HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 4293 of 2020

Yogendra Kumar Sonteke S/o Late Lal Das Sonteke Aged About 46 Years
Working As Pharmacist Ayurved, Govt. Ayurved Hospital, Kumhar-Sadra,
District- Bastar, Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Health And Family Welfare
Department, Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Nawa Raipur, Chhattisgarh
2. The Deputy Secretary Government Of Chhattisgarh, Health And Family
Welfare Department, Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Nawa Raipur,
Chhattisgarh
3. The District Ayurved Medical Officer District- Bastar, District- Bastar,
Chhattisgarh
---- Respondents
For Petitioners : Shri Goutam Khetrapal, Advocate
For State : Ms. Sunita Jain, G.A.
Hon'ble Shri Justice Goutam Bhaduri
Order
28.10.2020
Heard.
1. Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the petitioner has

been transferred from Govt. Ayurved Hospital, Kumhar-Sadra, District
Bastar to Primary Health Center, Kutru, District Bijapur. He would further
submit that the petitioner was appointed in the year 2013 and posted at
Govt. Ayurved Hospital, Kumhar-Sadra, District Bastar and he has already
served for more than 7 years at Kumhar-Sadra, District Bastar, which is a
scheduled area and again the petitioner has been transferred to core-
scheduled area i.e. Bijapur. He would further submit that the instant
transfer is against the transfer policy of the State, which mandates that
after rendering services in the scheduled area, the person is required to be
posted outside the scheduled area, whereas the petitioner has again been

posted in the core-scheduled area, therefore, the transfer of the petitioner



may be canceled.

2. Per contra, learned State counsel opposes the arguments.

3. | have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the documents.

Clause 1.3 of the transfer policy reads as under :-

"13 v fgfad & wHy AfABIRGT / HariRal I gid rgqgfed
&3 H BH W HH A 9¥ D (oY 3fAT AR STRIT Al & 3T
Ta / fapragvel § &F 9 &9 9 99 & fofv gevey far Wiy |
FEiRa @l & uwa SH@T WIFRY IR gfad &F # fdar
ST | B9 W W ARGEIRAT / HHaATRAT 1 ISR &
fou wemer fmT gR1 AceH vemen fgiRa @1 Smg ) afe
IR &3 H Uy Bly ANBRI / BHaN] giRT driere gof
BN @ UTE Al JUEd Sl WM W USRS IEAl 91, a9
FUIRT FRIEE & T & Yd 39 ey H oo+ fawmmeger |
faRad # IR &RAT BRI IAD SRY W [J9FTeder gRT

genfera favty forar o |

4. After perusal of the documents it appears that the petitioner has served for

more than 7 years in the scheduled area, taking into such fact the
petitioner is given liberty to make a representation before the respondent
No.2 within a period of three weeks from today against the transfer
ventilating all the grievances and if such representation is filed, the
respondent No.2 in turn shall decide the same within a period of 45 days
from the date of receipt of the representation.

5. Till the representation of the petitioner is decided, the transfer order dated
15.09.2020 (Annexure P-1) in respect of the petitioner shall not be given
effect to.

6. With the aforesaid observation, the writ petition stands disposed of.

Sd/-
Goutam Bhaduri
Judge
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