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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR
ORIGINAL APPLICATION No. 675 0f 2020 (DB)

Satish Eknath Majoke,

Aged 40 years, Occ. Forest Guard (Terminated),
R/o Kisan Nagar, Post -Vyahad (Khurd),

Tq. Saoli, District - Chandrapur.

Applicant.
Versus

1) The Chief Conservator of Forests,
Van Vrutta, Chandrapur.

2)  The Deputy Conservator of Forests,
Brahmapuri Division,
Brahmapuri, District - Chandrapur.

3) State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary, Department of Forest and Revenue,
Mantralaya, Mumbai.

Respondents.

Shri P.R.Parsodkar, 1d. counsel for the applicant.
Shri M.I.Khan, 1d. P.O. for the respondents.

Coram :- Shri Shree Bhagwan, Vice-Chairman and
Shri M.A. Lovekar, Member (J).

Date of Reserving for Judgment : 18th July, 2022.

Date of Pronouncement of Judgment: 25t July, 2022.

JUDGMENT
Per : Member (]).

(Delivered on this 25t day of July, 2022)

Heard Shri P.R.Parsodkar, 1d. Counsel for the applicant and Shri

M.I.Khan, Id. P.O. for the respondents.
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2. Facts leading to this application are as follows. The applicant
was appointed as Forest Guard by order dated 23.12.2003 (A-6) on a post
reserved for Denotified Tribes (A) on the basis of caste certificate (A-3) in
which his caste was stated to be ‘Rajput Bhamta’. By order dated
24.10.2013 (A-7) Caste Scrutiny Committee invalidated his caste claim. He
challenged it by filling W.P.N0.6160/2013 (A-8). It was dismissed on
02.07.2014 by observing -
“On hearing the learned counsel for the parties and on a perusal
of the impugned order, this Court had noticed several
observations made by the Committee in the impugned order
about the interpolations made in the old original documents so
as to incorporate the word “Bhamta” after the word “Rajput” in
the records pertaining to the near relatives of the petitioner. The
Committee had clearly observed in the impugned order that after
21.11.1961, the word “Bhamta” was inserted in the old
documents at the behest of the interested persons so as to secure
the benefits of reservation.”
By order dated 22.08.2014 (A-2) his services were terminated.
He then obtained caste certificate (A-9) in which his real caste OD(2) which
is recognised as Nomadic Tribe (B), is mentioned. The respondent

department forwarded it with communication dated 31.08.2016 (A-10) to
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Caste Certificate Scrutiny Committee who issued certificate of validity (A-
11). The applicant then submitted a representation (A-12) to respondent
no. 2 to reinstate him. He filed W.P. No. 7468/2019 (A-14). It was allowed
to be withdrawn with liberty to approach this Tribunal. He then filed O.A.
No. 124/2020 (A-15) in which this Tribunal observed -
“2. We have perused the letter written by the Deputy Conservator
of Forests, Bramhapuri Forest Division, Bramhapuri to the Chief
Conservator of Forests, Chandrapur dated 25/7/2019. In this
letter, the case of the applicant is recommended and request was
made to appoint the applicant in service on the post of Forest
Guard in N.T. (B) category.
3. The learned counsel for the applicant submitted that now
certificate is issued that the applicant is of N.T. (B) category and
Caste Validity Certificate is also issued. In this background, in our
opinion it is suitable for the Chief Conservator of Forest,
Chandrapur Forest Division to take a decision in view of the
decision taken in the meeting held on 28/8/2014 on the
recommendation made by the Deputy Conservator of Forests
within two months from the date of this order. Liberty is given to

the applicant to challenge if any adverse order is passed against



3.

4 0.A.No.675 of 2020

him. With this observation, the 0.A. stands disposed of. No order

as to costs.”
On 24.04.2020 R-1 passed the order (A-1) stating therein -

“sft FAlel The Al Al T IUAERIREED, FFFYR A AHWT,
IR A @A FAIB 3¢R, Kaiw 23.92.2003 @A .- 3t =W yasa
TER3I® UGIER IR Flalt. dentl, Jsye et (fa.s1.-31 gapt) I suetsu gt
38 RS Al 3T A, HAZ dd, APGR Al Keties 02.09.2098 A
FroengaR ien 3uasrizes, syt aatastend el FHHiG B¢ Keim RR.oc.
R099 3T AAEHIA dat. [4.51.-31 AL TR Delell HAA-AT .51, -31
Yot ST 3idel SCAH el Aq AA DeABiaR 30 (1.51.-8 gaot) STt
YRS SNEMR R A Add GeAteigard Hal AR AE.”

The said order (A-1) is impugned in this application.

