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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 

ORIGINAL  APPLICATION NO. 340/2024  (S.B.) 

Ku. Deepmala Prlahad Telgote,  

Aged about 39 years,  

Occu.: Service as Talathi,  

R/o Akot, Tah. Akot, District - Akola.                                       
            Applicant. 
     Versus 

1)  The State of Maharashtra,  

through its Secretary,  

Revenue Department,  

Mantralaya, Mumbai - 32. 

 

2)  The Divisional Commissioner,  

Amravati Division, Amravati. 

 

3)  The Collector, Akola,  

District - Akola. 

 

4)  Sub Divisional Officer,  

Panchayat Samiti Akot,  

Tah. Akot, District- Akola. 

 

5) The Tahsildar, Akot,  

Tah. Akot, District- Akola. 

 

6) Tahsildar, Telhara, 

Tahsil Telhara, Dist. Akola. 

                                                       Respondents 

 

 

Shri R.D.Karode, ld. Advocate for the applicant. 

Shri M.I.Khan, ld. P.O. for the respondents. 

 

Coram :-    Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (J).  
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JUDGMENT    

Judgment is reserved on 09th July, 2024. 

                     Judgment is  pronounced on 16th July, 2024. 

 

 

  Heard Shri R.D.Karode, ld. counsel for the applicant and Shri 

M.I.Khan, ld. P.O. for the Respondents. 

2.  Case of the applicant is as follows. As part of her duty she, 

along with Kotwal Ardale, on receiving secret information, went to the 

bank of Van river on 04.09.2023 around 5 a.m., intercepted a 

Tractor/Trolly which was found to carry illegally excavated sand and 

lodged F.I.R. against three persons leading to registration of offence 

under sections 379, 353/ 34 I.P.C. and 48 of Maharashtra Land Revenue 

Court, 1966, at Hiwarkhed Police Station. After departmental 

correspondence respondent no. 3 wrote a letter dated 20.10.2023 (A-4) 

to respondent no. 2 as follows:- 

उपरो�त �वषयांचे अनुषंगाने सादर कर�यात येत आहे क�, उप�वभागीय अ�धकार�, 

अकोट यांचा �वषयाकं�त  !ताव या काया"लयास  ा$त झालेला असून 'याम)ये 

असे नमुद केले आहे क�, कु. डी.पी. तेलगोटे, तलाठ, मौजे स/दळा यांचेकड ेशेतकर� व 

नागर�क शासक�य कामा कर�ता कागदप2 े/ दाखले माग�यास गेले असता 'यानंा 

सदरचे कागदप2 ेदे�यास कामचुकारपणा करतात, �व�च2 भाषा व चुक�ची वागणुक 

देतात, उडवाउडवीचे उ'तरे देताता, शेतक-यांना उ5ट वागणुक देतात, फौजदार� 

गु7हा दाखल कर�या8या धमक� देतात, अशा 9क'येक त:ार� ;ाम पचंायत म)ये 

आ<यामळेु ;ाम पचंायत वारखेड व शेतकर� यांनी 'यांची बदल� कर�याबाबत 

�व�वध त:ार� केले<या आहेत, तसेच >ी अमोल ?डगांबर @तखट, रा. वारखेड, >ी 
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राधAेयाम केशवराव Bहसाये, रा. वरखेड, >ी Cशवाजी उ'तमराव सोनट�के, रा. 

स/दळा यांचे �वD)द कु. डी.पी. तेलगोटे, तलाठ, मौजे स/दळा पोल�स !टेशन 

Eहवरखेड येथे रेतीची चोर� के<या बाबत खोटे गु7हे दाखल केलेले आहेत, सदरचे 

गु7हे मागे न घेत<यास शेतकर� र!ता रोको आंदोलन 9कंवा आमरण उपोषण 

करणार अस<याच ेनमुद केले आहे. 

 

सदर त:ार�च ेअनुषंगान ेतहCसलदार ते<हारा यांनी सुनावणी घेवनू सव"संबधंीताच े

Bहणने ऐकूण घेतले आहे, सुनावणीस संबधंीत त:ारदार तसेच मौजे स/दळा व 

वारखेड येथील शेतकर�, िज.प. सद!य सु)दा उपि!थत होत,े 'यानंी कु. डी.पी. 

तेलगोटे, तलाठ, मौजे स/दळा यांची ता'काळ मौजे स/दळा येथून बदल� करणेबाबत 

�वनतंी केलेल� आहे. 

 

सदर पJर!थीतीच े गांभीय" लKात घेता सदर तलाठ, यांची मौजे स/दळा या 

EठकाणावDन इतर2 बदल� करणे आवAयक अस<याने 'यांना मौजे Cशवाजीनगर, 

येथे बदल� कर�याबाबत उप�वभागीय अ�धकार�, अकोट यांनी  !तावीत केलेले 

आहे. 

