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Court No. - 33

HON'BLE VIKAS BUDHWAR, J.

1. Heard Sri Suyash Pandey, learned counsel for the petitioner and Sri Vivek
Singh, learned Standing Counsel, who appears for State-respondents.

2. The counsdl for the rival parties have made a joint statement that they do
not propose to file any further affidavits thus with the consent of the parties,
writ petition is being decided at the fresh stage.

3. The case of the writ petitioner is that he was appointed on the post of
Village Development Officer on 08.01.2008. However, according to the writ
petitioner, one Anand Kumar Singh who was resident of the said village,
expired in the year 2014 and one Pragya Singh claiming to be the wife of the
deceased had preferred an application before the Block Development Officer
to enter her name as well as the name of the daughter in the family register.
As per thewrit petitioner, the Block Development Officer, Baragaon,
Varanas entertained the said application and had made an endorsement and
passed a routine order on the said application whereby the writ petitioner
who was the Village Development Officer has been directed to investigate
and verify the documents and enter the name as mentioned in the application
as per the prevailing rules. According to the writ petitioner, there happened
to be certain disputes inter se between the parties emanating from the
application seeking recording of the name and a show cause notice came to
be issued to thewrit petitioner by Assistant Development Officer on
23.12.2005 as to why without there being any specific order, thewrit
petitioner proceeded to enter the name and why FIR be not lodged and
disciplinary proceedings be not initiated. To which the writ petitioner
tendered its reply and thereafter on 31.12.2025, Assistant Development
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Officer, Panchayat Baragaon, Varanasi proceeded to passed an order, which
is quoted hereinunder:

e fawa SIfUwrt (o) Sgriia-arerrdt

e,

wfa/am e aftw™

TMoYo-fawra &ie

TAoTo-geria-arTurEt

fawa-amad grRT At ot A 29.12.2025 F €@+ 7

3T gRT AT U3 & A1edd & shodo 01 & Tmad 09 d H URaR oie? Ao
Ho fav1a e [dow@o FeMIla, dgdie fUUSTT, SHUG aRTTE! St URAR oiee? &
T To 118 T A 51 i & Ty T 3TaTd el g, foh URaR Ioree &
et oft aafes o1 7 o, darem a1 e A & AeR e fae™
SARH (Uo) H AT 81 HeHA-3oHoUId IS (FgHd ISR ol IIRET0)
famTEet 1970 1 Br ufd|

3 g foT Were faah Ifae (do) o 3T1eLT o HoTo favd ahie Ufar
AR & 7 o 118 # oiiAdt v &g 1 = g o1 = gt fomam 1 21
e &t AfAGfch o e # T foan 71 8, foh Wofdodto (Uo) SgWTia o armeer
T elTg UR Toham TRT €| TR U1 IS 18 [ TG hl Tt U o AT el el
21 S foh SfrdeT U W SegEdieRl g1 T foeiar g, foh Mofdosto /
AloYodfo AW HIHIR HaTeh Hdarel & | HofdodHo (Yo) & U
Para Judiciary/3Te =mfie Ui gidl g1 fSgeh dgd Hofdosto (Uo) Tul, ddiem
1 e e o feifd ameer Sd 81 SeehT iurel 3Tdes gk =18 fohar T &1
St Para Judiciary 1<k aTet 3TRST &7 STfashHUT 81

P & FaY H WY FAT ¢ o URaR AT Uloto fR@ e,
fdo@oagnTia, dedie fUUsy S-UG aRTUTH! & T To 118 & URAR & Tl
1 [daR0T U8 FHo 251 W Teh § @Ed 15 Teh HHITHR d1 U8 Ho 252 WX 18
¥ 19 T URAR % ST T AW Jfohd &1 T=g AT gRT U8 Ho 252 W hodo
20 3R 21 FHi%H TR M 35t 7 &d gd IS Ho 251 W & FHodo 15. & 1§
ik 20 R 21 sifha foram 7T &7 Feea 1 T e YA &) forash
o e quf 7 3 geft 2

H1eF-URAR ¥lo & Hodo-118 & Y8 Fo 251 252 ! BRI



WRIA No. 3224 of 2026
3

31: IWAh [sehd & TR W AU Q16! A g4 afeieh hrdarel ol 4 qrey
I Y ?

TET faehrd AfRT (o)

4. Questioning the same, the writ petitioner has been filed the present writ
petition.

5. Learned counsel for the writ petitioner has submitted that first of all the
writ petitioner could not have been implicated and there is no occasion to
departmentally proceed against the writ petitioner. Submission is that even
there happens to be a jurisdictional error as the District Development Officer
is the appointing authority. He further submits that the contentions so raised
by thewrit petitioner in reply to the show cause notice has not been
considered.

6. Learned Standing Counsel on the other hand submits that till date, no
disciplinary proceedings has been initiated and further in case any charge-
sheet is issued and served then it would be open for the writ petitioner to
question the same either before the authority or before appropriate forum
raising the issue of jurisdiction and also substantiating the claim that the writ
petitioner has not committed any misconduct so as to warrant disciplinary
proceedings.

7. Having heard learned counsel for the parties and bearing in mind the
aforesaid fact situation, this Court does not find any justifiable ground at this
stage to interfere, particularly, when departmental proceedings has not been
initiated. Neither thewrit petitioner has been suspended nor thewrit
petitioner has been served with the charge-sheet. In case any adverse orders
are passed then it is aways open for the writ petitioner to raise legal and
factual issuesin that regard.

8. Accordingly, the writ petition stands disposed of.

March 9, 2026
Ashu

(Vikas Budhwar,J.)
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ASHUTOSH KUMAR PRAJAPATI
High Court of Judicature at Allahabad
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