
O.A.No.511/2022 (D.B.)

Coram : Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated : 20/05/2022.

C.A.No.188/2022:-Heard Shri G.G.Bade, the ld. Counsel for theapplicant and Shri V.A.Kulkarni, the ld. P.O. for theRespondents.
2. The applicant is challenging provisionalseniority list dated 06.01.2022 by filing this O.A.. Aspointed out by ld. counsel for the applicant in O.A. onpage no. 2; para no. 1; seniority list of cadre ofAssistant Store Keeper, Class-III and Class-IVemployees should be prepared according to themerit and not from the date of joining i.e. as per Rule4 (2) (a) of Maharashtra Civil Service, (Regulation ofSeniority) Rules, 1982. It is a settled principle thatthe employee appointed in a same batch their interse seniority is decided as per seniority list and notfrom the date of joining unless there is anexceptional case.In this case, it appears that themerit list has been prepared as per joining date.However, as per Maharashtra Civil Services(Regulation of Seniority) Rules, 1982, 4 (2) (a) whichis reproduced below:-

“(a) The inter se seniority of

direct recruits selected in one batch for

appointment to any post, cadre or service,

shall be determined according to their ranks

in the order of preference arranged by the

Commission, Selection Board or in the case of



recruitment by nomination directly made by

the competent authority, the said authority,

as the case may be, if the appointment is

taken up by the person recruited within thirty

days from the date of issue of the order of

appointment or within such extended period

as the competent authority may in its

discretion allow;”
3. The ld. counsel for the applicant has filed
C.A. No. 188/2022 for stay which is allowed and

disposed of.

4. As pointed out by ld. counsel for theapplicant in C.A.; D.P.C. is scheduled on 20.05.2022on 11:00 a.m. as per erroneous seniority list. Hence,
D.P.C. scheduled on 20.05.2022 is stayed till

finalization of correct seniority list.Respondents

are directed to finalize seniority list as per

Maharashtra Civil Services (Regulation of

Seniority) Rules, 1982 and if applicable as per

Rule 4 (2) (a) and then conduct D.P.C..

5. S.O. six weeks for reply on O.A..

6. Steno copy is granted.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.565/2022 (D.B.)

Coram : Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated : 20/05/2022.

C.A.No.187/2022:-Heard Shri S.S.Dhengale, the ld. Counsel forthe applicant and Shri A.P.Potnis, the ld. P.O. for theState.
2. The ld. counsel for the applicant has filedC.A. No. 187/2022 for joining 18 applicants. Since allthe 18 applicants are having common grievances andredressal. Hence, C.A. No. 187/2022 for Jt. O.A. is

allowed and disposed of.

3. The applicants are Primary Teacher in Z.P.and aspiring to become Deputy Education Officer,there applications were accepted. However, M.P.S.C.has not declared result.
4. In the similar situation, O.A. was filed inM.A.T., Mumbai Bench in O.A. 634/2017 in whichJudgment was passed on 04.10.2018 in favour of theapplicants. Respondents again filed ReviewApplication which was rejected on 01.02.2019. Theld. counsel for the applicant has filed boththeseJudgments and it appears that grievances of theapplicants are covered by theseJudgments.
5. Matter is listed for the first time. The ld.counsel for the applicant is also praying for interimrelief in which para no. 9 of page no. 31 andrequested that in pursuant to the advertisement no.40/2017 dated 17.05.2017 (A-2, Pg. No. 54). Hence,



M.P.S.C. is directed to permit the applicants to

appear for Interview and keep the result in

sealed cover till the outcome of the O.A..Meanwhile, M.P.S.C. may examined order in O.A. No.634/2017 of M.A.T., Mumbai Bench and Judgment inReview Application and if applicants case arecovered by this Judgments than file affidavit to thateffect.
6. Issue notice to Respondents,  returnable onfour weeks.  Learned P.O. waives notice for  R-1.Hamdast allowed.7. Tribunal may take the case for final disposalat this stage and separate notice for final disposalshall not be issued.8. Applicant is authorized and directed to serveon Respondents intimation / notice of date ofhearing duly authenticated by Registry, along withcomplete paper book of O.A. Respondent is put tonotice that the case would be taken up for finaldisposal at the stage of admission hearing.9. This intimation / notice is ordered underRule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal(Procedure) Rules,1988, and the questions such aslimitation and alternate remedy are kept open.10. The service may be done by Hand delivery,speed post, courier and acknowledgement beobtained and produced along with affidavit ofcompliance in the Registry within one week.Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of complianceand notice.11. In case notice is not collected within three

