
 

 

MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI 

BENCH AT AURANGABAD 
 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.737 OF 2021 
 

(Subject:- Suspension) 

        
 

DISTRICT: - Dhule.  

 
Shri Arun S/o Sambhaji Kapadane, ) 
Age: 54 years, Occu. : Service as  ) 
Sub-Registrar Grade-1, Shirpur,  ) 
Dist. Dhule, (At present Suspended), ) 

R/o: Plot No.1, Manomay Dream Home,) 
Konark Nagar, Adgaon, Shivar,  ) 
Tq. & Dist. Nashik.    ) 

Mob. No.9921935962.    )...APPLICANT 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

V E R S U S  

 

1. The State of Maharashtra  ) 
  Through: The Additional Chief  ) 

Secretary, (Stamp & Registration),) 
 Revenue & Forest Department, ) 
 Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.  ) 
   
 

2. The Inspector General of    ) 

  Registration & Stamp Controller, ) 

  Maharashtra State, Pune,  ) 
  New Administrative Building,  ) 

  Ground Floor, Opp.Vidhan Bhavan,) 
Pune-1.     ) 

 

3. The Divisional Commissioner,  ) 

 (Revenue) Nashik,    ) 

 Nashik Road, Nashik.    ) 
 

4. The Joint District Registrar, ) 

 Class-1 & Stamp Collector, ) 

 Dhule, First Floor,    ) 
 Collector Office, Dhule.   )...RESPONDENTS 

 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
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------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

APPEARANCE : Shri K.B. Jadhav, learned Advocate for  

the applicant.  
 

: Shri N.U. Yadav, learned Presenting 

Officer for the respondents. 
 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

CORAM  : SHRI V.D. DONGRE, MEMBER (J) 
 

DATE  : 16.09.2022 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

 

O R D E R 

 
 

1. By invoking jurisdiction of this Tribunal under Section 

19 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 this Original 

Application is filed challenging the impugned suspension 

order of the applicant dated 26.03.2021 (part of Annex. ‘A-3’, 

page Nos.27 & 28 of P.B. collectively) issued by the 

respondent No.2 i.e. the Inspector General of Registration & 

Stamp Controller, Maharashtra State, Pune.   

 

2. The facts in brief giving rise to this Original Application 

can be stated as follows:- 

(i)  The applicant was initially appointed on the post of 

Junior Clerk by the respondent No.2 i.e. the Inspector 

General of Registration and Stamp Controller, Pune on 

05.11.1996.  Thereafter, the applicant was promoted to the 

post of Senior Clerk on 25.05.2011.  Thereafter the applicant  
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again promoted on the post of Sub-Registrar, Grade-1, and 

was posted as Sub-Registrar, Khamgaon, Dist. Buldhana on 

15.05.2017.  Thereafter he was transferred from Khamgaon to 

Shirpur on the post of Sub-Registrar, Grade-1, Shirpur, Dist. 

Dhule where he joined on 13.08.2020.   

 

(ii) While working at Shirpur, the applicant registered the 

Sale Deed bearing No.1109/2021 on 17.03.2021 in the name 

of Vijay Hari Patil in respect of property bearing residential 

plot no.Abhi.Pra.-2, Sima.Pra.-30, Survey No.35/1 situated at 

Varwade, Tal. Shirpur, Dist. Dhule adms. Area 180 Sq.mtr.. 

The registration of the said property was completed on 

17.03.2021 at about 12.30 pm.  However, the complainant 

named Mahendra Chudaman Bagal lodged the complaint 

against the applicant in the office of Anti-Corruption Bureau, 

Dhule about the demand of Rs.400/-by the applicant for the 

registration of the sale deed.  In view of said complaint, the 

officer of the Anti-Corruption Bureau, Dhule conducted raid 

in the office of the applicant on 18.03.2021. The complainant 

said to have given the amount of Rs.300/- to the accused 

no.2 namely Sunil @ Chhotu Pandit Baviskar. Thereafter 

F.I.R. (Annex. ‘A-1’) came to be lodged against the applicant 

and Sunil @ Chhotu Pandit Baviskar at Shirpur Police 
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Station, Dist. Dhule on 18.03.2021 under Section 7 and 7-A 

of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988.  The applicant was 

arrested in the said crime on 18.03.2021 at about 16.56 pm.   

He was released on bail on 23.03.2021 as per order dated 

23.03.2021 passed in Criminal Bail Petition No.282/2021 

(Annex. ‘A-2’) by the Ld. Special Judge, Dhule.   

