
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 
MUMBAI 

 
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1361 OF 2024 

 
DISTRICT : PUNE 
SUBJECT  : TRANSFER 

 
Shri. Dhananjay Dinkar Patil,     ) 
Age - 53 Years,       ) 
Working as, District Quality Control Inspector,  ) 
office of District Superintendent Agriculture Office, ) 
Pune, Residing at - Sun Orbit-B-405,   ) 
Suncity Road, Sinhagad Road, Pune.    )… Applicant 
 

Versus 
  
1) State of Maharashtra,     ) 

Through Principal Secretary,     ) 
Animal Husbandry, Dairy Development & Fisheries) 
Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai-400 032. ) 
 

2)  The Commissioner (Agriculture)   ) 
Agriculture Commissionarate,     ) 
Maharashtra State, Pune-    ) 
 

3) Divisional Agriculture, Jt. Director,    ) 
Pune Division, Pune.     ) 
 

4) District Superintendent Agriculture Officer,  ) 
Pune, Dist.-Pune.      ) 
 

5) Shri. Vilas Baburao Dhaiygude,   ) 
Agriculture Officer Quality Control,   ) 
Pune         )…Respondents 

  
Smt Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the Applicant.  
 
Shri Ashok J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the 
Respondent Nos.1 to 4. 
 
Shri Makarand D. Lonkar, learned Advocate along with Ms. Purva 
Pradhan, learned Advocate for the Respondent No.5. 
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CORAM    :  M.A. LOVEKAR, VICE-CHAIRMAN 
 
RESERVED ON   :  13.02.2025 
 
PRONOUNCED ON  :  14.02.2025 
 

JUDGMENT  
 
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the Applicant,  

Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent Nos.1 

to 4 and Shri Makarand D. Lonkar, learned Advocate along with Ms. 

Purva Pradhan, learned Advocate for the Respondent No.5.    

 

2. Case of the Applicant is as follows. By order dated 

11.10.2024 (Annex. A-2) the Applicant was transferred from Solapur to 

Pune.  The impugned order (Annex. A-1) transferring Respondent No.5 

from Khandala, District Satara to Pune on the post on which the 

Applicant was transferred, is also dated 11.10.2024.   The Applicant was 

relieved on 11.10.2024 (Annex. A-3) and he joined on the transferred 

post on 14.10.2024 (B-N) (Annex. A-5).   By communication dated 

15.10.2024 (Annex. A-7) Respondent No.4 informed Respondent No.3 as 

follows- 

“mijksDr lanHkhZ; fo"k;kl vuql#u lfou; lknj dj.;kr ;srs dh] Jh-/kuat; 
fnudj ikVhy] d`"kh vf/kdkjh ¼xqfu½] ftvd`v dk;kZy; lksykiqj ;kaph cnyhus 
inLFkkiuk d`"kh vf/kdkjh ¼xqfu½] ftYgk v/kh{kd d`"kh vf/kdkjh dk;kZy; iq.ks ;sFks 
>kyh vlY;kps ueqn d#u ftYgk v/kh{kd d`"kh vf/kdkjh dk;kZy; lksykiqj ;kauh 
R;kaps i= Øekad †‡‰Š] fnukad ƒƒ@ƒå@„å„† vUo;s dk;Zeqä dsY;kckcrps 
vkns'k ;k dk;kZy;kl ikBfoys- Jh- ikVhy ;kauh cnyhus inLFkkfir inkoj fnukad 
ƒ†@ƒå@„å„† jksth gtj gksrsosGh gtj vgokyklkscr 'kklu vkns'k] ftvd`v 
lksykiqj ;kaps dk;Zeqä vgoky lkscr tksM.;kr vkys gksrs- R;kvuq"kaxkus ;k 
dk;kZy;kps gtj vgoky i= Øekad tk-Ø-ftvd`v@vkLFkk&ƒ @cnyh @ 
d`v@ikVhy@…Š‹‡@„å„† fnukad ƒ†@ƒå@„å„† vUo;s cnyhus inLFkkfir 
inkoj gtj d#u ?ksÅu rls ofj"B dk;kZy;kl bZ&esy}kjs dGfo.;kr vkysys vkgs- 

ek-vk;qä d`"kh] e-jk-iq.ks ;kaps dk;kZy;kps i= Øekad tk-Ø-d`-vk-@vkLFkkiuk 
'kk[kk@„å„†@…‹ˆ&j] fnukad ƒ‡@ƒå@„å„† jksthP;k i=kUo;s Jh- foykl 
ckiqjko ?kk;xqMs] d`"kh vf/kdkjh] rkd`v dk;kZy; [kaMkGk] ft- lkrkjk ;kaps d`"kh 
vf/kdkjh ¼xqfu½] ftvd`v dk;kZy; iq.ks ;sFks cnyhus inLFkkiusckcrps 'kklu 
vkns'k d`"kh vk;qäky;kps vf/kd`r bZ&esy}kjs çkIr >kysys vkgsr- rkd`v [kaMkGk 
dk;kZy;kps dk;Zeqä vgoky o bZ&esy ojhy çkIr 'kklu vkns'kkuqlkj Jh- foykl 
ckiqjko ?kk;xqMs] d`"kh vf/kdkjh ¼xqfu½] ftvd`v iq.ks ;k inkoj vkt fnukad 
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ƒ‡@ƒå@„å„† jksth e/;kUgiwoZ gtj d#u ?ks.;kr vkysys vkgs- gs vkiys 
ekfgrhLro rFkk iq<hy dk;ZokghlkBh lfou; lknj-”  

The Applicant as well as Respondent No.5 were transferred 

on request as can be seen from Annex. A-1 & Annex. A-2.   By 

order dated 11.10.2024 (Annex. A-6) Shri Bagal was transferred to 

Solapur on the post held till then by the Applicant, and he joined 

on the said post on 15.10.2024.  

