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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR
ORIGINAL APPLICATION No. 273 of 2018 (S.B.)

(1) Ramesh S/o Narayanrao Mohorkar,
Aged about 57 years,
R/o Mouzar, Tahsil Ner, Dist. Yavatmal.

(2) Rambhau Baburaoji Sawale,
Aged about 53 years,
R/o Pimpalgaon, Duhha, Post Kolhura,
Tahsil Nar, Distt. Yavatmal.
Applicants.

Versus

1) The State of Maharashtra,
through its Secretary,
Department of Revenue and Forest
Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.

2) Principal Chief Conservator Forest (Administration),
“Van Bhawan”, Ramgiri Road, Civil Lines,
Nagpur-440 001.

3) Chief Conservator of Forest (Regional),
Office at Ambedkar Bhavan,

Yavatmal-445 001.
Respondents.

N.R., K.N. Saboo, Advocates for the applicants.
Shri M.I. Khan, learned P.O. for the respondents.

Coram :- Hon’ble Shri Justice M.G. Giratkar,
Vice Chairman.

Dated :- 21/12/2022.

JUDGMENT

Heard Shri N.R. Saboo, learned counsel for the applicants

and Shri M.I. Khan, learned P.O. for the respondents.

2. The case of the applicants in short is as under —
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The applicant no.1 and deceased applicant no.2 were

working on daily wages in the Forest Department since last more than

20-23 years.

3. The respondent no.3 forwarded the list of Van Majoors to
be absorbed in a regular service. Thereafter the Government of
Maharashtra issued G.R. dated 16/10/2012 for absorption of Van
Majoor. One of the condition in the G.R. is that Van Majoors who were
working on EGS are not to be regularised. The respondent no.3 again
submitted the list and shown the applicant no.1 and deceased

applicant no.2 working on EGS and therefore they are not regularised.

4. It is contention of the éppIiCants that they were not
engaged by Revenue Authority, no list was forwarded by Tahsildar /
Collector to engage them on EGS. They were working as Van Majoor.

Therefore, prayed for regularisation as per the G.R. dated 16/10/2012.

5. The O.A. is strongly opposed by the respondents. It is
submitted that the applicant / deceased employee were working on
EGS. As per the conditions in the G.R. dated 16/10/2012, Van
Majoors who were working on EGS are not eligible to regularise in the

Forest Department. Hence, the O.A. is liable to be dismissed.

6. Heard Shri N.R. Saboo, learned counsel for the

applicants. He has pointed out the Judgment of this Tribunal in O.A.
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17/2019 with connected O.As. This Tribunal has remanded the

matters with direction to the respondents / Forest Department to make

inquiry as to whether they were really working on EGS or ndt.

7. The conditions in the G.R. dated 16/10/2012 are

“reproduced below —

1)

o feurmdia 1111994 @ fR.30.06.2004 wda el
wed® fhar geo gee Ranm ufvadt f5am 240 feaw
quaet fea ura .9 BM dodedl 5089 RIGENd
PIFTRIA®T {2.01.06.2012 T HHEER JHVATH U SXOTT—AT
ST Hearer fofayEet wrefia ol 3 =
O T HRIW HRUAT T4,
i. i gdf 499 9 agEgEie 9 39 EIUIR
GG
ii. < m feo01.06.2012 S yaAfera arfged
409 9 WERT AN QE=wr axgel  @rf
NERICH
iil. 9RIT 5089 VIR HHARIAT SIIH HXOATd
ard aurdl Goard e @ uargdl srEA
FIEAE WX 5089 FIFIRIGI @t d
fvmrtera siftm ardl e WER. SRUaTd
ardl.
U uier g OdTl el TuET a9
e deERidT / dvaR AisHeR dWeR
qrgxrf?ﬁu—c&mavfﬁszéwmaﬁamﬁ. qIGRAT 5
afar PrareE) arearar e ' Aerr fear AR
gl Jur—a aoad AeRER daed e faw e

gogrd A9, T4
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8. In view of the Judgment of this Tribunal, the following

order is passed —

ORDER

1) The O.A. is partly allowed.

2) The respondents are directed to consider the cases of the
applicant / legal heirs carefully and decide as to whether they
are entitled for regularization as per G.R. dated 16.10.2012.

3) The respondents are directed to make the inquiry as to whether
they were working on E.G.S..

4) Opportunity be given to the applicant / legal heir in the inquiry.

5) Respondents are directed to provide the documents of the
applicant / deceased according to the list forwarded by Tahsildar
to provid_e work to the applicants/ deceased on E.G.S..

6) The respondents are directed to decide the claim of the

applicant / deceased within a period of six months.

7) No order as to costs.

Dated :- 21/12/2022. (Justice M.G. Giratkar)
: Vice Chairman.

dnk.
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| affirm that the contents of the PDF file order are word to word

same as per original Judgment.

Name of Steno : D.N. Kadam
Court Name : Court of Hon’ble Vice Chairman.

Judgment signedon  :  21/12/2022.
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