SOURABH
BHILWAR

Digitally signed b;
SOgURASIIE»Hg 4
BHILWAR

Date: 2026.10.13
10:53:35 +0530

CGHC010396842026 2026:CGHC:43912
NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 7384 of 2026

Pranav Khandekar S/o Late Shri K. A. Khandekar, Aged About 45 Years
Working As Sub Engineer, At Project Implementation Unit Mohla-
Manpur, Chhattisgarh Rural Road Development Agency (Rural
Engineering Services), Mohla -Manpur, District- Mohla -Manpur
Ambagarh Chowki, (C.G.)

... Petitioner

versus

1 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Department Of
Panchayat And Rural Development, Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya,

Naya Raipur, District Raipur (C.G.)

2 - Development Commissioner, Office Of Development Commissioner,
Vikas Bhawan North Block Sector 19, Naya Raipur, Atal Nagar , District
Raipur (C.G.)

3 - Chief Executive Officer, Chhattisgarh Rural Road Development
Agency , Vikas Bhawan Civil Lines, Raipur (C.G.)

4 - Engineer In Chief, Office Of Development Commissioner , Vikas

Bhawan Nava Raipur, Atal Nagar, District Raipur (C.G.)

5 - Chief Executive Officer, Zila Panchayat Mohla, District Mohla -
Manpur -Ambagarh Chowki, (C.G.)

6 - Executive Engineer, Rural Engineering Services, Division Mohla,
District Mohla -Manpur -Ambagarh Chowki, (C.G.)
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7 - Chief Executive Officer, Zila Panchayat Kondagaon, District-
Kondagaon (C.G.)

8 - Collector, District Mohla -Manpur -Ambagarh Chowki, (C.G.)

... Respondents

(Cause title is taken from Case Information System)

For Petitioner - Mr. Jeet Ram Patel, Advocate

For Respondents/ State : Mr. Vivek Verma, Govt. Advocate

(Hon’ble Shri Justice Ravindra Kumar Agrawal)

Order on Board

09/10/2026

1. Challenge in the present petition is to the order dated 01.10.2026

2.

(Annexure P/1), passed by respondent No.1, whereby the
petitioner, who is working as a Sub-Engineer at Panchayat and
Rural Development Department and posted at Project
Implementation Unit, Mohla-Manpur, has been transferred to

Project Implementation Unit, Kondagaon.

Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the petitioner
has been transferred in violation of the Transfer Policy dated
03.06.2015 and 05.06.2025. He would submit that earlier, the
petitioner had worked for more than thirty years in the core
Scheduled Area, and he has again been transferred to the core
Scheduled Area, which is in violation of the Transfer Policy dated
03.06.2015. He would further submit that the wife of the petitioner
Is also posted at Government Middle School, Kaudikasa, Block
Ambagarh Chowki, and as per Clause 3.13 of the Transfer Policy

dated 05.06.2025, the husband and wife may be posted at the
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same place. He would also submit that, raising his grievance, the
petitioner has made his representation dated 05.10.2026 to the
respondent authorities, as per Clause 8 of the Transfer Policy
dated 05.06.2025, which is yet to be considered by the authorities
concerned. He would lastly submit that since the transfer of the
petitioner is in violation of the Transfer Policies dated 03.06.2015

and 05.06.2025 , the same may be quashed.

On the other hand, learned State counsel opposes the
submissions made by learned counsel for the petitioner and would
submit that there is no restriction that, even if the petitioner had
worked in the core Scheduled Area, he cannot be transferred
again to the said area. So far as the grievance raised by the
petitioner under Clause 3.13 of the Policy dated 05.06.2025 is
concerned, the petitioner has already made his representation,
and it is for the authorities concerned to decide the same in
accordance with Clause 8 of the said Policy. He would also submit
that the petitioner cannot claim to be posted at the same place, as
he has been transferred in view of administrative exigency. He,
therefore, submits that the petition is without merit and is liable to

be dismissed.

| have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the

documents annexed with the petition.

From perusal of Clause 8 of the Policy dated 05.06.2025, it is
evident that the respondent authorities have provided an in-house
mechanism for consideration of the grievances of employees who

have been transferred under the Policy dated 05.06.2025. The
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Clause 8 of the Transfer Policy reads as under:

“8., TR & favg srarded

QIFIAROT § AfAd MIhT Jaeh gRT 37U RIFIAR0T & fdog
VTG chael RIFIARUT Hifd & Iewiad g4 W gl Iad IewiaA
B et et & Tau # TE YR & 1Y IHIAROT ST
SIRY g1 ot faf & 15 feqe & +ftar usmefia wueiaRor smdsr &
gfd afgd e gRT 1fed aks afkat o gfffa & datee gd
i, I U fA9nT st ugd fohar i1 g afafa gro
U UeheUTT ohl 3T TATIGRUT HIfd h UhTT & ULI&TT e b ggqid
SO ST Geiferd fawmT st Uit <t saedt)”

6. Since the petitioner has already raised his grievance by making a
representation dated 05.10.2026, as per Clause 8 of the Transfer
Policy dated 05.06.2025 and the said representation of the
petitioner is to be considered by the authorities concerned, this

Court is not inclined to entertain the present petition, at this stage.

7. Accordingly, the present writ petition is disposed of directing the
respondent authorities to decide the representation of the
petitioner in an objective manner and pass a reasoned order
within the period prescribed under Clause 8 of the Transfer Policy

dated 05.06.2025, in accordance with law and on its own merits.

8. The writ petition accordingly stands disposed of with the

aforesaid observation and direction.

Sd/-
(Ravindra Kumar Agrawal)
JUDGE

$. Bhilwar
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