MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.179/2024 (S.B.)

Dr. Priya Anandrao Nagare,
Aged 37 Years, Occ. Service,
Resident of Telecom Nagar,
Nearby Vaishnavi Complex,
Dist. Wardha.

APPLICANT

//VERSUS//

State of Maharashtra,

Through Secretary,

Animal Husbandry, Dairy and Fisheries Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai- 32.

Commissioner of Animal Husbandry,
Maharashtra State Central Building,
Opposite Spicer College, Aundh, Pune-411007.

Regional Joint Commissioner,
Animal Husbandry, Civil Lines, Nagpur-440001.

Additional Commissioner,
Animal Husbandry, District Wardha.

Assistant Commissioner,
Animal Husbandry,
District Veterinary Hospital, Wardha.

... RESPONDENTS
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Shri C.B. Dharmadhikari, M.J. Kulkarni, G.B.
Dharmadhikari, A.Motlag, Ld. Advocates for the Applicant.

Shri V.A. Kulkarni, Ld. P.O. for the Respondents.

Coram :- Hon’ble Shri Justice M. G. Giratkar,

Vice Chairman.

Dated :- 24/01/2025.

JUDGMENT

Heard Shri C.B. Dharmadhikari, learned counsel for the
applicant and Shri V.A. Kulkarni, learned P.O. for the

respondents.

2. The case of applicant in short is as under:-

The applicant is working as a Livestock Development
Officer at Wardha. She was transferred to Bhandara as per general
transfer order dated 15/05/2023. The said order was challenged
before this Tribunal in O.A. No.1014/2023. This Tribunal has
decided the said O.A. on 14/12/2023. The said O.A. was
dismissed by this Tribunal. @ Respondents were directed to
consider the representation of the applicant within one month

from the date of receipt of this order. The respondents have
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considered the representation of the applicant as per order dated
05/02/2024. Request of the applicant is rejected on the ground
that there are many vacancies in Bhandara District. Therefore,
applicant has filed the present O.A. for directing the respondents

to retain the applicant at Wardha by issuing fresh transfer order.

3. O.A. is strongly opposed by the respondents. It is
submitted that the service of applicant is transferrable. There
were vacancies at Bhandara, therefore, she was transferred as per
order dated 15/05/2023. Applicant was due for transfer from
Wardha, therefore, she was transferred to Bhandara. The O.A.
filed by the applicant came to be dismissed by this Tribunal.
Hence, the present O.A. is not maintainable and liable to be

dismissed.

4. During the course of submission, learned counsel for
applicant has submitted that the representation of the applicant
was not considered by the respondents on humanitarian ground.
He has submitted that the posts at Bhandara are filled. One post at
Bhandara is vacant and she can be adjusted at Bhandara. Learned
counsel for applicant has submitted that applicant went to

Bhandara to join the duty, but she was not allowed. Therefore,
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she prayed to allow the O.A. with direction to the respondents to

retain her at Wardha, because, applicant is having a minor child.

5. Learned P.O. has submitted that applicant has
completed 10 years of service at Wardha. She was due for
transfer and therefore she was transferred from Wardha to

Bhandara. Hence, O.A. is liable to be dismissed.

6. There 1s no dispute that transfer order dated
15/05/2023 was challenged before this Tribunal. This Tribunal
has held that transfer order is legal and correct. Direction was
given to consider the representation of the applicant. The
applicant has made representation as per direction given by this

Tribunal.

7. The respondents have considered the representation of
applicant on 05/02/2024. The impugned order challenging this

O.A. is reproduced below:

“gfa
q1a fore He3TgFT g d aefa,
ATTGYE [T, AT
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fa9a: 7@ 375 & ¢ory/2093
5T, F3T A GRTT AR, G & fadra

FE&FRY, faeeq HERTST ATHA T 3R

Fzsf : g g3 & DAHD-11013/4/2023-DAHD-
AH-1(666598) HIATT, H TS [3. 3. 01,2098

IRIFT [a9gre JGard Aqord HEavIrd Id @),
51 foar srAEwId dIIR, gt fadra JfAsRY, g Al
HERTSZ FATHHIT ~IrgIfaaI0], 5918 FIa7q¢ 34 fagad

FHIfard Fgal ATHA JMGIa fa £9/09/?093 3Herad [aTeal

godgg®)d gdfafaearay, aef o aeaf ar garaeed e
faara sfa®RY, e-37 fegr 7ydga#)d Fd fafaearag, o

SSNT FY qgofl #HIUIIT 3edld  eFfdT  §1gH, HaY
G ATIawET AL HFRISE FATHHIT ~q1g1qHT0, AT 4
H@& 35 & £ofy/2023 GIGE el 6. HEHT A Fl-ad

FEGT FIIITAINA GHIOT AL ~GIIIFAHTO [a 08/ £/ 2023
e Srderead ystaw Jrad fadgaray faofy gdugrgiga
TG GIRT S &grd FFIT HI0IIAT 3Tel 6.

geqd gHeot Tl ergsr gyraed Texw THIUT
faard ¢y ¢2/203 IISATE TG faTRIT 8Fd gEd gHTort

FAErT 3T fOIT 791 Jregr & vo/04/2033 T f& 9¢/¢3/3093
TEgr fadaaras f& ec/£/2023 IET GIT gsat&gT HTadT

Bar Hs@Ieql §3H)T [aarRfafaaag FIvqrd el 3y

eI T HIUT HIRT [Fegardter HISIT FATOTT RFT 3rdel ot

98 fAIRIT 8 HeTH GIfF=Ireqr #Al=qdsd " faaaaifo®
FGoll 2093 HET [gq. 99 099023 1T faaiell GgEITTAT FITH
3Fugra gt " Jr FHIOT fFufT g§ugra T 38
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FIIHTT A THE Fol el aERYdr 51 93T 3im7a31a

AR, QYT fadra BT Irar  J9Edr EaRIa e
FBIATIIT T73.

Jlaa- gt T ergsT g7

HEITGFT TYHTE A (HEITT),

T H T A HTTFATAT, HERISE I,
Sifer, gor-£6”

8. Applicant was at Wardha for about 10 years. It appears
that applicant do not want to continue her service in other district.
She is insisting to keep her in Wardha District. It appears that
applicant is not interested to join at Bhandara. Even after the

rejection of her O.A. she did not join.

9. The service of the applicant is transferrable. She is
bound to follow the conditions of service. Earlier the O.A. filed
by applicant is already dismissed by this Tribunal. Direction
given by this Tribunal is followed by the respondents. Her
representation was considered and it was rejected on the ground
that there are many vacancies at Bhandara. Moreover, the

applicant was at Wardha since last more than 10 years. Hence,
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the impugned order of rejection of her representation cannot be
said to be illegal. Hence, the following order:-

ORDER

O.A. is dismissed with no order as to costs.

(Justice M.G.Giratkar)
Vice Chairman.

Dated :-24/01/2025.
PRM.
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[ affirm that the contents of the PDF file order are word

to word same as per original Judgment.

Name of Steno : Piyush R. Mahajan.
Court Name ; Court of Hon’ble Vice Chairman.
Judgment signed on ; 24/01/2025.
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