
CSHTRAt^ APMINiarBj^IVETiaBUNftL.JABALPUR BEMCH.JABM1PUR

oriqipal Application No^372 of 199B

JabaXpur, this the 3lst day of January#2003 •

Iton'ble Mr,R«K#Upadhyaya-. Menber (Admnv*)

Shri B*L«Tiwari son of Shri D
Tiwari, aged 44 years# presently-
working as TTA in the office of
JTO (Gcp,), Vidisha# i^^o 48#
Regiment jRoad, Bhopal-462001* -APPLIGAHT

(By Advocate- NOne)

Versus

1, Union of India throu^
the Secretary# Ministry of
OORiDuniCations# Sanchar Bhawan#
New Delhi*

2* The Qiief General Manager (CGM),
li«F .Telecom Circle# Hsshan gab ad Road,
Bhopal-12 (M.P*}

3* The Telecom District Engineer#
Visidha, Madhya Pradesh,

(By Advocate- Mr. S*A#Dharmadhikari for
Mr • S ,0* Shanaa)

-RESPONDENTS

ORDER (08M.1

The applicant has challenged the impugned

transfer order dated 2*4*;199« (Annexure-Ap-4) by

fdrLch he has been transferred iroro Vidisha to Bareli

under S.D.U.T*#Bareli^

2*: It is stated by the applicant that he was

worlcing as Telecom Technical Assistant (for short*TTA*)

in the Office of Junior Telecom Orflcer,Vidlsha*The

claim of the applicant Is that senior persons are

transferred first and the applicant is not the

senior most person* Therefore# the order of transfer

deserves to be quashedii According to the applicant#

his order of trauisfer shows the pick and choose

policy of the adrainistration*Therefore# it deserves

to be cancelled#

Con td* « #'#SP2/**



•* »» 2 „

2n the repx, .xxed Xt has heen state, that the
present applloaUon is naae on irlvoi™

trlvolous grounds. The^mxcant has heen transte„eo pnrel, on ao^nistratlve
rr -ve e^^enoles-ell ̂ephone .ohan.e. thete .s no telieal
etatf to loojc after the exohanoe anrt

power plant.
therefore, the applicant ^

^  transferred and rv.-.. ^there In the interest of service .
the v„ . ®° «°rk Oftiie Exchange and the<uiu zne Power Plant of Barei i «

surfer and sn»ethana sioaoth woricing of teieo««.

Ptovlde. to the puhll oould nePahlle and the suhsorlner, of Barell
a^hansre. The respondents have further t
PUreuance to the

parent- nnlt. and th<
infru t tPPlioatlon has neco™infructuous and deserv^o a.oeserves to be dismissed

—Ody Is present on behalf of the
even at the ^ sppiicantat the second calls Earlier when the
tor hearing on 30ilj2003 i ■♦x»ai003, junior to Smt s mo..

appliosnt had appesred andtifc'i'«area and stated tha*- *.u

" the ,ppii,3„, the counsel3  instructions in this case^.
After considering the maten i

-cord and after hearing the iaar.ad
respondents. thi« counsel of•  ̂plication l<? ^■hte 15(1) of Oentr i hlsjiosed of under
-esaig.,, --ntstratlve Trlhuhel(Procedure,
^  There is nothing to justify sny mterfer
in the order passed by the rs ihtarference
having joined his perent uhlt^'lT'^^
•-COS. lpfr„stuous. O.A. has
6p T•tn the result, f-ho

«»». e, ■"""="■» " ■u™..-^ as to costsi!

rkv.
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