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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION No. 114 of 2012 (D.B.)

Shri Sitaram S/o Mahadeo Kinake,
Aged about 68 years, R/o Vikas Colony,
Ram Nagar, Yavatmal.

Applicant.

Versus

1) State of Maharashtra through its Secretary
Rural Development and Water Resources Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.

2) Zilla Parishad, Yeotmal
through its Chief Executive Officer,
Yavatmal.

Respondents.

S/Shri Bharat Kulkarni, K.L. Zalke Advocates for the applicant.
Shri H.K. Pande, learned P.O. for respondent no.1.
S/Shri R.D. Bhuibhar, S.A. Dustonde, D.M. Kale, S. Anjankar, A.S.

Ghawde, Advocates for respondent no.2.

Coram :- Hon’ble Shri J.D. Kulkarni,
Vice-Chairman (J) and
Hon’ble Shri Shree Bhagwan, Member(A).
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JUDGMENT

PER : M (A).

(Delivered on this 19" day of December,2018)

Heard Shri Bharat Kulkarni, learned counsel for the
applicant, Shri H.K. Pande, learned P.O. for respondent no.1 and

Shri D.M. Kale, learned counsel for respondent no.2.

2. As pleaded by the learned counsel for the applicant, the
applicant was working as BDO, Panchayat Samiti, Maregaon, District
Yavatmal during the period from 09/12/1991 to 06/07/1994.
However, with record available to this Tribunal it is clear that this O.A.

is connected with O.A.221/2010.

3. There were alleged to be some irregularities during this
period and applicant was put under suspension vide no.efol&740401-d-
1760viLFk&2]ech] dated 03/08/2018 (Annex-A-1,P-11). The applicant
has approached to this Tribunal against this impugned order with

following main reliefs :-

“(i) Quash and set aside the impugned order of respondent no.1
dated 03/08/2011 to decide the period of suspension as

suspension as such being illegal.

(ii) Direct the respondent no.1 to declare the period of suspension

from 03/02/1996 to 20/11/1997 as duty for all purposes and pay
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the increments, pay and allowances with arrears by issuing order

afresh.”

4, However, on perusal of documents on record it seems
that for the said irregularities Government of Maharashtra started
departmental Inquiry was initiated against him on the charges of
irregularities made by him vide memorandum issued by respondent
no.l vide letter No.efol 7494(i-d-1028010&v] xke fodkl o ty 1/kj.k foHkx]
ech] dated 31/07/1996 which is at Annex-A-4, P.B. page nos. 92 to
123 (both inclusive) and in the said inquiry following charges were

levelled against the applicant.
MEmi=¢ , d

Ji-, I-, e-fdukd] ekth xV fodkl vi/kdkjh (m-J-) 1pk; r Ifern ekjxko @uj] fEYgk

;orelG b/ ;kfuyfcry ; kpfo#/n foHkxh; pkd’ih dj. ; kBKBh nkgkii=&

Ji-, I-,e-fdukd g fnukd 0901201991 r 0600701994 ;k dkyko/kir xV fodkl
vifkdkjh (m-J-) 1pk; r Herh ekjxko]ftYgk ;orekG ;k inkoj dk; jr v I rkukR;kuh “k I dh;

dkekr [kyhyiek.k viu;ferrk dyh vig- &

vijir d-1 & -, 1-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/kir dke djir vlrkuk R;kuh Tu
1992¢93 e/; - ,-, - xk;/ku] dfu™B y[k vi/kdkjh] ipk; r Herf] ekjxko g;kp’k
Ixuerku 250 e- Vu fleVph vio’;drk ulrkuk thnk [kjnh d#u “kBdh; fu/k vdkj.k

xrou Bou egkjk’V ukxjh Fok (or.kd% fu; e 3 %1% %, dWinkuthrhup mYyku dy-
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wvijti d-2 & Jdn-, I-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyo/iir dke djir v Erkuk R;kuh [KY;k
ckekjkru fleV [kjnhph ofj"Bkph 1 jokuxh u %rk rIp fofgr dk; i/nripk voyc u djrk rip
fufonk/ikjdk 0; frijDr Qeyk jdep “Wiu dy- InjdR; Jb- xk; /ku ;kp’kh Ixuer d#u dy
viu R;kuh y[kEfgrk fu;e 138 o egkjk’Vv ukxjh Dok (or.kd% fu; e 3 %1% Ynkuriutp
mYy%u dy-

vt d-3& Jn- , 1-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/kar dke djir v I rkuk R; kuh In-xk; /ku
;kp’k Ixuer d#u 5000 fleV Fyh iR; {kkr 1kir >kY;kP;k fnM efguk vxknjp riBk 1thr
ukn %ou jdep ‘W/ku d#u #i1; 4]55]0000& p “k/ku 1j{k Bo u %rk dy wif.k egkjk’Vv
fEYgk ifj"n o 1pk; r Hferh y[kkIfgrk 1968 p fu;e 144 pk Hx rlp eghjk’V ukxjh Tok

(or.kd%fu;e 1979 p fu; e 3 %1% %, dinkuiziriukp mYy%u dy-

vijti d-48 -, 1-,e-fdukd g mDr dkyko/lr mDr inkoj dke djhr v Erkuk R;kuh Jb-
xk;/u kp’kh Exuer d#u ipyir njki{lk #-110& u tiLr njkp fleV] [knh d#u #-
55]0000& pk thnk HinM “kBukoj yinyk vif.k viFkd fu;e o eghjk’Vv ukxjh Bok (or.kd%
fu;e 1979 p fu; e 3 %1% %, d¥inkukriudp mYy%u dy-

vt d-56 -, 1-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/kar dke djhr v B rkuk R;kuh In-xk; /ku
;kp’k Ixuer d#u #1; 4]55]0000& gh fleV [kjnh ofj"Bkph 1 jokuxh u %rk d#u egkjk’Vv
ukxjh Lok (or.kd% fu; e 34%1% %, dWinkutieriutp mYyku dy-

vijti d-68 JIn- , 1-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/kar dke djhr v B rkuk R;kuh In-xk; /ku