days and if service report on affidavit is not filed



three days before returnable date. OriginalApplication shall stand dismissed without referenceto Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.12. S.O. four weeks.
Vice Chairman

Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.568/2022 (D.B.)

Coram : Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated : 20/05/2022.

C.A.No.189/2022:-Heard Shri A.B.Moon, the ld. Counsel for theapplicant and Shri V.A.Kulkarni, the ld. P.O. for theState.
2. The ld. counsel for the applicant has filedC.A. No. 189/2022 for Jt. O.A.. Hence, C.A. No.

189/2022 for Jt. O.A. is allowed and disposed of.

3. Applicants are at liberty to submitrepresentation to the respondents, respondents

may decide the representation as per Law before

filing reply.

4. On perusal of relief clause 8 (a) on page no.12 which is reproduced below:-
“A. Hold and declare Rule No. 9

of Maharashtra Assistant Police Sub Inspector

Driver, Police Constable Driver, Police Naik

Driver, Police Constable Driver (Recruitment

Rules 2019), to the extent of putting condition

of scoring minimum 50% marks out of 50

marks, more specifically 25 marks is

unconstitutional and discriminatory of article

14, 15, 16 of Constitution of India.”
It appears that controversy is related tomarks for the various posts. In view of this reply isvery necessary.



5. Issue notice to Respondents,  returnable onfour weeks.  Learned P.O. waives notice for  R-1.Hamdast allowed.6. Tribunal may take the case for final disposalat this stage and separate notice for final disposalshall not be issued.7. Applicant is authorized and directed to serveon Respondents intimation / notice of date ofhearing duly authenticated by Registry, along withcomplete paper book of O.A. Respondent is put tonotice that the case would be taken up for finaldisposal at the stage of admission hearing.8. This intimation / notice is ordered underRule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal(Procedure) Rules,1988, and the questions such aslimitation and alternate remedy are kept open.9. The service may be done by Hand delivery,speed post, courier and acknowledgement beobtained and produced along with affidavit ofcompliance in the Registry within one week.Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of complianceand notice.10. In case notice is not collected within three

days and if service report on affidavit is not filed
three days before returnable date. OriginalApplication shall stand dismissed without referenceto Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.11. S.O. four weeks.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.562/2022 (D.B.)

Coram : Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated : 20/05/2022.Heard Shri G.K.Bhusari, the ld. Counsel forthe applicant and Shri V.A.Kulkarni, the ld. P.O. forthe State.
2. The ld. C.P.O. has filed Caveat No. 16/2022 inthis matter.
3. The ld. counsel for the applicant has furtherpointed out that applicant has made representationdated 22.04.2022 (A-7, Pg. No. 211) toCommissioner, Agriculture. Hence, respondents areat liberty to decide the representation before filingreply.
4. Issue notice to Respondents,  returnable onfour weeks.  Learned P.O. waives notice for  R-1.Hamdast allowed.5. Tribunal may take the case for final disposalat this stage and separate notice for final disposalshall not be issued.6. Applicant is authorized and directed to serveon Respondents intimation / notice of date ofhearing duly authenticated by Registry, along withcomplete paper book of O.A. Respondent is put tonotice that the case would be taken up for finaldisposal at the stage of admission hearing.7. This intimation / notice is ordered underRule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal



(Procedure) Rules,1988, and the questions such aslimitation and alternate remedy are kept open.8. The service may be done by Hand delivery,speed post, courier and acknowledgement beobtained and produced along with affidavit ofcompliance in the Registry within one week.Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of complianceand notice.9. In case notice is not collected within three

days and if service report on affidavit is not filed
three days before returnable date. OriginalApplication shall stand dismissed without referenceto Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.10. S.O. four weeks.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.563/2022 (D.B.)