 
 

(iii) It is further submitted that after the abovesaid alleged 

incident, the respondent No.2 issued suspension order of the 

applicant dated 26.03.2021 (part of Annex. ‘A-3’ collectively) 

retrospectively from the date of arrest i.e. 18.03.2021, which 

order came to be served upon the applicant only on 

11.05.2021  vide forwarding letter dated 06.05.2021 (part of 

Annex. ‘A-3’ collectively, page No.29 of P.B.) by the 

respondent No.4 i.e. the Joint District Registrar, Class-1, & 

Stamp Collector, Dist. Dhule. 

 
 

(iv) Being aggrieved and dissatisfied with the said 

suspension order dated 26.03.2021, the applicant filed 

representation dated 18.06.2021 (Annex. ‘A-4’) to the Hon’ble 

Minister of State, Revenue and Forest Department, 

Mantralaya, Mumbai for revocation of suspension and 

reinstatement.  Similarly he submitted representation dated 
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18.06.2021 (Annex. ‘A-5’) to the Divisional Commissioner, 

Nashik.  

 

(v) It is further submitted that after completion of 90 days 

period from the date of suspension order, the applicant filed 

departmental appeal dated 05.07.2021 (Annex. ‘A-6’) before 

the Hon’ble Minister of State, Revenue and Forest 

Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai seeking revocation of 

suspension and reinstatement in view of the decision of the 

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal No.9454/2013 

in the matter of Union of India & Ors. Vs. Ashok Kumar 

Aggarwal decided on 22.11.2013.  The said departmental 

appeal is still pending and no decision is taken on it.  

  

(vi) Thereafter, the Deputy Inspector General of Registration 

and Deputy Stamp Controller, Konkan Division, Thane issued 

letter dated 09.08.2021 (Annex. ‘A-7’) to the respondent No.2 

seeking permission for payment of subsistence allowance of 

75% to the applicant in accordance with law.  The respondent 

No.2, however, did not grant such permission.   

 

(vii) It is further submitted that the applicant has filed 

Criminal Application No.2762/2021 before the Hon’ble High 

Court of Judicature at Bombay for quashing the F.I.R. Crime 
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No.25/2021 registered with the Shirpur City Police Station, 

Shirpur, Dist. Dhule against the applicant under Section 7 

and 7-A of Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988.  According to 

the applicant, the complaint lodged against him by the 

complainant is frivolous and it is lodged only to harass the 

applicant.  There was no demand on the part of the applicant   

nor there acceptance on his part.   The sale deed in question 

was completed on 17.03.2021 at about 12.30 pm.  The 

complaint came to be lodged against the applicant on 

18.03.2021.  In view of the same, the impugned suspension 

order issued by the respondent No.2 is without application of 

mind and is issued routinely.  About 9 months have passed 

after issuance of suspension order and till the Review 

Committee has not taken the review of suspension of the 

applicant in accordance with law.   

  
 

(viii) Hence, in view of the decision of the Hon’ble Apex Court 

in the matter of Ajaykumar Chaudhari Vs. Union of India 

reported in 2015 (7) Supreme Court 291 and relevant G.R. 

dated 09.07.2019 (Annex. ‘A-9’) issued by the G.A.D, State of 

Maharashtra continuing the suspension order beyond 90 

days from the date of suspension order is not tenable and is 

liable to be quashed and set aside and the applicant is 
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entitled for reinstatement with full salary and allowances 

upon completion of 90 days period.  Hence, this application.  

 

3. The application is resisted by filing affidavit-in-reply on 

behalf of  the respondent Nos.1 and 2 by one Rajesh 

Govindrao Raut working as the Deputy Inspector General of 

Registration and Deputy Controller of Stamps, Nashik 

Division, Nashik.  Thereby he denied all the adverse 

contentions raised in the application.  

 

(i) It is specifically contended that the impugned order of 

deemed suspension dated 26.03.2021 is rightly issued 

against the applicant.  In view of the complaint lodged against 

the applicant, the applicant was arrested on 18.03.2021 in 

F.I.R. bearing Crime No.25/2021 registered with the Shirpur 

City Police Station, Shirpur, Dist. Dhule against the applicant 

under Section 7 and 7-A of Prevention of Corruption Act, 

1988.  The applicant was released on bail on 23.03.2021.  In 

view of the same, it is the case of deemed suspension of the 

application w.e.f. 18.03.2021.  It is issued only by invoking 

provisions of Rule 4 of Maharashtra Civil Services (Conduct 

and Discipline), Rules, 1979 in contemplation of the criminal 
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prosecution under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, 

which amounts to serious misconduct.  

