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Shri. Shalim Sarkar   Vs.             State of Meghalaya &  4 Ors.    

Coram: 

          Hon’ble Mr. Justice Ranjit Vasantrao More, Judge 

 

Appearance: 

For the Petitioner/Appellant(s) :  Mr. K. Ch. Gautam, Adv.  

      

 

For the Respondent(s)    :  Mr. B. Bhattacharjee, AAG with 

     Ms. R. Colney, GA.       

  

       

     Heard Mr. K. Ch. Gautam learned counsel for the petitioner and Mr. B. 

Bhattacharjee learned AAG for the respondent Nos. 1-4. 

     The petitioner is an Assistant Agricultural Inspector.  By this petition he 

challenges the order dated 27th May, 2020 issued by the respondent No.2 

Director of Agriculture, Meghalaya, Shillong whereunder he has been 

transferred from office of the Sub-Divisional Agriculture Officer, 

Daddengre to office of District Agricultural Officer, Shillong.  By the very 

same order the respondent No.5 was transferred from office of the District 

Agricultural Officer, Shillong to office of the Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Daddengre. 

     It is the grievance of the petitioner that vide order dated 16th March, 2020 

he has been transferred from the office of the District Agricultural Officer, 

Shillong to the office of the Sub-Divisional Agricultural Officer, Daddengre 

and the respondent No.5 likewise transferred from Daddengre to Shillong.  

The petitioner contends that within the period of three months the impugned 

order is passed thereby he again transferred from Daddengre to Shillong.  

The learned counsel submits that the impugned order is not in public 

interest.  He also apprehends that if the petitioner is shifted to Shillong he 

has to remain in quarantine in Shillong, in view of the Pandemic Covid-19 



 

 

Likewise respondent No.3 is also required remain in quarantine in 

Daddengre.  The learned counsel further submits that there is policy of the 

Government that normally government servant be allowed to complete 

tenure of 3 years at one place.  The learned counsel undertakes to place this 

policy on record before next date of hearing. 

      Mr. B. Bhattacharjee, learned AAG appearing for the respondent Nos. 

1-4 submits that the impugned transfer order is in public interest.  There are 

no mala-fide alleged and, therefore, this Court should not interfere transfer 

order.  He also submits that there is no policy of the Government which 

prohibits the transfer of the government servant within the period of 3 years.  

Learned AAG also wants to place his affidavit-in-reply on record.  He seeks 

some time for that purpose. 

     Accordingly, in the light of the above I pass following orders: - 

1. Registry is direct to issue notice to respondent No.5.  Notice is made 

returnable to 20-07-2020. 

2. The parties shall maintain status quo as of today regarding the 

transfer of the petitioner and the respondent No.5 under the impugned 

order. 

 

  

 

 

 

                                                                                   Judge 

 

Meghalaya 

18.06.2020  

“Biswarup PS”  