Coram : Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated : 20/05/2022.Heard Shri G.K.Bhusari, the ld. Counsel forthe applicant and Shri V.A.Kulkarni, the ld. P.O. forthe State.
2. The ld. C.P.O. has filed Caveat No. 16/2022 inthis matter.
3. The ld. counsel for the applicant has furtherpointed out that applicant has made representationdated 02.05.2022 (A-8, Pg. No. 123) toCommissioner, Agriculture. Hence, respondents areat liberty to decide the representation before filingreply.
4. Issue notice to Respondents,  returnable onfour weeks.  Learned P.O. waives notice for  R-1.Hamdast allowed.5. Tribunal may take the case for final disposalat this stage and separate notice for final disposalshall not be issued.6. Applicant is authorized and directed to serveon Respondents intimation / notice of date ofhearing duly authenticated by Registry, along withcomplete paper book of O.A. Respondent is put tonotice that the case would be taken up for finaldisposal at the stage of admission hearing.7. This intimation / notice is ordered underRule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal



(Procedure) Rules,1988, and the questions such aslimitation and alternate remedy are kept open.8. The service may be done by Hand delivery,speed post, courier and acknowledgement beobtained and produced along with affidavit ofcompliance in the Registry within one week.Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of complianceand notice.9. In case notice is not collected within three

days and if service report on affidavit is not filed
three days before returnable date. OriginalApplication shall stand dismissed without referenceto Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.10. S.O. four weeks.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.564/2022 (D.B.)

Coram : Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated : 20/05/2022.Heard Shri M.L.Vairagade, the ld. Counsel forthe applicant and Shri V.A.Kulkarni, the ld. P.O. forthe State.
2. Matter is received today. But as there is nosuch urgency in the matter. Hence, matter will betaken up on board in the 03rd Week of June, 2022.

3. Put up this matter before regular D.B.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.567/2022 (D.B.)

Coram : Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated : 20/05/2022.Heard Shri P.J.Mehta, the ld. Counsel for theapplicant and Shri V.A.Kulkarni, the ld. P.O. for theState.
2. Issue notice to Respondents,  returnable onfour weeks.  Learned P.O. waives notice for  R-1.Hamdast allowed.
3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposalat this stage and separate notice for final disposalshall not be issued.4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serveon Respondents intimation / notice of date ofhearing duly authenticated by Registry, along withcomplete paper book of O.A. Respondent is put tonotice that the case would be taken up for finaldisposal at the stage of admission hearing.5. This intimation / notice is ordered underRule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal(Procedure) Rules,1988, and the questions such aslimitation and alternate remedy are kept open.6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,speed post, courier and acknowledgement beobtained and produced along with affidavit ofcompliance in the Registry within one week.Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of complianceand notice.



7. In case notice is not collected within three

days and if service report on affidavit is not filed
three days before returnable date. OriginalApplication shall stand dismissed without referenceto Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.8. S.O. four weeks.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.570/2022 (D.B.)

Coram : Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated : 20/05/2022.Heard Shri D.T.Shinde, the ld. Counsel for theapplicant and Shri A.P.Potnis, the ld. P.O. for theState.
2. Respondents are directed that before goingahead with the promotion order, they should verifythe seniority list as per Rules and Regulationswhether it is correct or not?
3. Issue notice to Respondents,  returnable onfour weeks.  Learned P.O. waives notice for  R-1.Hamdast allowed.
4. Tribunal may take the case for final disposalat this stage and separate notice for final disposalshall not be issued.5. Applicant is authorized and directed to serveon Respondents intimation / notice of date ofhearing duly authenticated by Registry, along withcomplete paper book of O.A. Respondent is put tonotice that the case would be taken up for finaldisposal at the stage of admission hearing.6. This intimation / notice is ordered underRule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal(Procedure) Rules,1988, and the questions such aslimitation and alternate remedy are kept open.7. The service may be done by Hand delivery,speed post, courier and acknowledgement beobtained and produced along with affidavit of



compliance in the Registry within one week.Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of complianceand notice.8. In case notice is not collected within three

days and if service report on affidavit is not filed
three days before returnable date. OriginalApplication shall stand dismissed without referenceto Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.9. S.O. four weeks.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.525/2022        (S.B.)

