WRIT PETIT;ON'NQ.'_;ifiiémw OF 2003
P%TITIQNEB. e | x&h‘ %hojraj Singh son of late Bhure
| Singh, aged 55 years, reserve
Inspector (on leéve) resident of
village Chikhaldaha, Tahsil
Khalragarh, Distt. Rajhandgaon
(CuGa)
;
State of Chhattisgarh
Through- The Secretary Home
Depariméh{, Mantral aya, D.K;Sg'
Ehawén; Raiﬁur@- |

: € ‘
Inspector Gneral of Police

State of Chhattisgarh, Raipur.

Superintendent of Police:
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PETITIGN WADER ARTICLE 226 & OF THE CONSTITUTICON OF INDLA.

Bla pur Distt. Jagadalpur, Bastar;
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S : Shri H.B. Agarwal, Sr.[Advocate with Shri Pankaj Agarwal,

counsel for the petitioner. ) -
- Shri Akhil Agarwal, Pane} Lawyer for the State.

Heard.

The petitioner has preferred. this writ petition being aggrieved by |
the order dated 20, 11.2002 phssed ‘by réspoﬁdent No.2 whereby the

petitioner has been posted UHFEI' Inspector General of Policey Bastar

and his services have been placed under the control of Inspector
General of Police being posted finder his jurisdiction. - '

The main ground raised [by the peﬁtioner in thig petition ig that
h_é had élrea&y worked in the paxallites area, therefore, the impugned
| order is malafide. - | |
i : .~ Reply of this writ petifion has been filed on behalf of the .
| i ’ _respondﬁﬁt ‘State in which it pas been mentioned that the petitioner
had %iev'er cerved in the naxailifes area, however in the vear 1976 he

e

was posted as Platoon {‘.-ommapdef in 24t Patallion (SAT) and at that

dme he was awarded by thel. State of Bibar. It has further been

mentioned that aftci‘ a lapse pf 27 years it cannot be said that the
‘petitioner is still in the hit list $f the naxailites,

It is an admitted pesiti&n that the petitioner has worked in the
State of Bihar befo:re 1976, Tqut the petitioner has not been able to
<how that he had ever beerd posted in ihe naxallites area in the
erstwhile State of M.P. or C.G/, therefore, 1 do not find any subsiance i

in the gronnd raised by the pefitioner. S )
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two vears upto the satisfaction

Learned Sr. Counsel for

the petitioner drawing attention of the

Court towards Column No.7 df transfer policy in which it has been

mentioned that if any Sub-Ins

pector or Inspector rendeorod two years

services satisfactorily in the ngxallites arca then he will be entitled to

seek his transfer as per his ch

of the range out of three police

naxailiics arca, therefore he is
In this petition order da

after passing of the said ordet

for the authorities to consider 4

in the result, I do not
impugned order dated 22.11.
liable to be dismissed and acco

- . Consequently, M.W.P. Ne

vice given by him for his posting in one

ranges, argued that after passing of the

- impugned order the petitioney has already served two vears in the

rntitied for his transfer.

d 22, 11,2002 has been impﬁgned -and
of the authorities concerned then it s
hié aspect and pass appropriate order,
ind any illegality or irreguiarity in the
2002, the petition of the petitioner is
rdingly, it is d.ismiss_cti.

.1160/2003 also stands dismissed.
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if the petitioner has served more than

Sd/-
- L:C.BHADOO
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