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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

Writ Petition (S) No. 3209 OF 2015

Rakesh Kumar Purohit S/o Shri Kanhu Charan Purohit aged about 27 years 

R/o village Chikhali Post Sukhipali P.S. and Tahsil Pithoura Civil and Revenue 

District Mahasamund  (CG)

---Petitioner

Versus

1. State  of  Chhattisgarh  through  the  Secretary  Panchayat  Department 

Mantralaya Mahanadi Bhawan Naya Raipur District Raipur (CG)

2. Collector Mahasamund District Mahasamund (CG)

3. Chief  Executive  Officer  District  Panchayat  Mahasamund  District 

Mahasamund (CG)

4. Chief Executive Officer Janpad Panchayat Pithoura District Mahasamund 

(CG)

----Respondents

And

Writ Petition (S) No. 3210 OF 2015

Krishna Kumar Chouhan S/o Shri Ran Sai Chouhan aged about 40 years R/o 

village Bhaskarapali  Post  Limdarha P.S.  Basna Civil  and Revenue District 

Mahasamund  (CG)

---Petitioner

Versus

1. State  of  Chhattisgarh  through  the  Secretary  Panchayat  Department 

Mantralaya Mahanadi Bhawan Naya Raipur District Raipur (CG)

2. Collector Mahasamund District Mahasamund (CG)

3. Chief  Executive  Officer  District  Panchayat  Mahasamund  District 

Mahasamund (CG)

4. Chief Executive Officer Janpad Panchayat Pithoura District Mahasamund 

(CG)

----Respondents

For Petitioners : Mr. Awadh Tripathi, Advocate 
For Respondents/State : Mr. Akash Pandey, P.L. 
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Hon’ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order on Board

18/11/2015

1. Learned counsel  for  the petitioners would submit  that petitioners 

were  transferred  on  the  mutual  basis  by  order  dated  10.8.2015  and 

immediately  thereafter,  without  any  reason,  their  order  of  transfer  was 

cancelled by order dated 14.8.2015 by modifying the order. He would further 

submit  that  there was no apparent  or  administrative reason to  modify  the 

order dated 10.8.2015. He would further submit that other persons who were 

transferred by order dated 10.8.2015 on mutual basis, their transfer order has 

not been cancelled. He would lastly submit that petitioners be permitted to 

make representation before the respondent No.3. 

2. Be  that  as  it  may,  the  petitioners  are  directed  to  make 

representation before the respondent No.3, who in turn shall  consider and 

decide  the  representation  in  accordance  with  law expeditiously  preferably 

within a period of 30 days from the date of filing of the representation keeping 

in view the fact that their transfer is based on mutual basis which has already 

been accepted and in that context, order has been issued on 10.8.2015. 

3. With  the  aforesaid  direction,  the  writ  petitions  stands  finally 

disposed off. It is made clear that this Court has not expressed any opinion 

on the merit of the case. 

                                                                                                            Sd/- 

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
                                                                                                      JUDGE

Tiwari   