Reply of the respondents is at pages 62 to 86. They have

contended that as per G.Rs. dated 12.12.2011 and 18.05.2013 invalidation

of caste certificate leads to termination of services, this position has been

crystallized by Section 10 of the Maharashtra Scheduled Castes, Scheduled

Tribes, Denotified Tribes, Nomadic Tribes, Other Backward Classes and

Special Backward Category (regulation of issuance and verification of caste

certificate) Act, 2000, and reiterated by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in

various cases the latest being “Chandrabhan Vs. State of Maharashtra &

Ors. (2021) 9 SCC 804.”
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4. The applicant has relied on communication dated 24.09.2014

(A-5) made by the State of Government to the Special Backward Class

Commission and Caste Scrutiny Committee, Chandrapur. This
communication states -

‘TR owa ddela ueidim-aieht frdem swum Rat @, dagg

Seadic F@ 9%89-8¢ RFAW YHatAd H0A@ 3Meieel Albial 38 S

AU ferotfdHa e Sid Aedt gAmus FHawRnaEa 3sa Ad MEd HRd

Wi Bt REAE Fg ReA AeA FelcA Sotelielict doteiaara e

B A IRYE d 8¢ RAAF HFER SeAdlet (BB b)) feAet sor AA

AR Joladal HRod 30el gid. Gelaild 900 HII@ER 8 &g 315

Sl @ 9§ B FBI ARG 3@, U3 3B Sl cliebielt et dgs S

UGS FAAGNA AeHAGE SO A FFIE WU A HHAC! IR AT
RAHD A AHA REARY ASY HHACT FEUE aAlg Hold 3Tett.”
It further states -

‘T EEOTE A F (ALRL) Aldl @A et B WA et 303

ST S A2 WHeH1-A! FBH SN el FRIFEGAR STd JA O3l
q AL AMUS! oA A 0l BRiaE! B, add it 3AD LA ai

frdea Asa ARt IO UEdd SRR I 3EHoNE AR AR Hel

A 3@ AR Hdt.”
It may be observed that in this behalf nothing further appears

to have been done.
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5. The applicant has also relied on G.R. dated 14.02.2001 (A-4). Its
heading is-
“FTIea ATH A1 A ABHATT STRIDT AlE e 9 dA 9 3FACTA A

93 @ R000 U AW AR Dol [WFHIFA Slell, HTTRA AW,

gaotenaae RieReltd sincastant - wriaE AgRTC [Aadd e, Hea

SHIAE A JrRo.”

In the facts and circumstances of the case this G.R. will also not
help the applicant.
6. The applicant furnished a caste certificate while entering the
service which was subsequently invalidated. Consequence of termination of
his services was bound to follow as reiterated in the case of Chandrabhan
(supra) as follows-

“9, Considering various questions including the
observations made in paragraph 38 of the decision of this
Court in Milind and the impact of the aforesaid legislation
enacted by the State, a three-Judge Bench of this Court
in Food Corporation of India & Others v. Jagdish Balaram
Bahira, concluded as under: (Food Corpn. Of India case, SCC
pp-727-29 & 731-32, paras 62, 66 & 69)

62. The regime which obtained since 2-9-1994 under
the directions in Madhuri Patil was granted a statutory
status by the enactment of Maharashtra Act 23 of
2001. Section 7 provides for the cancellation and

confiscation of a false caste certificate whether it was issued
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before or after the commencement of the Act. The expression
“before or after the commencement of this Act” indicates
that the Scrutiny Committee constituted under Section 6 is
empowered to cancel a caste certificate whether it was
issued prior to 18-10-2001 or thereafter. Section 10 which
provides for the withdrawal of benefits secured on the basis
of a false caste certificate which is withdrawn is essentially
a consequence of the cancellation of the caste certificate.
Where a candidate has secured admission to an educational
institution on the basis that he or she belongs to a
designated reserved category and it is found upon
investigation that the claim to belong to that category is
false, admission to the institution necessarily falls with the
invalidation of the caste certificate. Admission being
founded on a claim to belong to a specified caste, tribe or
class, it is rendered void upon the claim being found to be
untrue. The same must hold in the case of an appointment to
a post. Therefore, the absence of the words “before or after
the commencement of this Act” in Section 10 makes no
substantive difference because a withdrawal of benefit is an
event which flows naturally and as a plain consequence of
the invalidation of the claim. Moreover, as we have seen
even prior to the enactment of the State legislation, the
benefit which was secured on the basis of a caste claim was
liable to be withdrawn upon its invalidation. The Act has
hence neither affected vested rights nor has it imposed new
burdens. The Actdoes not impair existing obligations

in Sections 7 and 10.
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[t is further held-

10. The conclusions arrived at by this Court in
Jagdish Balaram Bahira are thus clear that the impact of
the legislation which came into effect on 17.10.2001 must

have full and unhindered effect and operation.”

7. For the reasons recorded hereinabove the application is

dismissed with no order as to costs.

(M.A.Lovekar) (Shree Bhagwan)
Member(]) Vice Chairman
aps

Dated - 25/07/2022

[ affirm that the contents of the PDF file order are word to word same as

per original Judgment.

Name of Steno : AkhileshParasnath Srivastava.
Court Name : Court of Hon’ble Member (J) .
Judgment signed on : 25/07/2022.

and pronounced on

Uploaded on : 26/07/2022.



