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ORAL JUDGEMENT
Rul e.
It is contended by the | earned counsel for the petitioner

that the inmpugned order has been passed wi thout affording
an opportunity of being heard to the petitioner. It is



al so contended that M. S. Aparna, Collector of Valsad
who has been transferred by order dated February 2, 1997
has passed the inmpugned order on March 3, 1997. W1t hout
entering into the controversy whether she was relieved
before March 3, 1997 or she had heard the matter prior to
t hat or the fact that it was signed earlier but
despatched only on March 3, 1997, the order deserves to
be set aside on the first ground as the same has been
passed wi thout giving any opportunity of hearing to the

petitioner. Moreover, as a matter of propriety, once an
officer is wunder transfer he should not pass any
ef fective order unless circunstances so require. |n case

order was passed on January 31, 1997 she should have
clearly mentioned in the order itself that it was signed
on January 31, 1997.

In view of the aforesaid facts, the Special G vi
Application is allowed and the inpugned order dated March

3, 1997 is quashed and set aside. The petitioner to
appear before the District Collector at Valsad on
15.9.1997. The Collector will pass fresh order after

hearing the petitioner

Rule is nade absolute. No order as to costs. Direct
service is permtted.



