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COURT’'S OR JUDGE’'S ORDERS

WPSS 1590/ 2023
Hon’ble Manoj Kumar Tiwari, J.

Mr. Mukul Dangi, Advocate, for the
petitioner.

Mr. Narayan Datt, Standing
Counsel, for the State.
(2) Petitioner is serving as Revenue
Peon in District Pithoragarh. He was
transferred from Tehsil Ganai Gangoli to
Tehsil Gangolihat, vide order dated
10.8.2023. Thus feeling aggrieved, he has
filed this writ petition.

(3) Petitioner contends that SDM s
not competent for passing the transfer
order; petitioner was transferred within a
year of his posting at Ganai Gangoli and the
order of transfer is actuated with malice.
Petitioner has also relied upon Section
21(2) of the Transfer Act, which, according
to him, was violated while passing the
transfer order.

(4) Learned State Counsel, per
contra, submits that as per the Government
Order dated 12.1.1976, SDM is competent
not only to transfer Group ‘D’ employees
but also to appoint and punish them. He
further submits that there were complaints
against the petitioner that he used to
disobey the orders passed by the superior
authorities, therefore his transfer was
necessitated in order to maintain discipline
in the organisation.

(5) Coordinate Bench vide order
dated 1.9.2023 had granted interim order
in favour of the petitioner, pursuant to
which he is still continuing at Ganai
Gangoli. This Court thinks that no useful




purpose would be served by keeping the
writ petition pending. Writ petition s,
accordingly, disposed of with liberty to the
petitioner to approach the SDM concerned
by making a representation. If he makes
representation within one week from today,
SDM concerned shall take decision
thereupon within three weeks thereafter.
For a period of four weeks or till decision is
taken, whichever is earlier, there shall be
status quo qua the present place of posting
of the petitioner.

(Manoj Kumar Tiwari, J.)

13.11.2025

Pr

vavavavavavavavavava







