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ANIL KSHETARPAL, J. (ORAL)

The petitioner has been repatriated to his parent department
on account of pendency of FIR No. 5 dated 29.2.2020 under Section 420
IPC and Section 7 Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, Police Station
Vigilance Bureau, Bathinda.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that in the
aforesaid FIR the petitioner has entered into a compromise and
therefore, the petitioner cannot be repatriated.

Admittedly, the petitioner is working in the Intelligence
Wing on deputation basis. There is no bar on the Intelligence Wing to
repatriate the employee, who is working with it on deputation basis, to
his parent department. In the present case, the petitioner is involved in a
case under Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. In such circumstances,
this Court does not find any fault with the repatriation of the petitioner.
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Learned counsel for the petitioner further relies upon an

order passed in CWP-19332 of 2020 Gurmeet Singh vs. State of

Punjab and others. This Court has carefully perused the order. In the

facts of that case, the Court issued notice of motion, however, the facts
of the present case and the aforesaid case are not at par. Hence, no
ground to issue writ is made out.

Dismissed.
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