 

(ii)  It is denied that the requisite subsistence allowance is 

not paid to the applicant.  In that regard the letter dated 

18.01.2022 (Annex. ‘R-1’) issued by the respondent No.2 

granting 75% subsistence allowance from 18.06.2021 is 

placed on record.  It is submitted that review of the 

suspension is to be taken by the review committee headed by 

the Divisional Commissioner.  The information required to 

enable the review committee to take decision in respect of 

review of suspension of the applicant is in process. Hence, the 

application is devoid of merit and it is liable to be dismissed.  

 

4. The applicant filed affidavit-in-rejoinder thereby denying 

adverse contentions raised in the affidavit-in-reply and 

reiterating the contentions raised in the Original Application.  

He also annexed the copy of order dated 23.12.2021 issued 

by the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Bombay Bench at 

Aurangabad in Criminal Application No.2762/2021.  He also 

made representation dated 13.12.2021 (Annex. ‘RJ-2’) to the 

respondent No.2 seeking revocation of suspension order as no 

action was taken in that regard in spite of lapse of 9 months 

period.  
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5. Affidavit-in-sur-rejoinder is filed on behalf of the 

respondent Nos.1 & 2, thereby denying the adverse 

contentions raised in the affidavit-in-rejoinder and contending 

that the review of suspension by the review committee is 

under process and in that regard, communication dated 

05.07.2021 (Annex. ‘RR-1’) is received by the respondent No.2 

for submitting information in 28 columns regarding the 

applicant’s suspension.  

 

6. I have heard at length the arguments advanced by     

Shri K.B. Jadhav, learned Advocate for the applicant on one 

hand and Shri N.U. Yadav, learned Presenting Officer 

representing the respondents on other hand.  

 

7. Upon perusal of the rival pleadings and submissions, it 

is evident that the applicant has challenged his impugned 

suspension order dated 26.03.2021 (part of Annex. ‘A-3’ 

collectively) issued by the respondent No.2 i.e. the Inspector 

General of Registration & Stamp Controller, Maharashtra 

State, Pune.   It is not in dispute that the respondent No.2 is 

competent authority to issue the suspension order.  The said 

suspension order of the applicant was issued in 

contemplation of criminal prosecution in view of registration 
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of Crime No.25/2021 at Shirpur City Police Station, Shirpur, 

Dist. Dhule under Section 7 and 7-A of the Prevention of 

Corruption Act, 1988.  The applicant was arrested in the said 

crime on 18.03.2021 and was released on bail on 23.03.2021.  

In view of the same, the applicant was suspended w.e.f. 

18.03.2021. It is a case of deemed suspension from the date 

of arrest.   

 

8. It is pertinent to note that the said impugned order of 

suspension was served upon the applicant by forwarding 

letter dated 06.05.2021 on 11.05.2021 issued by the Joint 

Registrar, Class-1 & Stamp Collector, Dhule.  The present 

Original Application challenging the said suspension order 

dated 26.03.2021 is filed on or about 23.11.2021.  No 

departmental enquiry is initiated against the applicant in 

respect of proposed criminal prosecution. Moreover, 

admittedly, no charge sheet in respect of criminal prosecution 

is served upon the applicant till date even after lapse of 3 

months (90 days) from the date of order of suspension.  In 

view of the same, the applicant is seeking quashment of the 

suspension order in view of the decision of the Hon’ble Apex 

Court in the matter of Ajay Kumar Choudhary Vs. Union of 

India & Ors. in Civil Appeal No.1912 of 2015 (Arising out of 
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SLP No.31761 of 2013) decided on 16.02.2015.  In paragraph 

No.14 it is laid down as follows:- 

“14. We, therefore, direct that the currency of a 

Suspension Order should not extend beyond three 

months if within this period the Memorandum of 

Charges/Chargesheet is not served on the delinquent 

officer/employee; if the Memorandum of 

Charges/Chargesheet is served a reasoned order must 

be passed for the extension of the suspension. As in the 

case in hand, the Government is free to transfer the 

concerned person to any Department in any of its offices 

within or outside the State so as to sever any local or 

personal contact that he may have and which he may 

misuse for obstructing the investigation against him. The 

Government may also prohibit him from contacting any 

person, or handling records and documents till the stage 

of his having to prepare his defence. We think this will 

adequately safeguard the universally recognized 

principle of human dignity and the right to a speedy trial 

and shall also preserve the interest of the Government in 

the prosecution. We recognize that previous Constitution 

Benches have been reluctant to quash proceedings on the 

grounds of delay, and to set time limits to their duration. 