 

3. According to the Applicant, the impugned order of transfer of 

Respondent No.5 was antedated, it was actually issued on 15.10.2024 

and the proposal for the said transfer was not placed before the CSB. 

 

4. Stand of Respondent No.1 is as follows. Application of the 

Applicant for request transfer was not considered favorably by the Civil 

Services Board (CSB) in its meeting dated 07.10.2024.   The impugned 

order of transfer of Respondent No.5 was passed in public interest and 

the Competent Authority was vested with powers to pass such order. 

 

5. Stand of Respondent No.5 is as follows.  The Applicant was not 

due for transfer.  Proposal of his transfer was rejected by the CSB.   Yet, 

order of his transfer was issued.   He, Respondent No.5 was due for 

transfer.  He was relieved on 14.10.2024 pursuant to the impugned 

order and reported at the transferred place on 15.10.2024.  

 

6. It was submitted by Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant that transfer order of the Applicant was issued on 

11.10.2024, pursuant to the said order he was relieved on the same date 

and he joined on the transferred post on 14.10.2024 (B-N). This 

submission is fully supported by record. 

 

7.  It was further submitted by Advocate Smt. Mahajan that order of 

transfer of Respondent No.5 could not have been issued on 11.10.2024 

and it was antedated.   In support of this submission reliance was placed 
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on communication dated 22.10.2024 (Annex. R-5 at pg 263) received by 

the office of learned CPO from Respondent No.1.    This communication 

inter-alia states-   

“loZçFke fn-ƒƒ-ƒå-„å„† jksth Jh-/kuat; fnudj ikVhy ;kaph fouarh cnyh d`f"k 
vf/kdkjh] ¼xqfu½ ftYgk vf/k{kd d`f"k vf/kdkjh dk;kZy;] iq.ks n'kZfo.;kr ;sÅu 
vkns'k fuxZfer dj.;kr vkys gksrs- 

 lnj vkns'kkP;k vaeyctko.kh djhrk lnjgw vkns'k vk;qä ¼d`f"k½ ;kauk 
fn-ƒƒ-ƒå-„å„† jksth bZesy Onkjs ikBfo.;kr vkys- 

 rFkkfi] ;kiwohZ fuxZfer dsysY;k fouarh cnyh vkns'kke/;s 'kklukus va'kr% 
cny d#u lq/kkjhr fouarh cnyh vkns'kkl ekU;rk fnyh- 

 R;kuqlkj ;kiwohZps bZesyOnkjs ikBfoysys vkns'kkph vaeyctko.kh u 
dj.;kckcr d`f"k vk;qDrky;kl nwj/ouhOnkjs dGfo.;kr vkys o lnjhy vkns'kkpk 
bZesy d`f"k vk;qDrky;kdMwu fMyhV dj.;kr vkyk- 

 rn~uarj 'kklukus lq/kkjhr fouarh cnyh vkns'k fuxZfer dsys vkgsr- 
R;ke/;s Jh- foykl ckcqjko ?kk;xqMs ;kaph cnyhus inLFkkiuk d`f"k vf/kdkjh] 
¼xqfu½ ftYgk vf/k{kd d`f"k vf/kdkjh dk;kZy;] iq.ks ;k fBdk.kh dj.;kr vkyh 
vkgs- 

 ;ke/;s foHkkxkps vls er vkgs dh] lnj çdj.kh 'kklukus varher% 
fnysY;k lqokjhr vkns'kkçek.ks Jh-/kuat; fnudj ikVhy ;kaps fouarh cnyh vkns'k jí 

Bjrkr o Jh- foykl ckcqjko /kk;xqMs ;kaps fouarh cnyh vkns'k fof/kxzká Bjrkr-” 

8. It is not disputed that the Applicant was relieved pursuant to his 

transfer order and he joined on the transferred post on 14.10.2024.   

Shri Bagal was transferred to the post at Solapur which was till then 

held by the Applicant.   Order of transfer of Respondent No.5 is also 

shown to have been issued on 11.10.2024.  It could not have been 

issued without expressly cancelling order of transfer of the Applicant.    

Communication at Annex. R-5 states- 

“R;kuqlkj ;kiwohZps bZesyOnkjs ikBfoysys vkns'kkph vaeyctko.kh u dj.;kckcr d`f"k 

vk;qDrky;kl nwj/ouhOnkjs dGfo.;kr vkys o lnjhy vkns'kkpk bZesy df̀"k 

vk;qDrky;kdMwu fMyhV dj.;kr vkyk-”  

 

Deletion of such email, assuming that it was sent, gives rise to an 

inference that the impugned order of transfer of Respondent No.5 could 

have been antedated. 
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9. It is a matter of record that proposal for transfer of the Applicant 

was not approved by CSB.  It is also not in dispute that proposal of 

transfer of Respondent No.5 was not even placed before the CSB. 

 

10. For the reasons discussed hereinabove the impugned order of 

transfer of Respondent No.5 cannot be sustained.  It is quashed and set 

aside.  Original Application is allowed in these terms with no order as to 

costs.    

 

 
Sd/- 

(M.A. Lovekar) 
Vice-Chairman 

 
 
Place: Mumbai  
Date:  14.02.2025  
Dictation taken by: N.M. Naik. 
 
Uploaded on:____________________ 
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