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_-IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 
- JAlPUR BENCH, JAIPUR. 

> -. Jaipur, the 12th day of July, 2010· 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION No.3-20/2010 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR.M.L.CHAUHAN,-JUDICIAL MEMBER 

· Purshottam Srivastav-a; 
Director, 

' ·" ) 

Geological Survey of India, Paleontology Division, 
Jhalana Doongri,. 
Jaipur.: _ 

('By Advocate : Shri P.P.Ma_thur) 

1. 

· -Versus 

Union of.India through 
-Secretary, 
Ministr:-y of Mines; 

·Central Secretariat; 
:·New Qe.lhi. 

Dire<;:tor General, 
. Geolo.gica] Survey' of India, 

Central Headquarter, 
27, Jawahar La.l Neh-ru· Road, 

· Kolkata. 

- .· 

... Applicant 

,-
... Respondents 

(By--Advocate : -S-hriD.C.Sharma) 

-ORDER 

PER HON'BLE MR.M.l.CHAUHAN 

The- applicant. has filed this -OA agai.nst the impugned 

.. order- dated·- 1.6.2010 -.(Ann.A/1), whereby he has been 
- ' 

transferred from· Jaipur. to Nagpur. · . - . . . . 
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· 2. Grievance of·- the applic<;Jnt in .this ·case· is. that his 

_ daughter is· disabled· a'n·d his wife is also ·working _in the St~te . 

Governrl_lent. As such, he sho-uld not have been transferred in 

view of the guidelines .issued by. the department in ·th·at behalf 

and more particularly the circ-ular dated 14.6.2cfio (Ann.A/13), 

which stipulates that;. "Officers fi.aving yfi:ysica[[:f anc( 
. . . 

?nenta{[y c'fui[[en.gea cfiJ[c( ecru£ aCso A.aving serio1-rs aifing. 

aeyenaentyarents ··wi[[ 6e Yetr;Lihea Ln -consiae?"ation of tfi.eiY 

· e1?1.e:rgerLc~J cu1.a conthnrecfntecficai treatn'Le7'lJ~': · 

3. Learned counsel for the applicant submits that the 

applic.:rnt has ~already--made a representation on 28.4.2010 to· 

respondent No .. 2 (Ann-;A/5). thereby highlighting the aforesaid 

grievances. 

4.· ·, Learned _counsel for· the applicant further submits that 

even the applicant is not physically fit and this is also· one of 

the_ grounds. which warrant cancellation of the impugned 
. . 

transfer· order (Ann.A/1). 

5. I have .heard learned counsel for the applicant. Shri · 

D.C.Sharma, Advocate,· also puts-in appearance and submits 

that he is· authorised to. appear in this case on .behalf of the 

respondents . 

I .. 

6.- · .. learned counsel for the applicant submits that he will be 

satisfied, ·at this stage,· if a direction is given· to respon_dent 

. No.2 to decide the representation of the applicant (Ann.A/~) 

with_in a· prescribed period. · He. further submits that he may 

also: be ·permitted to file an additiona I representation thereby 

raisin_g a further ground regarding ill health of the applicant. 

7. ' Since representation of the applicant is pending· and,. 

admittedly, the_ order of transfer wiU cause lot of difficulties a_nd 

dislocati.on ·of the family· set-up of the appiicant, I am of the 

·view that such· a g·rievance and personal difficulties can be 
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·raised by the applicant oefore the ~ppropriate authority, who 

may look into ·the_ matter objectively. 
':__ . 

8. Accordingly, I arn of the view that in case the -applicant·· 

files a fres.h r-ep:esentation within a p_e~iod of seven days, 

respondent , No.2 shall consider the same a·nd -p.ass an · 
~ 

appropriate order.- However, in case no fres'h representation is _-

filed by t_he applicant within the stipulated period~ respondent 

- No.2- shall di~pose of the .earlier· represet}tation of ~he applicant· 

dated 28 .4. 2010 (An ri .A/5) taking into tonsideratio-~ the 

grievances so raised by the appl!cant in his representation. Till 

such a representation i~ not -disposed of by .respondent No.2,_­

the respondent-s shall maintained status-quo qu·a transfe-r_ of' 

the applicant-vide impu-gned order dated 1.6.2010 (Ann.A/l). 

9. With these observation, the OA stands 

no order as to costs:· 
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disposed of with 

~[/ 
( M . L. CHAUHAN) 
'MEMBER (J) 


