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FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO. 6499/2015 
(NARAYAN DASHRATH HUMNE    VERSUS      M.D., FOREST DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF

MAHARASHTRA LIMITED, NAGPUR & OTHERS)
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions

and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Ms Neerja Chaubey, counsel for the petitioner.

Shri T.M. Barapatre, counsel for the R-1 & 2.
Shri M.R. Pillai, counsel for the R-3.

CORAM  : SMT.VASANTI A. NAIK AND

 A.S. CHANDURKAR, JJ. 

DATE      : FEBRUARY 11  , 2016.

The petitioner  is  aggrieved  by  the  order  of  transfer

dated  18.09.2015  transferring  the  petitioner  from  Gondia  to

Nagpur.

Ms N. Chaubey, the learned counsel for the petitioner

submitted  that  the  impugned  order  of  transfer  is  a  mid-term

transfer and no reasons have been assigned while passing the said

order.  It is submitted that along with the petitioner, thirteen other

officials were also transferred but, subsequently, on 03.11.2015, the

transfer orders of four officials were cancelled.  It is then submitted

that on 18.09.2015, the petitioner has made a representation to the

respondent no.1 for being retained at Gondia itself.  It is, however,

submitted that the petitioner has joined the place of his transfer at

Nagpur.

Shri M.R. Pillai, the learned counsel for the respondent

no.3,  submitted  that  the  services  of  the  respondent  no.3  stood

transferred  from Bhandara  to  Gondia  and presently  he  has  also

joined the place of his transfer.

Considering  the  fact  that  the  petitioner  and  the

respondent no.3 have already joined at their respective places of

transfer,  the  writ  petition  can  be  disposed  of  by  directing  the
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respondent nos.1 and 2 to consider the representation made by the

petitioner on 18.09.2015 in accordance with law when they effect

general transfers in Summer-2016.

The  writ  petition  is  disposed  of  with  aforesaid

directions.  There would be no order as to costs.
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