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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA TIVE TRIBUNAL

_——__L

v NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR

ORIGIANAL APPLICATION NO 925/2012

Milind Chudaman Ukey,

~ Aged about 52 years, ‘

Occupation-Service,

Rio Washim, Distt. Washim. ~~ Applicant,

-Versus-

The State of Maharashtra

Through its Secretary,

Department of Water ResoUrces
Mantralaya Mumba|-32 EREE e

. The Executive Drrector |

Vidarbha Irrigation Development Corporatron
Sinchan Seva Bhavan, - 5 L \
CIVII Lines, Nagpur L T :

: ThevChref Englneer,
~ Special Project,

Water Resources Department

Al R  Respondents,

Shri G K. Bhusarr Advocate for the applrcant
Shri- S.C. Deshmukh P.O. for the respondent No. 1.

Shri .G. Palshikar, Counsel for respondent Nos 2 and3
'Coram ‘The Hon’ble Shri A, P Deshpande L

Vice-Chairman..

Dated:- 8th January 2013.
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- Oral order o
By consent of Iearned Counsel appearing for.
the respectlve partles the O A is taken up for final dlsposal

at admission stage.

2. Héard_ Shri' GK Bhu_sari, the learned counsel for
the applicant, Shri S.C. ~D_'e‘shrnukh,v' the ‘Iear'n’ed P.O. for
the respondent No. 1 and Shri V.G.'Palshikar, the‘iearned’
counsel for respondent Nos 2 and 3 Oral request
made by the learned counsel for the appllcant for addltlon ‘
)of prayer clause (ur)’ls‘granted as the same is formal in '

 nature.

3. By fiing the present O.A, the applicant is

seeking drirection against the respondents to consider the

representation of the applicant dated 1»13.'8.2012 and post

him at Washim or at a nearby pIace.y '.It is the case of the
appllcant that he is holdlng the post of Executive Englneer

and has been statloned at Beed whereas the applicant’s
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wife who is also in service as a Full Time Teacher in an

aided Cblleg:é ,\is a[sfaﬁon.é‘d» at Washlm ‘Accordji»ng to the -
Iearned counsel for the: a"ppliCant,: the policy of the
Gvovernment‘ Which‘ is&chtained in Gv‘.R. dated 3i.7.20‘12 |
’provides"»tha’t s far 'a_s‘['pcssible t‘h,:e‘.‘f ‘husband and wife
ought to be posted at‘ fhe same place.  The representatikon!
of the applicant wheréin he has pfayed for his posting at
Washim was not placed before thei',; Committee by the
Department for the reason that Ethere were certain
discrepancies which are communicated to the applicant :
vide letter dated 15;10.2012. It is the case of the applicant

| that he has re‘rvno‘vved'all the discrepanciesiand intimated the»
ccmpliance Vide Iefter dated 18.10.2012.  The applicant
has amended the present O.A. and so_ug‘ht a limited
direction against the respondents  to place the
representation of the applicant dated 1.12.2012 before the
Committee for its decision in the light of _t’he policy decision
~ of the Government contain.ed in G.Rs ‘dated' v31.7.2012 and

26.11.2012.. Asthe appvl‘icant claims that he has removed



-
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the deficiencies/discrepancies as are pointed out vide
commun:icati:on: dated 15,_10.'20‘12,' in"'my “view, cause of

justice _would advance by directing-Vth.'e‘ﬁ}Department in the -

first place to scrutinize the applicant’s 'case“an“d in the

secon_d; place to  put it before the Committee for its
consideration n the result the O A. stands disposed of
by issuing the fotlowmg directions:-

(1) The respondent No.1 is;directed to scrutinize
as to whéther the applicant has removed the deficiencies as
pointed out in the communication dated 15.10.2012 and if
yes, then place the reptesentation of the applicant before

the Committee for its conS|derat|on in the Ilght of pollcy "

decision of the Government contalned in the G Rs dated _’

31.7.2012 and 26.11.2012.

(2) | hope and trustvthat the Committee would
take a final decision on the’re»presentation of the applicant
as expeditiously as possible and preferably within a period
of three months from the_ date of ‘c’ojmmunication of this

order.
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~ (3) The O.A. stands disposed of in above terms
with no order as to costs.
sd/-

- (Justice-A"P.Deshpande)

Vice-Chairman
Pdg L o
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