Coram:ShriShree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated :20/05/2022.Heard ShriS.P.Palshikar the ld. counsel forthe applicant and ShriA.P.Potnis, the ld. P.O. for theRespondents.
2. The matter was heard on 06.05.2022 anddetailed order was passed. In the order variousJudgments of Hon’ble Supreme Court was quoted toguide the respondents for taking a decision. Thespirit beyond these Judgments are very clear invarious paras that continuation of suspension is nota solution to the problem in service condition.
3. In fact it was mainly pointed out in TheHon’ble Apex Court in its Judgment in Civil AppealNo. 8427-8428 of 2018 (Arising out of S.L.P. (Civil)No. 12112-12113 of 2017) in the case of State of

Tamil Nadu Vs. Pramod Kumar IPS and Anr.

delivered on 21/08/2018 in its para no. 23 hadobserved as follows:-
23. This Court in Ajay Kumar

Choudhary v. Union of India, (2015) 7 SCC
291 has frowned upon the practice of
protracted suspension and held that
suspension must necessarily be for a short
duration. On the basis of the material on
record, we are convinced that no useful
purpose would be served by continuing the
first Respondent under suspension any longer
and that his reinstatement would not be a
threat to a fair trial. We reiterate the
observation of the High Court that the
Appellant State has the liberty to appoint the
first Respondent in a non sensitive post.



4. In order dated 06.05.2022, this Tribunal hasdirected to consider the reinstatement of theapplicant. Hence, respondents were asked toconsider the reinstatement of applicants accordingto the Law. However, today the ld. Counsel for theapplicant submits that applicants have not beenreinstated till now.
5. The ld. P.O. submits that he has receivedparawise reply and he will file it on record withinthree weeks.
6. However, considering the whole issue andlegal settled principle regarding suspension, thesuspension order dated 30.01.2022 (A-2, Pg. No. 23)is revoked from the date of this order andrespondents are at liberty to post on non-functionalpost as direction given by Hon’ble Apex Court
within thirty days from the date of receipt of this

order. However, ld. Counsel for the applicant hassubmits that all the applicants were already workingin the Crime Branch which is considered to be non-executive branch; these facts should be consideredby respondents while reinstatement.
7. With these above directions, O.A. is

disposed of with no order as to costs.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.566/2022        (S.B.)

Coram:ShriShree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated :20/05/2022.Heard Shri G.K.Bhusari, the ld. counsel forthe applicant and Shri A.P.Potnis, the ld. P.O. for theState.
2. The applicant was suspended vide orderdated 17.05.2022 (A-1, Pg. No. 11) and till nowchargesheet has not been served.
3. Issue notice to Respondents,  returnable onfour weeks.  Learned P.O. waives notice for  R-1.Hamdast allowed.4. Tribunal may take the case for final disposalat this stage and separate notice for final disposalshall not be issued.5. Applicant is authorized and directed to serveon Respondents intimation / notice of date ofhearing duly authenticated by Registry, along withcomplete paper book of O.A. Respondent is put tonotice that the case would be taken up for finaldisposal at the stage of admission hearing.6. This intimation / notice is ordered underRule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal(Procedure) Rules,1988, and the questions such aslimitation and alternate remedy are kept open.7. The service may be done by Hand delivery,speed post, courier and acknowledgement beobtained and produced along with affidavit ofcompliance in the Registry within one week.



Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of complianceand notice.8. In case notice is not collected within three

days and if service report on affidavit is not filed
three days before returnable date. OriginalApplication shall stand dismissed without referenceto Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.9. S.O. four weeks.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.569/2022        (S.B.)

