
IN THS CSI·!TP~A.L ADfv!HJI~3TRA..TIVS TRIBUl\!Al, 

cThi PUR BEII!CH, ,J}\I PUE 

,Jaipur, 21 :o:t i'lio-vember, :;:·oo.s 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 290/2005 

HON T BLE !V1R. f•L 1. Cl-LU..UW.N I HE!'·'IBER (,JUDI CI.AL) 

r··'lathur ;~on .of Shri R..S. !Vlathur 
130 Civil L1nes, 

2re::u~ntly v.rorkin9 as 

aged about 41 year::: 
resident of 
(Rajasthan). 

Station Road, Kota 
Assistant 

(C:i 1.1i l) , 
Tonk.. 

Deoli, CPhlr, Central Sub Division-II, 
Engineer 
District 

. .... Applican !:. 

By Advocate Hr. P. P. !Vla thur 

1 Union of India through the Secretary to the Government 
of India, Ministry of Urban rlevelopment, Nriman 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2 The Directorate General Central Public Works 
Department, Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi. 

.. .. '?.e:::q:ondent:::: 



/ 

I 
/ 

ORDER (ORAL) 

The applicant has filed thi::; OA thereby prayin~; _for the 

following reliefs:-

(a) quash and set aside the transfer order dated 
4.4.2005 qua the applicant (Annexure A/1) 

(b) Direct the respondents to retain the applicant at 
his present place o£ posting i.e. at Deoli, District 
Tonk. 

(c) Any ,,)ther order or clirecti•)n, 1:vhich this Hon' bl-::?. 
Tribunal deem fit in the facts and circumstanc~s of 
the case may al::;o be allov;ed in fav,:,ur o£ the 
applicant. 

2. The facts o£ the case are that the applicant alongwith 

25 persons were t.rans£Ejr.r:ecl vide office order N(). 54/2005 

dated 1/4 April, 2005. Against this order, some of the 

persons named therein filed OA:. before the Principal Bench. 

and the Principal Bench stayed the operation o£ the 

impugned order dated 01/4 April, 2005. Hov.rever, 

:::ubsequently the said order vJ'as modified and confined to 

the applicant before the Principal Bench in OA No. 790/200.5 

and other OAs. Pursuant to mocli£i·::.~ation of stay order by 

Principal Bench, since the applicant 'i•.ras not party in any 
-~;.:. 

-~ l)fte o£ the OAs, tl1e at)l)licant filecl tb.is OA a11d this .. 
Tribunal viclB order dated 27. 06.2005 stayed the operation 

of the impugned order :::o £ar .=.c• 
·-·~· 

it pertains to the 

applicant. However, :::ub:3equently, the said stay order was 

not extended vide order elated 0':1. 10.2005 \;~hen it. v.ras 

l: l t t tl +- · +=' tl ... ,l· "" .... 'T'rl' l,··'Lln:=>l 1-1·1:::.t t. 1.'e pv-inci't)al -)roug 1. o .1e no ._lee 0.1.. • ~ ., "' ~ "' •- .... 

l I . · :1 <-I OA r.r 7_C)u~· ,/200.5 and otlv::r five Bench hac c lSnnssec ule ·. 'l0. -

matters. 

3 Learned counsel for the applicant submit::l that be is 

not: pressing this OA on merits now and he lN'ill be satisfied 

the directions is given to the appropriate authority to 



entertain his rerresentation dated 13.04.2005 (A;inexure 

A/15) and pass appropriate order regarding the personal 

dif£icultie:3 which t.he applicant vill be facing on ac·count. 

::tf his transfer vide impw;rned order·. 

4 In viev of \r,rbat J·,as been stated abcnre, I am c£ the 

view that ends o£ justice will be met i£ t.he direction is 

given to the respondents to decids t.lv:: rst_::;ressntc.t.ir)n dated 

13.04.2005 (Annexure A/15). Accordingly, the respondent No. 

2 is directed to consider ths representation o£ the 

applicant 13.04.2005 (Annexure A/15) and 

~ appr:opriate or·der \•ri thin a period o£ c:ne month from th<~ 

date o£ receipt t)f a copy of thi:::: o.r.:der. 

r.: 
,J With these observations, 

order as to costs. 

the OJ.\. l' ·=· 
~· dispo::::ed \•v"it.h no 