 

एकंदर�त कु.डी.पी. तेलगोटे, तलाठ, मोजे स/दळा याचं े �वD)द दाखल त:ार� व 

जनतेचा रोष पाहता तसेच 'यामधुन कोणताह� अनचुीत  कार घडून कायदा व 

सुNयव!थेचा  Aन @नमा"ण होवून नये या कर�ता 'यांची मौजे स/दळा येथून 

ता'काळ बदल� करणे आवAयक अस<यान े महाराOP शासक�य कम"चा-यां8या 

बद<यांच े �व@नयमन आRण शासक�य कत"Nय े पार पाडतांना होणा-या �वलबंास 

 @तबंध अ�ध@नयम 2005 मधील @नयम 4(4) (दोन) (5) अ7वय े अकोट 

उप�वभागातील Jर�त तलाठ, साझावर बदल� कर�यास मा7यता Cमळ�याकर�ता 

 !ताव कर�यात येत आहे. 

 

कर�ता मंजूर�स सादर.  

   

  By letter dated 10.11.2023 (A-A-5) respondent no. 2 directed 

respondent no. 3 to forward the proposal of transfer of the applicant 

afresh with recommendation of Civil Services Board as per G.R. dated 
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11.02.2015. On 20.02.2024 respondent no. 3 passed the impugned order 

(A-A-9) which reads as under:- 

  संदभ� :- 

1. या काया"लयाचे प2 :. कK-1/त. आ!था/का�व-550/2023 Eदनाकं 

20/10/2023  

 

2. उप�वभागीय अ�धकार�, अकोट यांच ेप2 :. उ�वअ/आ!था/का�व-375/2023 

Eद. 15/09/2023 

 

3. उप�वभागीय अ�धकार�, अकोट यांच ेप2 :. उ�वअ/आ!था/का�व-429/2023 

Eद. 16/11/2023 (चौकशी अहवाल) 

 

आदेश 

 

SयाअथT, कु.डी.पी.तेलगोटे, तलाठ, मौजे स/दळा यांचे �वD)द दाखल त:ारअजा"च े

अनुषंगान े 'यांची बदल� मौजे स/दळा या EठकाणावDन इतर2 करणे आवAयक 

अस<यान ेतसा अहवाल उप�वभागीय अ�धकार�, अकोट यांनी संदभ" :. 2 व 3 च े

प2ानुसार सादर केलेला आहे. 

 

आRण SयाअथT, कु.डी.पी. तलेगोटे, तलाठ, मौजे स/दळा यांची तातडीन ेबदल� करणे 

आवAयक अस<यान े मा.�वभागीय आयु�त अमरावती यानंा पवु"मा7यत े कर�ता 

संदभ" :. 1 नुसार  !ताव सादर कर�यात आलेला आहे. 

 

'याअथT, महाराOP शासक�य कम"चा-यां8या बद<यांच े�व@नयमन आRण शासक�य 

कत"Nय ेपार पाडतांना होणा-या �वलबंास  @तबधं अ�ध@नयम 2005 मधील @नयम 

4 (4) (दोन) अ7वये मा.�वभागीय आयु�त अमरावती यांना संदभ" :. 1 नुसार 

सादर कर�यात आले<या  !तावास अ�धनराहून कु.डी.पी.तेलगोटे, तलाठ, मौजे 

स/दळा यांची मौजे देवडा" ता अकोट या साUयावर  शासक�य कारणा!तव बदल� 

कर�यात येत आहे.  

 

(अिजत कंुभार, भा. .से.) 

       िज<हा�धकार� अकोला 
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 @तCलपी - 

1. मा. �वभागीय आयु�त, अमरावती �वभाग, अमरावती (आ!थापना �वभाग) यानंा 

संदभ" :. 1 नुसार कायV'तर मंजूर कर�ता स�वनय सादर. 

 

2. उप�वभागीय अ�धकार�, अकोट/……………..यानंा माEहती तथा उचीत 

काय"वाह�स अ;ेषीत.  

 

3. तहCसलदार, ……………यांना माEहती तथा उचीत काय"वाह�स अ;ेषीत. 'यांनी 

सदर कम"चा-यास काय"म�ुत कDन/Dज ु कDन घेवून अनुपालन अहवाल या 

काया"लयास सादर करावा. 
 

4. कु.डी.पी.तेलगोटे, तलाठ,, मौजे स/दळा (माफ" त तहCसलदार अकोट) यानंा 

माEहती तथा उचीत काय"वाह�स अ;ेषीत. 'यांनी सदरच ेआदेशा माणे ता'काळ Dज ु

होवनू अनुपालन अहवाल या काया"लयास सादर करावा. 
   

3.  It is the contention of the applicant that the impugned order 

cannot be sustained because before passing the same respondent no. 3 

had not complied with the direction contained in letter of respondent no. 

