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ACTION HISTORY OF RTI REQUEST No.FSOID/R/T/25/00014

Applicant Name

Text of Application

Reply of Application

SN. Action Taken
1 RTI REQUEST
RECEIVED
2 REQUEST

FORWARDED TO CPIO

3 REQUEST DISPOSED
OF

https://rtionline.gov.in/RTIMIS/CPIO/print_history.php?reg=bFhKQkFwampEaFJFdVVHSWw1V3BQak9PKOF6dGxPdDFLNIR2WXZpMGJ5VT060p%2ByybhbZM05v7iDJwJZU6E%3D

Kumar Bhaskar Kalbande

Respected CPIO FE Division MOEFCC Please find the attachment
which is email marked to Secretary MOEFCC. Under provision of RTI
Act 2005, Please provide following documents 1. Certified copies of
further correspondence initited on the email dated 21st November
2024. 2. Certified copies of all the related documents including
Notesheet

Please find attached documents for the sought information.

Date of Action
Action Taken By

16/05/2025 Nodal Officer MOENF/R/E/25/00655

Remarks

16/05/2025 Nodal Officer Forwarded to CPIO(s) : (1) Sugandha
Srivastava

12/06/2025 Sugandha
Srivastava-
(CPIO)
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Compliance
T message

Kumar Kalbande <kumarkalbande@gmail.com> Thu, 21 Nov, 2024 at 23:59
To: secy-moef@nic.in
To,
Secretary
MOEFCC
IP Bhavan
New Delhi

Subject: Compliance as per Orders of Hon’ble CAT for OA NO 949/2024

Respected Mam,

Please find the trailing mail. | have not given any channel to submit my application. Please refer to Annexure 1. |
was not only denied the entry but Peon and Assistant Director Humiliated for requesting them to submit my
application. | was told that | am trespasser and my application are not entertained in this office.

Today is 8th day since the order and | am out of time. The affadivit submitted by DG FSI Dehradun doesn't have
approval of you and Joint Secretary |. Whereas it is stated that no recovery was imposed on me in CAT OA 657/2024
but total 7 lak recovery is imposed in LPC and LPC doesn't have date of handing over charge which means LPC
issued is unauthorised. Please refer to Karnataka High Court Decision for The Controller of State Accounts Vs Smt
Nagaratgamma 5th December 2002. Where it is stated that person can not be given LPC without physically handing
over the charge.

My account has nill money and CAT has also ordered to pay salary and medical bills within 1T month which is by
13th of December 2024. Since transfer grant of Rs 91,000 is refused by office, | have money for my stay in Kolkatta.
So by the 13th office will provide my own money which will enable my stay at Kolkatta.

Hence, | am requesting you that you may provide me flight ticket on 13th December 2024 by Air India Flight 628-
776 after providing money.

Since reliving order is provided now ie 13th November 2024, may kindly pay me the salary till 13th November
2024 or till office provide me ticket to Kolkata.

| shall be obliged if you do the needful earliest.

Thanking you

Yours Faithfully

Kumar Bhaskar Kalbande
JTA FSI CZ MOEFCC Nagpur
9356009568

Copy to

1. DG FSI Dehradun
2. RD FSI Nagpur
3. RD FSI Kolkata
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5373+V2P, Seminary Hills,
Nagpur, Maharashtra
440006, India
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GOVERNMENT
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FORESTS & CLIMATE CHANGE
OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL DIRECTOR

FOREST SURVEY OF INDIA

CENTRAL ZONE, NAGPUR- 440 006

(b TET
EFE?

(ii “NOTicE ) |

5373+V2P, Seminary Hills,
Nagpur, Maharashtra
440006, India

18 Nov 2024 04:25 pm
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Dangyre- L

Govermment of India
Forest Survey of indin
Central Zone, CGO complex
Seminary Hills. Nagpur- 6.

Dated: 3w07.2021)

Office Order No. 35~

in pursuance of the Director General, Forest Survey of India, Dehradun's Office
Order No.. 7-4/2010-Adm. 1224 dated 30 July, 2021 Sh, Kumar 3. Kalbande, JTA. Forest
Survey af India, Central Zone, Nagpur stands relieved from his duties with immediate

effect, with instructions to report for duty to the Regional Dircctor. Forest Survey of
India. Eastern Zone. Kolkata,

& “No [Dues Certificute” may be submitied to this office. .
IRpTc
{(f)' Qb
(ChaturbhujaBehéra)
Regional Director
Endt. No. E-426-2000/ 34 & _ Dated: 32 .07.2021
Copy forwarded for information and necessary action 10 -
1. The Ditector General, Forest Survey of India, Kaulagarh Road, Dehradun with
reference 1o his Office Order cited above.
2. Pay & Accounts Officer, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Jorbag Raad, Aligan.
New Delhi- i 10003.
= 3. The Regional Director, Forest Survey af India, Easiern Zone, Kolkauw.
w 4. Sh. Kumar B. Kalbande. JTA. Forest Survey of India. Central Zone, Nugpur
5. Account Section/Cashier. FSI. Central Zone, Nagpur.
6. Service. Book of the person conecerned.
7. Office Ocder file.