However, the imposition of a limit on the period of 

suspension has not been discussed in prior case law, 

and would not be contrary to the interests of justice. 

Furthermore, the direction of the Central Vigilance 

Commission that pending a criminal investigation 
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departmental proceedings are to be held in abeyance 

stands superseded in view of the stand adopted by us.” 

 
9. In view of the abovesaid decision of the Hon’ble Apex 

Court in Ajay Kumar Choudhary’s case, the G.R. dated 

09.07.2019 (Annex. ‘A-9’) is issued by the G.A.D., 

Government of Maharashtra.  The said G.R. dated 09.07.2019  

is as follows:-  

                ^^^^^^^^egkjk”Vª ukxjh egkjk”Vª ukxjh egkjk”Vª ukxjh egkjk”Vª ukxjh lsok ¼f’kLr o vihy½ 1979 lsok ¼f’kLr o vihy½ 1979 lsok ¼f’kLr o vihy½ 1979 lsok ¼f’kLr o vihy½ 1979     
                        fuyafcr ‘kkldh; lsodkauk 90 fnolkaP;k fuyafcr ‘kkldh; lsodkauk 90 fnolkaP;k fuyafcr ‘kkldh; lsodkauk 90 fnolkaP;k fuyafcr ‘kkldh; lsodkauk 90 fnolkaP;k         
                            dkyko/khr nks”kkjksi i= ctko.ksckcrdkyko/khr nks”kkjksi i= ctko.ksckcrdkyko/khr nks”kkjksi i= ctko.ksckcrdkyko/khr nks”kkjksi i= ctko.ksckcr    

    

egkjk”Vª ‘kkluegkjk”Vª ‘kkluegkjk”Vª ‘kkluegkjk”Vª ‘kklu    
                lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkxlkekU; iz’kklu foHkkxlkekU; iz’kklu foHkkxlkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx    

                                                    ‘kklu fu.kZ; dz‘kklu fu.kZ; dz‘kklu fu.kZ; dz‘kklu fu.kZ; dz----fuizvk&1118@izfuizvk&1118@izfuizvk&1118@izfuizvk&1118@iz----dzdzdzdz----11@ 11v11@ 11v11@ 11v11@ 11v    
                        ea=ky;] eaqcbZ &400 032ea=ky;] eaqcbZ &400 032ea=ky;] eaqcbZ &400 032ea=ky;] eaqcbZ &400 032    
                                    fnukad%09 tqyS] 2019fnukad%09 tqyS] 2019fnukad%09 tqyS] 2019fnukad%09 tqyS] 2019    

okpk%&okpk%&okpk%&okpk%&    

1½ 1½ 1½ 1½     ‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad fuizvk&1111@iz‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad fuizvk&1111@iz‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad fuizvk&1111@iz‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad fuizvk&1111@iz----dzdzdzdz----
83@11v fnukad 14 vkWDVkscj] 201183@11v fnukad 14 vkWDVkscj] 201183@11v fnukad 14 vkWDVkscj] 201183@11v fnukad 14 vkWDVkscj] 2011----    

    
    

2½2½2½2½    ‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad vfHk;ks&1314@iz‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad vfHk;ks&1314@iz‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad vfHk;ks&1314@iz‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad vfHk;ks&1314@iz----dzdzdzdz----
83@11&v fnukad 31 tkusokjh] 201583@11&v fnukad 31 tkusokjh] 201583@11&v fnukad 31 tkusokjh] 201583@11&v fnukad 31 tkusokjh] 2015----    

    
    

3½3½3½3½    Office Memorandum F. No. 11012/04/2016-Estt 

(A) Government of India Ministry of Personnel, 

Public Grievances and Pensions, Department of 

Personnel & Training Establishment A-III Desk 

Dated August 23, 2016 

’’’’kklu fu.k;Z%&kklu fu.k;Z%&kklu fu.k;Z%&kklu fu.k;Z%&    

 fuyafcr ‘kkldh; vf/kdkjh@deZpkÚ;kaP;k fuyacukph dkj.ks o R;kaps xkaHkh;Z 

;kuqlkj R;kaP;k izdj.kkapk vk<kok ?ks.;klanHkkZr ‘kklukus osGksosGh oj lanHkkZe/;s 

