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1. Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that order
of suspension has been revoked on 28/07/2015 and he has been
transferred to Middle School, Paradi, Block Mohla, District
Rajnandgaon. He would further submit that petitioner's Head

Quarter cannot be changed upon revocation of suspension.

2. In the matter of Ajay Kumar Choudhary v. Union of

India through its Secretary and another' the Supreme Court
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has categorically held that suspension could not be continued for
unreasonably long time, if there is any need, the government
servant can be transferred to any other place and observed in

para-21 as follows:-

“21. We, therefore, direct that the currency of a
Suspension Order should not extend beyond three
months if within this period the Memorandum of Charges/
Chargesheet is not served on the delinquent
officer/employee; if the Memorandum of Charges/
Chargesheet is served a reasoned order must be passed
for the extension of the suspension. As in the case in
hand, the Government is free to transfer the concerned
person concerned to any Department in any of its offices
within or outside the State so as to sever any local or
personal contact that he may have and which he may
misuse for obstructing the investigation against him. The
Government may also prohibit him from contacting any
person, or handling records and documents till the stage
of his having to prepare his defence.”

3. In view of above-stated pronouncement of the Supreme
Court, | do not find any illegality in the impugned order. The writ

petition is deserves to be and is accordingly dismissed.

Sd/-

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
JUDGE
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