2 dated 10.11.2023 (A-A-5) to forward the proposal afresh after 

complying with G.R. dated 11.02.2015, and the impugned order was 

actuated by malafides because of initiative taken by the applicant which 

led to registration of offence relating to illegal excavation of sand, at 

Hiwarkhed Police Station.  

4.  Respondents 3 and 4 have resisted the O.A. principally on the 

ground that the applicant had misled the Tribunal to obtain interim 

order and such conduct shall suffice to dismiss the O.A.. Order at A-R-3-I 
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shows that the applicant joined at Tahsil Office, Akot on 06.03.2024. 

Instant O.A. was filed on 01.04.2024. The matter came up for hearing for 

the first time on 02.04.2024. Though on 02.04.2024 interim order was 

not passed, liberty to press for the same on the next date was given. On 

08.04.2024 following order was passed:- 

4. According to the applicant, respondent no. 3 did not act as per the 

direction contained in letter dated 10.11.2023 and directly proceeded to 

pass the impugned order. He further submits that the applicant is not yet 

relieved.   

 

5. By order dated 02.04.2024, ld. P.O. was directed to take 

instructions and make a statement with regard to aforesaid contention 

of the applicant. Today ld. C.P.O. has made a statement that no 

information is received from the department as directed by this Tribunal. 

Considering facts of the case and especially the ground mentioned above 

effect and implementation of the impugned order deserves to be stayed 

till the returnable date. The effect and implementation of the 

impugned order of transfer of the applicant is stayed till the 

returnable date i.e. 18.04.2024. 

 

  The interim order subsisted till it was vacated by order 

dated 21.06.2024 which reads as under:- 

2. Para no. 4 of this Civil Application (for vacating interim order) 

reads as under:- 

 

“4. It is necessary to point out to this Hon'ble Tribunal, in view of 

the above reliving to the applicant, the applicant came to be 

joined on 06.03.2024 at Tahasil Office, Akot Tq. Akot Dist. Akola. 

The copy of the above joining report is annexed as Annexure-R3-

II. Thereafter, the respondent no.5-the Tahasildar, Akot directed 

the applicant to receive the additional charge of Mauje Deverda 

Tq. Akot Dist. Akola from Talathi Shri. S.K. Chikar of Mauje 

Danori, Tq. Akot, Dist.Akola and submit the report to the 

respondent no.5. The copy of order dated 06.03.2024 of 
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respondent no.5 is annexed as Annexure-R3-IIl. The said fact has 

been suppressed by the applicant and thus there has been an 

attempt on part of applicant to mislead this Hon'ble Tribunal and 

obtained ex-parte interim order dated on 08.04.2024 and 

18.04.2024. The applicant has preferred the above O.A. before this 

Hon'ble Tribunal on 01.04.2024 without disclosing the relevant 

facts from this Hon'ble Tribunal, in view of the above facts, it is 

clear that the applicant has not approached before this Hon'ble 

Tribunal with clean hands.” 

 

3. It is pointed out that this O.A. was filed on 01.04.2024 and before 

filing of the O.A. the applicant had already joined at Tahsil office, Akot. 

 

4. Effect and implementation of the impugned order dated 

20.02.2024 (A-9) was stayed by order dated 08.04.2024. In view of 

contents of para 4 of this Civil Application which have gone unrebutted 

the interim order deserves to be vacated. C.A. is allowed in terms of 

prayer clause (i).  

      

 5.  It was strenuously urged by ld. P.O., Shri M.I.Khan that on the 

sole ground of conduct of the applicant i.e. misleading the Tribunal to 

obtain interim order of stay to the effect and implementation of the 

impugned order though said order was already implemented, the O.A. 

deserves to be dismissed. There is merit in this submission. In Pradeep 

Kumar Srivastava & 2 Ors. Vs. Vishal Singh & Chief Executive 

delivered on 19th June, 2020, AIRONLINE 2020 ALL 1316 it is held:- 

A person who approaches the court must come with clean hands and 

put forward all the material facts otherwise he shall be guilty of 

misleading the court and his application or petition may be dismissed 

at the threshold. If an applicant makes false statement and suppresses 

material facts or attempts to mislead the court, the court may dismiss 

action on that ground alone.  
 



                                                                      8                                                  O.A.No. 340 of 2024 

 

 6.  In view of aforediscussed factual and legal position, the O.A. 

is dismissed with no order as to costs. 

 

        Member (J) 

Dated :- 16/07/2024 

aps 
     

 

 

 

 

  



                                                                      9                                                  O.A.No. 340 of 2024 

 

    I affirm that the contents of the PDF file order are word to word same 

as per original Judgment.  

 

Name of Steno   : Akhilesh Parasnath Srivastava. 

 

Court Name    : Court of Hon’ble Member (J). 

 

Judgment signed on  : 16/07/2024 

and pronounced on 

 

Uploaded on   : 17/07/2024 

   

 


