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IU THE CEUTRAL ADMIUISTPATIVE TRIEUUAL, JAIPUR BEUCH, JAIPUR 

Do.te cf crder: 1o.oe.2ooo 

OA No.352/2000 

Chand Mohammed S/o Shri Waheed Mohammed, pr~aently worting on 

the post cf H2ad Luggag~ Clert at Ajmer • 

•• Applicant 

Versus 

1. Union of India through the General Man~ge~, Weatern 

2. The Divisional Railway M3nag~r (Eatt.), Western 

Raih1ay, Ajmer. 

-;, 
.J • The Senior Divisional Commercial Manager, We2te~n 

Ra i h1ay, Ajmer. 

Respondents 

Mr. P.C.Swamv, couna~l for th3 applicant. 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr. s . r: . A g a n·Ta 1 , Judi·~ ia 1 Memb.~r 

Hon'ble Mr. U.P.Ua\vani, Admin i at~: at i v .=: M·?!Ttb•=:r 

ORDER 

P.:::r Hon'ble Mr. := .• I~. A·jan-ra 1, ,Judi.::: ia l M.~mber 

Heard the learned counsel for the applicant for 

admission. The relief sought b7 the applicant in thie Original 

Application is to quash and .=et-aside the impugn.?d c.rder rjf 

transfer dated ~7.3.~000 at Ann.Al qua the applicant. Interim 

Directions are also sought tc sta7 the operation of the ord~r 

dated ~7.3.~000 qua the applicant. 

- .c 
VL in this Original 

Appl i·.:::a t ion ia that he is suf fed. ng fr.::.m heart disease for 

which he haa bgen regularlv tating treatment since 13.7.1996 • 
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The appli~:1nt al.s.:· fil·~d !::epr.~a.:!ntati.:.n before tha competent 

authority but in;st:.i l:~ c·f his request he \olas transferred from 

Ajmer to Falna. 

3. Th~ l·::arned .::ounsel f,n· the applicant submits that 

appli~ant has fil~d OA No.221/2000 earlier before this 

Tribunal and directions were issued to reapondent No.2 to 

dispose of the repraaantation o~ the applicant but his 

represent at ion waa noi: dispc.aed of b'[~ reaa.:•nad and spaaking 

order. He further reiterates the same ground before this 

Tribunal in the present OA. 

4. We have ·~c.ne i<"ierad th·= cc.ntent ic·n of the applicant 

as mentioned in this Original.Application and also perused the 

order t:•assed .:.n the representatic:·n filed by the applicant. 

5. It ·is a set tl.::d principle of laH that a tt·ans fer 

which is an incident of service is nat to be interfered with 

by the c.:.uets unlesa it is aho\m to be ·~learl·/ arbitrary or 

vitiated by mala-fide or infraction of professed norms or 

prin~iples IJ•::.vernin,;J the transf8r. In N.I~.Singh z..:_ Union of 

India and .:.rs., (1994) 28 ATC ~-.:1-6 il: \·la<3 h.;.ld by Hcn'ble the 

Supreme Court of India that in ca2e of peraonal difficulties 

relating the diffi~ulties ,:~hould be more 

appropriately consider~d by the departmental 3uthority rathee 

than the Tribunal bec:auae departmental authot·ity is expected. 

to have more immediate l:nowledo;Je. In the instant case, the 

applicant has •::.:.me up \:o2;f.:.ra this Tribunal for quashing the 

order of tranefar on account of his peraonal difficultiea for 

\vhi~h department is th·~ 3ppr.:.r-riate c!Uth.:.rit'/ to:. e:·:amine and 

~onaider the caa~ of the applicant more appropriately 3nd deal 

the same sympathetically. 
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6. In view of above all, we are not inclined to admit 

this Original AppJ.. ica'i::.ion on the same ground which has been 

already agitated by the applicant in his earlier OA. However, 

we observe that applicant is free to approach the department 

concerned for redressal of his grievance and the department is 

e~pected to consider the personal difficulties of the 

applicant eympathetically and to pass appropriate orders. 

7. With these obs~rvations, we dizpoae of this Original 

Applicaticn at the stage of admission. 

aU 
(N.P.NAWANI) ~~AL) 
Adm.Member Judl.Member 
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