MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,

NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.44/20109. (S.B.)

Sudhakar Pundlik Lute,
Aged about 51 years,

Occ-Service,
R/o Vidya Nagar, Nagpur Road,
Bhandara. Applicant.

-Versus-

1) The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
General Administration Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai-400 032.

2) The Director,
Department of Sainik Welfare, (M.S.),
Rajgadh Building, In front of National War Monument,
Ghorpadi, Pune-01.

3) The District Sainik Welfare Officer,
Bhandara.

4) The District Sainik Welfare Officer,
Nagpur, Administrative Building No.1,
Civil Lines, Nagpur. Respondents

Shri G.G. Bade, the learned Advocate for the applicant.
Shri S.A. Deo, the learned C.P.O. for the respondents.

Coram:-The Hon’ble Shri Justice A.H. Joshi,
Chairman

JUDGMENT

(Delivered on this 29" day of January 2019.)
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Heard Shri G.G. Bade, the learned Advocate for the
applicant Shri S.A. Deo, the learned C.P.O. for the respondents.
2. Applicant, a Clerk/Typist in the office of Zilla Sainik Board
posted in District Sainik Board, Nagpur has been transferred to Zilla
Sainik Board, Bhandara by order dated 24.12.2018.
3. Applicant claims that he has been relieved by Nagpur
office, however, the Respondent No.2 has not allowed him to join and
has addressed a letter to Director of Sainik Kalyan Department,
Pune dated 14.1.2019.
4. Text of letter dated 14.1.2019 Annexure A-8 page 34 is

guoted below:-

“SciY, HT. TdTeleh,
AfAF woamor e,
TSR g TARSAAR,
HRYST, quTos,

Rw:- FEaEet (Mid-Term) dgel g&dq@r akss wrfdeRrardr
ATAT [A@UEEd. A e Ysias ofe; ffte cnelae.
HG- 2. 3T IF .20 ¢/AFAN-/ATG/R08 f&. 29.9.209%.2,
R. 3T I F.9R0¢¢/HFA-AYAT/30¢R &, W.22.20¢8,
AR,
. 3Wied AR FBAvard Ad o, AT 99 F. 90 /ARA-AARTG/30¢R . W.92.209%
ead gl FHANIR SRIAFT G Hd HRATCAEhSA AT SHTeorel Meadd  Ired
SATelel FTET,

R. o At oA A &, Gefa FrRie—rer 6 &. R Head HRigFd e
TR OIEEd A& quard I .

AT owesie fAdieT 3. a8
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5. Applicant has not pleaded or produced on record any
evidence to show the reasons and grounds to demonstrate that:-
(a) Contents of letter dated 14.1.2019, Page 34 are
factually incorrect, false or contrary to record or

otherwise wrong.

(b) Letter dated 14.1.2019 is contrary to mandatory
provision of law.

(c) Grounds on which writ of mandamus can be issued.

6. In view of foregoing deficiencies in the O.A. which go to
the root of case, O.A. has no merit.

7. Hence O.A. is dismissed with costs.

(Justice A.H.Joshi)
Chairman

Dated: 29'1.2019
pdg