;kp’k Exuer d#u fleVP;k ntkph [K=h u djrk#i; 4]55]0000& 1joBknkjkl okVi d#u

vidfLed [kp fu; ekoyh 1965 p ifjf’k'V&6 fu; e 3 p mYy%u dy-

vijir d-7& di- , 1-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/kir dke djir v rkuk R; kuh Jh-xk; /ku
;kp’k Ixuer d#u idYi Ipkyd] ;oreiG ;kuh #1; 4]46]0000& ph rjrn 20 VDd
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dkekliBh fnyh v rkuk ri fleV [kjnioj [kp d#u tokgj jkexkj el; vy e/ly rjrn d-25-1
p o vidiLed [kp fu; ekoyh 1965 e/ly fu; e 171 p mYy%*u dy-

vijti d-8& I, I-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/kir dke djir v I rkuk R; kuh Ib- , u-th-
cYdh] BokfuoRr xke foLrkj vikdkjh] ipk; r Hferh ;kpdM #- 65159404 ph ol yh Tyfcr
vIrkuk I/nk ukko By iekki=kr ri jDde uen dyh ukgh- 1;k;ku Inj jDde oly djrk
viyh ukgh o ro<;k jdeP;k [KR;koj cktk iMyk v’ ;kidkj R;kuh drikr dlj d#u
ctcienkji.k ukobyh 1ek.ki=fuxfer dy wvkg- IccR;kuh egkjk’Vv ukxjh Bok (or.kdhfu; e
1979 p fu; e 3 %1% %, dinkubrhup mYy%u dy-

vijti d-98 -, 1-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/kir dke djhr v 1 rkuk R; kuh Jb- , u-d-
ekjkokj] dfu™B wiHk; rk ipk; r Herh ekjxko ;kuk ck/kdkeklkBh dkekp ixrip voykdu u
djrk o iohp vxhe tyfcr vIriuk oGloGh vxie etj d#u viffkd fu;ferrk dyh o
eghjk’Vv feYgk ifj%n o ipkr BfeR;k y[klfgrk 1968 efiy fu;e 210 Yclh pk Hx wif.k

eghjk’V ukxjh Lok (or.kd%fu; e 1979 p fu; e 3 4d% %, d¥inkukriutp mYy%u dy-

vijir d-106 an- , 1-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/lir dke djhr v Erkuk ipk; r Ifer]
ekjxko ;Fku LRkukry.k >kY;koj rFby fuokl LRkukp fo%kr n;d #- 3]3220& Hkjyy ukgh-
I ccR;kuheghjk™V ukxjh Bok (or.kdh fu; e 3 4l b, d¥nkuideriup mYy%u dy-

vijir d-118 an- , 1-,e-fdukd g mDr inkoj o dkyko/lir dke djhr v Erkuk ipk; r Ifer]
ekjxko ;Fiy fuokBLFku HkM;kph fnukd 0901201991 r 3000101992 i;rP;k Qjdiph
jDde 0Goj u Hkjrk mf*kjk Hu egkjk’Vv ukxjh Bok (or.kd% fu; e 3 ¥lh %, dinkuidriup
mYy%u dy-

vijil d-12& Jb- , 1-,e-fdukd g fnukd 2601001994 r 1800201996 ;k dkyko/r xV
fodkl vi/kdkjh ¥im-3-% ipk; r Merh] uj ;k inkoj dk; jr v rkukR;kuh Enjhy [kpkp Qke u-
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29 0] ‘K[ viHk; rko dfu”B viHk; rk ipk; r Iferh] uj ftYgk ;orekG ;kp ukokoj jDde #-
3]38]8720& p pDI di<u [kph Vkdy- Bcc R;kuh eghgk’V y [k Bfgrk ----------e-uem-- ukxjh

lok (or.kd¥% fu;e 1979 p fu; e 3 %1% %, diinkukhriudp mYyku dy-*

5. As per inquiry report attached in 0.A.221/2010 from P.B.
page nos.60 to 91 inquiry report has been submitted by the Inquiry
Officer. As per the abstract on page no.91 of said inquiry report in
which abstract has been given. As per this, charge No.l, charge
No.7, charge No.9, charge No.10 and charge No.11 i.e. five charges
are not proved, as written by the Inquiry Officer. Charge No. 2,
charge No.4, charge No.6, charge No.8 and charge No. 12 are fully

proved and charge No.5 is partially proved.

6. Accordingly decision given in appeal also, five
charges have not been proved (charge No.l1, charge No.7, charge
No.9, charge No.10 and charge No.11). However, five charges
(Charge No. 2, charge No.4, charge No.6, charge No.8 and charge
No. 12 ) have been proved fully against the applicant and one charge
l.e. Charge no.5 is partially proved. So the applicant is liable for

punishment.

7. Though the inquiry was started a bit late but charges have
been proved as per above para and accordingly after following all the

legal steps departmental inquiry punishment has been awarded to
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the applicant. In background of these facts reliefs claimed by the

applicant in this O.A. cannot be given. Hence, the following order :-
ORDER

The O.A. stand dismissed with no order as to costs.

(Shree Bhagwan) (J.D. Kulkarni)

Member(A). Vice-Chairman (J).

Dated :- 19/12/2018.

dnk.



