fe~_red in 

· admlnistr~tive in·t~r~st. 1

N-o malafid~ - 2ould b~ established 

has 

by 

the a'pplicant agains-t respondent No.4, therefore, I am of 

the! considered opini1oJ? that no case is. made out in f~vo~r of 
: 

the: applicant and- t~is--T.A is devoid of any merit and liable 
I -

-! 
·to .

1
b'e · dfsmissed. 

' 8. 
: 

I, therefor~, dismiss th{s T.A ~aving no ~erit ·with 

no :order as to cost~. 
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Member ( J) • 

I -