n’kZfoY;kuqlkj ‘kklu fu.kZ; fuxZfer dsys vkgsr-  Jh- vt;dqekj pkS/kjh fo:/n 

;qfu;u vkWQ bafM;k ¼flfOgy vfiy dz-1912@2015½ e/;s ek- loksZPp U;k;ky;kus        
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fn-16@02@2015 jksth fnysY;k fu.kZ;kP;k ifjPNsn 14 e/khy vkns’k [kkyhyizek.ks 

vkgsr- 

We, therefore, direct that the currency of a Suspension 

Order should not extend beyond three months if within this 

period the Memorandum of Charges/ Chargesheet is not 

served on the delinquent officer/employee; if the 

Memorandum of Charges/Chargesheet is served a reasoned 

order must be passed for the extension of the suspension. 

As in the case in hand, the Government is free to transfer 

the concerned person to any Department in any of its offices 

within or outside the State so as to sever any local or 

personal contact that he may have and which he may 

misuse for obstructing the investigation against him. The 

Government may also prohibit him from contacting any 

person, or handling records and documents till the stage of 

his having to prepare his defence. We think this will 

adequately safeguard the universally recognized principle of 

human dignity and the right to a speedy trial and shall also 

preserve the interest of the Government in the prosecution. 

We recognize that previous Constitution Benches have been 

reluctant to quash proceedings on the grounds of delay, and 

to set time limits to their duration. However, the imposition 

of a limit on the period of suspension has not been 

discussed in the prior case law, and would not be contrary 

to the interests of justice. Furthermore, the direction of the 

Central Vigilance Commission that pending a criminal 

investigation departmental proceedings are to be held in 

abeyance stands superseded in view of the stand adopted 

by us. 
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2- ek- loksZPp U;k;ky;kus ojhyizek.ks fnysY;k fn- 16@02@2015 P;k 

fu.kZ;kps vuq”kaxkus dsanz ljdkjpk fn- 23 vkWxLV] 2016 jksthpk dk;kZy;hu vkns’k 

lksscr tksMyk vkgs-  ek- loksZPp U;k;ky;kpk fu.kZ; o dsanz ljdkjpk dk;kZy;hu 

vkns’k ikgrk fuyafcr ‘kkldh; deZpkÚ;kauk 90 fnolkaP;k eqnrhr nks”kkjksi i= 

ctkowu R;kaP;k fuyacukP;k vk<kO;k lanHkkZrhy rjrqnh lq/kkj.;kph ckc ‘kklukP;k 

fopkjk/khu gksrh- 
    

’kklu fu.k;Z%&’kklu fu.k;Z%&’kklu fu.k;Z%&’kklu fu.k;Z%&    

1- ;k vuq”kaxkus ‘kkldh; deZpkÚ;kP;k fuyacukpk vk<kok ?ks.;klanHkkZr iq<hyizek.ks 

lwpuk ns.;kr ;sr vkgsr- 

i) fuyafcr ‘kkldh; lsodkaP;k T;k izdj.kh 3 efgU;kaP;k dkyko/khr 

foHkkxh; pkSd’kh lq: d:u nks”kkjksi i= ctko.;kr vkys vkgs] v’kk 

izdj.kh fuyaacu dsY;kiklwu 3 efgU;kr fuyacukpk vk<kok ?ksÅu fuyacu iq<s 

pkyw Bsoko;kps vlY;kl R;kckcrpk fu.kZ; lqLi”V vkns’kklg ¼dkj.k 

feekalslg½ l{ke izkf/kdkÚ;kP;k Lrjkoj ?ks.;kr ;kok- 
 

ii) fuyafcr ‘kkldh; lsodkaP;k T;k izdj.kh 3 efgU;kaP;k dkyko/khr 

foHkkxh; pkSd’kh lq: d:u nks”kkjksi i= ctko.;kr vkys ukgh] v’kk 

izdj.kh ek- loksZPp U;k;ky;kps vkns’k ikgrk] fuyacu lekIr dj.;kf’kok; 

vU; Ik;kZ; jkgr ukgh-  R;keqGs fuyafcr ‘kkldh; lsodkackcr foHkkxh; 

pkSd’khph dk;Zokgh lq: d:u nks”kkjksi i= ctko.;kph dk;Zokgh 

fuyacukiklwu 90 fnolkaP;k vkr dkVsdksji.ks dsyh tkbZy ;kph 

n{krk@[kcjnkjh ?ks.;kr ;koh- 
 

 