Coram:ShriShree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated :20/05/2022.Heard Shri S.P.Palshikar, the ld. counsel forthe applicant and Shri V.A.Kulkarni, the ld. P.O. forthe State.
2. The applicant was suspended vide orderdated 12.11.2021 (A-2, Pg. No. 23) applicant hasmade a representation dated 16.02.2022 andregarding provision of G.R. dated 09.07.2019wherein para no. 1 (ii) says that if within threemonths chargesheet is not been served; thesuspension have to be revoked. This G.R. was issuedafter the Judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court andDOpT direction dated 23.08.2016.
3. As pointed out by ld. Counsel for theapplicant chargesheet was served on 04.01.2022 (A-4, Pg. No. 28); though it appears that it wasincomplete. Hence, it cannot be taken as date ofchargesheet, because as pointed out by ld. Counselfor the applicant as per page nos. 34 & 35; list ofwitnesses were served on 12.05.2022. So, it is nowcrystal clear that final chargesheet was served12.05.2022; which is beyond 90 days. Hence,complete chargesheet received by the applicant isafter 90 days and he is entitled to be covered by G.R.dated 09.07.2019; 1 (ii),which is quoted below:-

(ii) fuyafcr ‘kkldh; lsodkaP;kT;k izdj.kh
3 efgU;kapkdkyko/khrfoHkkxh; pkSd’khlq: d:u nks”kkjksii=
ctko.;krvkysukgh] v’kk izdj.kh ek-
loksZPpU;k;ky;kpsvkns’kikgrk] fuyaculekIrdj.;kf’kok;



vU; i;kZ; jkgrukgh- R;keqGsfuyafcr ‘kkldh;
lsodkackcrfoHkkxh; pkSd’khphdk;Zokghlq: d:u nks”kjksii=
ctko.;kphdk;Zok;hfuyacukiklwu 90
fnolkaP;kvkrdkVsdksji.ksdsyhtkbZy ;kph n{krk@ [kcjnkjh
?ks.;kr ;koh-5. According to the various Apex CourtJudgments, Hon’ble High Court Judgments andsettled position of Law i.e. if chargesheet has notserved within 90 days; suspension have to berevoked. Since in this case the complete chargesheethas not been served within 90 days. Hence,

Respondent no. 2 are directed to revoke the

suspension order dated 12.11.2021 (A-2, Pg. No.

23) before next date of hearing.

6. In view of above cited Judgments, it appearsthat settled principle of suspension have beenviolated while serving the chargesheet.
7. Issue notice to Respondents,  returnable onfour weeks.  Learned P.O. waives notice for  R-1.Hamdast allowed.8. Tribunal may take the case for final disposalat this stage and separate notice for final disposalshall not be issued.9. Applicant is authorized and directed to serveon Respondents intimation / notice of date ofhearing duly authenticated by Registry, along withcomplete paper book of O.A. Respondent is put tonotice that the case would be taken up for finaldisposal at the stage of admission hearing.10. This intimation / notice is ordered underRule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal(Procedure) Rules,1988, and the questions such aslimitation and alternate remedy are kept open.



11. The service may be done by Hand delivery,speed post, courier and acknowledgement beobtained and produced along with affidavit of

compliance in the Registry within one week.Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of complianceand notice.12. In case notice is not collected within three

days and if service report on affidavit is not filed
three days before returnable date. OriginalApplication shall stand dismissed without referenceto Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.13. S.O. four weeks.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.526/2022        (S.B.)

Coram:ShriShree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated :20/05/2022.Heard Shri S.P.Palshikar the ld. counsel forthe applicant and Shri A.P.Potnis, the ld. P.O. for theRespondents.
2. The matter was heard on 06.05.2022 anddetailed order was passed. In the order variousJudgments of Hon’ble Supreme Court was quoted toguide the respondents for taking a decision. Thespirit beyond these Judgments are very clear invarious paras that continuation of suspension is nota solution to the problem in service condition.
3. In fact it was mainly pointed out in TheHon’ble Apex Court in its Judgment in Civil AppealNo. 8427-8428 of 2018 (Arising out of S.L.P. (Civil)No. 12112-12113 of 2017) in the case of State of

