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"Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and perused the record.

A perusal of the order dated 14.08.2021 assailed in the appeal reveals that
as many as 372 employees were transferred thereunder. Clause 7 at the bottom of
the transfer order reads as under:-

"7.1" (3 of 3) [CW-12998/2021] By Clause 7, it was meant that whoseoever is
transferred on his request, is disentitled for TA/DA and by no stretch of imagination
it can be held that all the employees under transfer vide order dated 14.8.2021,
were disentitled for payment of TA/DA. This aspect has been appreciated by the
learned Tribunal while passing the order dated 22.10.2021. Even otherwise also,
judgment of Coordinate Bench of this Court in case of Sharwan Kumar Prajapat
versus State of Rajasthan, SB Civil Writ Peition No. 7341/2020, says that an order of
transfer cannot be set aside merely because no TA/DA has been made payable even
if the transfer was not on his request, which can always be directed to be paid.

In view thereof, this Court does not find any perversity or illegality in the order
impugned dated 22.10.2021 warranting interference of this Court.

The writ petition is dismissed accordingly."

AT ST AT §IRT UIRA S 3meeT # W w8 fafvee foar
g & IR ey # = 9w fe AU M & Seetw A8l fhy oM
A W WIFRE QY QIVYdd el A1 1 Fhdl | 3 A 3o
AT gRT UTRT I AT BT AT H AT < H AT Al <
Y @ R H Ab T8 BF b HRU QAYYHI T8l AT S Fhdl 7| 3k
Tl DI 3T QY ol 25.06.2022 (el =h—1) & HIgT H WA




el RS : 2105 /2022 SURS ST 3

P IMYR el & | 31 37Ul AReF Ud Jefald 81 & HRUT QIR I Al &
o gl faumT fawmr &1 aer Ry & & fh ardiemedf &1 amar wedr vd
ANThTd e el & SR Q¥ 'R | o FRmgER fRu o @l
HIIATE] B S |

3T AT URAT U #U JTel JiTemedt UTIT & UhH UR UAdGgNI

GRS B I 7 |
QY 3 EAD e DI AR gRT foEmrn S geifd
T AR B IEINd fdhar 17|
(TH.T . Brel) GGG RIED)

L LS