iii) QkStnkjh izdj.kkr fo’ks”kr% ykpyqpir izdj.kh fuyafcr ‘kkldh; 

lsodkaoj foHkkxh; pkSd’kh lq: d:u nks”kkjksi i= ctko.ksckcr vko’;d 

rks vfHkys[k ykpyqpir izfrca/kd foHkkxkus laca/khr iz’kkldh; foHkkxkl 

miyC/k d:u ns.ks vko’;d jkfgy- 
 

;k vkns’kkrhy rjrqnhaeqGs ;k fo”k;kojhy lanHkZ 1 o 2 ;sFkhy 

vkns’kkarhy rjrqnh ;k vkns’kkP;k e;kZnsr lq/kkj.;kr vkY;k vkgsr vls 

let.;kr ;kos- 

3- lnj ‘kklu fu.kZ; egkjk”Vª ‘kklukP;k 

www.maharashtra.gov.in ;k osclkbZVoj miyC/k dj.;kr vkyk 
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vlwu R;kpk lax.kd ladsrkad 201907091520405207 vlk vkgs-  gk 

vkns’k fMthVy Lok{kjhus lk{kkafdr d:u dk<;kr ;sr vkgs- 
 

 egkjk"Vªkps jkT;iky ;kaP;k vkns’kkuqlkj o ukokus] 

   

           ¼latw d- xqIrs½ 
mi lfpo] egkjk”Vª ‘kklu** 

 

10. Though the respondents resisted the application, it is 

not demonstrated that the review of the suspension of the 

applicant was taken for revocation as required or for that 

matter, extension if any.   The present case is covered under 

the principles laid down in Ajay Kumar Choudhary’s case 

(cited supra) and requisite G.R. dated 09.07.2019 (Annex. ‘A-

9’) reproduced as above.   

 

11. In view of above, it was incumbent upon the 

respondents to seek review of the suspension order of the 

applicant for it’s revocation after lapse of 3 months (90 days), 

when no charge sheet in criminal prosecution was filed 

against the applicant.  It is a fact that after lapse of 3 months 

(90 days), the applicant made two representations dated 

18.06.2021 (Annex. ‘A-4’) and (Annex. ‘A-5’) respectively to 

the Minister of State, Revenue and Forest Department and 

Divisional Commissioner and also filed revision (Annex. ‘A-6’) 

under Rule 25 of Maharashtra Civil Services (Discipline and 

Appeal) Rules, 1979 before the Hon’ble Minister of State, 



16 
   O.A.NO.737/2021 

 

Revenue and Forest Department against the suspension 

order.  However, the said authorities failed to consider those 

representations and revision.  In view of above, this is a fit 

case for consideration of revocation of impugned suspension 

order of the applicant as no charge sheet in criminal 

prosecution is filed even after the lapse of 3 months (90 days) 

from the date of suspension order. It is a fact that the period 

of more than 17 months have passed, but no decision for 

revocation and reinstatement is taken.   

 

12. No doubt the respondents have come out with the 

contention that they are taking review of the matter and in 

that regard, the review committee headed by the Division 

Commissioner, Nashik has sought information by letter dated 

05.07.2021 (Annex. ‘RR-1’) and the matter of review is under 

process.  In fact it ought to have been processed immediately 

after lapse of 3 months (90 days) when no charge sheet in 

criminal prosecution was submitted against the applicant.  In 

view of the same, this Original Application can be disposed of 

by giving appropriate direction to the respondents to place the 

matter of suspension of the applicant before the requisite 

review committee for consideration of revocation of 

suspension and reinstatement in accordance with law within 
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time frame limit.  I, therefore, proceed to pass the following 

order:- 

     O R D E R 

The Original Application is disposed of in following 

terms:- 

(A) The respondent No.2 to place the matter of 

suspension of the applicant before the requisite 

review committee for consideration of revocation of 

suspension and reinstatement with consequential 

service benefits from the date of completion of 

three months (90 days) from the date of 

suspension strictly in accordance with law laid 

down in Ajay Kumar Choudhary Vs. Union of 

India & Ors. in Civil Appeal No.1912 of 2015 

(Arising out of SLP No.31761 of 2013) decided on 

16.02.2015 and G.R. dated 09.07.2019 (Annex.   

‘A-9’). The whole exercise is to be completed within 

the period of one month from the date of this order 

(B) No order as to costs.  

 

 

 

      (V.D. DONGRE)   

        MEMBER (J)   
Place:-Aurangabad       

Date :16.09.2022      

SAS O.A.737/2021 