\).\" /'L'\

. o\l

{Chaturbhuja chg%u)
Regional Direcior
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HI T OF ICATURE A
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

P A 202
Kumnar s/o Bhaskar Kalbande
Vs.
Union of India, New Delhi and others

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
appearances, Court’s orders of directions Court's or Judge's orders,
and Registrar's Orders,

Shri Saurabh S. Bhende, Advocate for petitioner.
Mrs. Suhasini N. Deshpande, Advocate for respondent No.1.

CORAM : SUNIL B. SHUKRE AND
L. PANS JJ.

DATE : 27® OCTOBER, 2021.

Heard Shri Bhende, learned counsel for the

petitioner.

2. The petitioner has questioned his transfer
order dated 30.07.2021 transferring him from Forest
Survey of India, Central Zone Nagpur to Forest Survey
of India, Eastern Zone Kolkata. The grievance of the
petitioner is that his transfer order is actuated by malice
as in the Communication dated 16.03.2021, the
respondent No.4, levelling some allegations against the
petitioner, requested the Director Genera' of Forest
Survey of India, to immediately transfer the petitioner
to any other station and that just a day before issuance
of the transfer order, the respondent No.2 had received
a request application from Shri R.D. Patil, Junior

Technical Assistant, for his transfer from Banglore Zone

2 Uploaded on - 29/11/2021 :: Downfoaded on - 24/11/2022 10:02:38 ::
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to Central Zone at Nagpur, which was granted just a day

after on 30.07.2021.

2 The learned counsel for the petitioner,
however, admits that the petitioner has been posted to
Nagpur, through-out since inception i.e. from the year
2009 and it is only now, for the first time, that the

petitioner has been transferred from Nagpur to Kolkatta.

4. The learned counsel for the petitioner also
admits that the post of the petitioner is transferable
though, he submits, that there is no regulation fixing a
minimum period of service at a particular station. But,
he agrees that period of 13 years for a Government
Officer to spend at one station continuously is very long

period of time.

5. The object of transfer of Government Officers
Is to prevent creation of vested interests to promote
transparency in the administration, and to ensure good
governance. If a Government Officer remains posted for
such a long period of 13 years in one go, the object and
purpose of the transfer of a Government Servant gets
frustrated. It, therefore, follows that a Government
Servant like the petitioner, who has continously
remained fastened to Nagpur for 13 long years must not
and cannot contend that he has a right to be at Nagpur

and that he should not be transferred to a place like

- 29/11/2021 :: Downloaded on - 24/11/2022 10:02:39 ::
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Kolkata. In fact employer of the petitioner has been
quite benign so far, as could be seen from the fact of
posting of pettioner at Nagpur even after his

promotion.

6. Keeping in mind, the object of the transfer of
Government Officer and long continuous stay at Nagpur,
we are of the view that now, the petitioner has lost his

right to challenge his transfer from Nagpur to Kolkatta.

7 About some allegations made in the letter
dated 06.05.2021, we find that the transfer order dated
30.07.2021 makes no mention of these allegations, does
not consider them at all and does not rely on them in
any way. The transfer order dated 30.07.2021, rather,
shows that it states the reason of “public interest”. If this
is the reason stated in the transfer order, which we find
to be in consonance with the unduly long tenure of
petitioner at Nagpur, and the object of the transfer of
Government Servants, there would be no ground for us
to question the wisdom of the authority in transferring
the petitioner. This transfer order, at the cost of
repetition, we say that it has not been influenced in any
manner by what is stated in the communication dated
06.05.2021 addressed by respondent No.4 to
respondent No.2. The transfer order, in our considered
view, serves the object of transfer of the Government

Officers and has been issued in public interest as stated

:: Downloaded on - 24/11/2022 10:02:39 =:
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earlier, and, therefore, there is no ground whatsoever

available here to find any fault in the transfer order.

8. As regards the contention that one Mr. R.D.
Patil had made a request for his transfer from Banglore
to Nagpur on 29.07.2021 and it was granted the next
day, which showed malafides on the pa:t of the
respondent No.2; we must say that even this is not
reflected in the order dated 30.07.2021 which is
assailed here. Again, we would say that the order has
been issued in public interest and it serves the object of
the transfer of a Government Officer, as explained by us

earlier.

9. The learned counsel for the petitioner, at this
stage, has invited our attention to the notice dated
17.08.2021 in order to support his contention that the
transfer in question here is by way of a punishment. We
don’t think that this argument deserves any acceptance
by us. By the notice dated 17.08.2021, entry of the
petitioner in the office has been prohibited and the
reason for the same is also stated. The reason is that, it
was found by the superior officers of the petitioner that
in spite of his transfer from Nagpur to Kolkatta, the
petitioner was visiting the office and creating some
scenes, which have been described to be unruly. The
learned counsel for the petitioner does not deny the fact

that the petitioner, even after his transfer, was trying to

. Downloaded on - 24/11/2022 10:02:39
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visit his office. Rather, he submits that the petitioner
wanted to visit the office after his transfer order, in
order to continue with his official work. If this is so, we
are of the view that the petitioner is indulging in a
behaviour unbecoming of a Government Officer and this
submission made on instructions on behalf of the
petitioner is no less than misconduct on the part of the
petitioner. On this ground as well, this petition deserves

to be rejected.

10. In view of above, the petition stands

summarily rejected. No costs.

JUDGE JUDGE
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