Tamil Nadu Vs. Pramod Kumar IPS and Anr.

delivered on 21/08/2018 in its para no. 23 hadobserved as follows:-
23. This Court in Ajay Kumar

Choudhary v. Union of India, (2015) 7 SCC
291 has frowned upon the practice of
protracted suspension and held that
suspension must necessarily be for a short
duration. On the basis of the material on
record, we are convinced that no useful
purpose would be served by continuing the
first Respondent under suspension any longer
and that his reinstatement would not be a
threat to a fair trial. We reiterate the
observation of the High Court that the
Appellant State has the liberty to appoint the
first Respondent in a non sensitive post.



4. In order dated 06.05.2022, this Tribunal hasdirected to consider the reinstatement of theapplicant. Hence, respondents were asked toconsider the reinstatement of applicants accordingto the Law. However, today the ld. Counsel for theapplicant submits that applicants have not beenreinstated till now.
5. The ld. P.O. submits that he has receivedparawise reply and he will file it on record withinthree weeks.
6. However, considering the whole issue andlegal settled principle regarding suspension, thesuspension order dated 01.02.2022 (A-2, Pg. No. 20)is revoked from the date of this order andrespondents are at liberty to post on non-functionalpost as direction given by Hon’ble Apex Court
within thirty days from the date of receipt of this

order. However, ld. Counsel for the applicant hassubmits that all the applicants were already workingin the Crime Branch which is considered to be non-executive branch; these facts should be consideredby respondents while reinstatement.
7. With these above directions, O.A. is

disposed of with no order as to costs.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.



O.A.No.530/2022        (S.B.)

Coram:ShriShree Bhagwan, Vice Chairman
Dated :20/05/2022.Heard Shri S.P.Palshikar the ld. counsel forthe applicant and Shri A.P.Potnis, the ld. P.O. for theRespondents.
2. The matter was heard on 06.05.2022 anddetailed order was passed. In the order variousJudgments of Hon’ble Supreme Court was quoted toguide the respondents for taking a decision. Thespirit beyond these Judgments are very clear invarious paras that continuation of suspension is nota solution to the problem in service condition.
3. In fact it was mainly pointed out in TheHon’ble Apex Court in its Judgment in Civil AppealNo. 8427-8428 of 2018 (Arising out of S.L.P. (Civil)No. 12112-12113 of 2017) in the case of State of

Tamil Nadu Vs. Pramod Kumar IPS and Anr.

delivered on 21/08/2018 in its para no. 23 hadobserved as follows:-
23. This Court in Ajay Kumar

Choudhary v. Union of India, (2015) 7 SCC
291 has frowned upon the practice of
protracted suspension and held that
suspension must necessarily be for a short
duration. On the basis of the material on
record, we are convinced that no useful
purpose would be served by continuing the
first Respondent under suspension any longer
and that his reinstatement would not be a
threat to a fair trial. We reiterate the
observation of the High Court that the
Appellant State has the liberty to appoint the
first Respondent in a non sensitive post.



4. In order dated 06.05.2022, this Tribunal hasdirected to consider the reinstatement of theapplicant. Hence, respondents were asked toconsider the reinstatement of applicants accordingto the Law. However, today the ld. Counsel for theapplicant submits that applicants have not beenreinstated till now.
5. The ld. P.O. submits that he has receivedparawise reply and he will file it on record withinthree weeks.
6. However, considering the whole issue andlegal settled principle regarding suspension, thesuspension order dated 23.01.2022 (A-2, Pg. No. 20)is revoked from the date of this order andrespondents are at liberty to post on non-functionalpost as direction given by Hon’ble Apex Court
within thirty days from the date of receipt of this

order. However, ld. Counsel for the applicant hassubmits that all the applicants were already workingin the Crime Branch which is considered to be non-executive branch; these facts should be consideredby respondents while reinstatement.
7. With these above directions, O.A. is

disposed of with no order as to costs.

Vice Chairman
Date:-20/05/2022.aps.


