
IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

w.P.(S)No. $7” OF 2014.

PETITIONER : Sunder Lal Jain.

S/o. Shri Krishna Jain. aged

about 49 years, Upper Division
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Teacher, R/o ~Vi11age Arjunee,

e };

av”
x Post-Govindpur 85 Thana—

t
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Kanker, District-North Baster,

Kanker . (C.G.). v

VERSUS

RESPONDENTS 2 1‘ State of Chhattisgarh,

Through : The Secretary,

Scheduled Tribes and Scheduled

Cast, Development, Department,

Mahanadi Bhawan, New Raipur

(C.G.).

2. The Chief Executive officer.

Zila Panchayat, Kanker.

District-North Baster, Kanker

(C.G. ).

3. Additional Chief Executive officer.

Zila Panchayat, Kanker.

District—North Baster, Kanker

(C.G.).
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4. Assistant Commissnor, Triable

Welfare Department, Kanker.

District—North Baster, Kanker

(C.G.,).

5. The Block Education Officer.

Block-Kanker, District—North

Baster, Kanker (C.G.).

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA



mm m.&9§%.No..51\S/m 2mg

mmwiam)
‘ ‘ mfadhmawww

mwa%améw $a’tmm rWWW

B HON BLE SHRI JUSTICE S JAY K AGRAWAS L
31 10 2014

Mr SomkantVerma counse forthe petitioner
Mr Prasun Bhadun Govt A vocate forthe State

(1) By this petition the petltlone challenges the order dated 04— ,

g07 2014 by which he has been transferred from Government

iddle School, Mardapoti toGover ment Middle School Timnar :

2) Learned counsel fOr the itloner would submit that the

etitioner has been transferred con Idenng him as Engiish Teacher: ,

hereas the petitioner is an Arts teacher Thus the impugned .

transfer order berng Illegal, arblt

rationalization policy may be quash d

[3) It is a trite'Iaw that transfer/p sting iS‘an incidence of service.

fhe Court should not interfere

inless there is malice, infringe ent oflstatutory rules and

'egulations. The employees may be posted anywhere at the

nstance
'Of

the emplo'yerJin pubic interest and administrative

taxigenCy Further it is forthe Gove ment to post another person if

y vacancy arises on account of t nsfer/posting of an employee t

See E P Royappa v State of T mil Nadu and another Shilpi

ihar & anothef, State of MP.

and contrary to the current ‘

‘i
th the'tra’nsfer/posting order»

ose (Mrs) and others v. State of

1974 (4) scc 3

(1991) Supp 2 scc 659
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