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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 

ORIGINAL  APPLICATION NO. 1170/2022  (S.B.) 

Bhaskar S/o Adkuji Bambole, 

Aged about 59 years, Occ. Retired, 

R/o Lanjeda Ward, Gadchiroli, 

Tah. & Dist. Gadchiroli. 

                                             Applicant. 
     Versus 

1)    The State of Maharashtra,  

Through it’s Secretary,  

Department of Revenue & Forest, 

        Mantralaya, Mumbai- 400 032. 

 

2)    The Collector, Gadchiroli. 

 

3) Sub Divisional Officer, Gadchiroli.  

                                                       Respondents 

 

 

Shri N.R.Saboo, ld. Advocate for the applicant. 

Shri A.M.Khadatkar, ld. P.O. for the respondents. 

 

Coram :-    Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (J).  

 

JUDGMENT    

Judgment is reserved on 15th Feb., 2024. 

                     Judgment is  pronounced on 22nd Feb., 2024. 

 

 

  Heard Shri N.R.Saboo, ld. counsel for the applicant and Shri 

A.M.Khadatkar, ld. P.O. for the Respondents. 
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2.  The applicant was working as Talathi, Rampur (Tukum). Ex-

M.L.A., Dr. Namdevrao Usendi made a complaint against him regarding 

mutuation entry of survey no. 78. By order dated 12.10.2020 (A-1) 

respondent no. 3 placed him under suspension. Respondent no. 3 then 

issued a chargesheet dated 07.01.2021 (A-2) on him to which he gave a 

reply dated 12.01.2021 (A-3) denying all charges and maintaining that 

the mutation entry was effected legally. Dr. Usendi filed an appeal against 

this mutation entry which was dismissed by respondent no. 3 by order 

dated 15.01.2021 (A-4). Respondent no. 3 held charges against the 

applicant to be proved and against punishment of withholding of one 

increment permanently by order dated 17.03.2021 (A-5). Respondent 

no. 3 further ordered that period of suspension of the applicant was to be 

treated “as such”. Against order dated 17.03.2021 the applicant filed 

appeal (A-6) before respondent no. 2. The applicant retired on 

superannuation on 30.11.2021. His appeal was decided on 27.07.2022 

(A-7) by respondent no. 2 by concluding as follows:- 

  १. अपील अंशतः मंजूर कर�यात येत आहे. 

 

२. सहा. िज�हा�धकार� तथा उप�वभागीय अ�धकार� गड�चरोल� यांच ेआदेश 

&माकं/उ�वअ/आ'थापना/का�व/९३/२०२१ ,दनाकं १७.०३.२०२२ अ.वय,े 

/नलं0बत  कर�यात  आलेला  कालावधी  /नलंबन  कालावधी  3हणून  xzká 
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धर�याच ेआदेश खार�ज कर�यात येत आहे. व अ�पलाथ6चा /नलंबन कालावधी हा 

महारा78 नागर� सेवा (रजा) /नयम, १९८१ मधील /नयम ६३ अ.वय,े असाधारण 

रजा 3हणून मंजुर कर�यात येत आहे. 

 

३. <करणातील �वभागीय चौकशी पणू> झा�यानंतर, गैर अ�पलाथ6 �वभागीय 

चौकशीAया अहवालाAया आधारे, अ�पलाथ6ला देय होणार� एक वेतनवाढ 

कायम'वDपी रोख�याबाबत उ�चत /नण>य घेतील. 

 

४. संब�ंधतांना कळवा. 
 

It is the contention of the applicant that without conducting 

proper enquiry punishment was imposed on him by respondent no. 3, it 

was an error to direct that period of suspension shall be treated “as 

such”, respondent no. 2, the Appellate Authority proceeded on a wrong 

premise that enquiry against the applicant was pending though it was 

concluded, and further committed an error in directing that period of 

suspension of the applicant shall be treated as extra ordinary leave. 

Hence, this O.A.. 

3.  Stand of respondents 2 & 3 is that the applicant had 

admitted all the charges, therefore, respondent no. 3 proceeded further 

and imposed minor punishment, and order passed in appeal by 

respondent no. 2 does not suffer from any infirmity.  
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4.  On consideration of rival submissions and record of the case 

it becomes apparent that respondent no. 3 had concluded the enquiry 

against the applicant and then proceeded to impose punishment. 

Operative part of order passed by respondent no. 3 on conclusion of 

enquiry reads as under:- 

Hयाअथ6, अपचार�, Iी भा7कर आडकुजी बांबोळे, तलाठK (/नलंबीत) तहLसल 

काया>लय, धानोरा यांAयावर ठेव�यात आलेले दोषारोप &माकं १ ते ७ Nयांनी मा.य 

केले अस�यामळेु, त ेमहारा78 नागर� सेवा (Lश'त व अपील) /नयम १९७९ मधील 

तरतुद�नुसार Oकरकोळ 'वPपाच ेLशQेस पाR ठरतात. 

 

Nयाआथ6, महारा78 नागर� सेवा (Lश'त व अपील) /नयम, १९७९ चे भाग /तन 

मधील /नयम ५ मधील पोट/नयम १ (चार) अ.वये Nयानंा अनुUेय असलेल� पढु�ल 

देय होणार� एक वेतनवाढ कायम'वPपी रोख�याची LशQा लाद�यात येत आहे. 

तसेच Nयांचा /नलंबीत कर�यात आलेला कालावधी हा /नलंबन कालावधी घPन 

Nयांना शासन सेवेत या }kjs पनु:'थापीत कर�यात येते. व Nयांची पद'थापना त. सा. 

&. १५ मुरखळा, तालुका, गड�चरोल� येथील तलाठK या VरWत पदावर कर�यात येते. 

 

तर�, तहLसलदार , गड�चरोल� यांनी आपले 'तरावPन Iी भा7कर आडकुजी बांबोळे, 

तलाठK (/नलंबीत) यांची पद'थापना वर दश>�व�या<माणे तलाठK मुरखळा सा. &. 

१५ ता. िज. गड�चरोल� येथे कPन तसा अनुपालन अहवाल या काया>लयास सादर 

करावा.  

 

सदरचा आदेश ,दनांक १०.०३.२०२१ रोजी माझ े सह� व LशWWया/नशी /नग>Lमत 

कर�यात येत आहे. 

   

  Respondent no. 2 proceeded on a wrong premise that 

enquiry was pending and passed unsustainable order dated 27.07.2022. 



                                                                      5                                                  O.A.No. 1170 of 2022 

 

For all these reasons order dated 27.07.2022 is required to be quashed 

and set aside. Further direction will have to be issued to respondent no. 

2 to decide the appeal afresh and expeditiously. Order dated 27.07.2022 

(A-7) is quashed and set aside. Respondent no. 2 shall decide the appeal 

afresh. It would be open to the applicant to raise all contentions about 

propriety and legality of order dated 17.03.2021 (A-5) passed by 

respondent no. 3. Respondent no. 2 shall decide the appeal expeditiously. 

No order as to costs.     

     

        Member (J) 

Dated :- 22/02/2024 

aps 
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    I affirm that the contents of the PDF file order are word to word same 

as per original Judgment.  

 

Name of Steno   : Akhilesh Parasnath Srivastava. 

 

Court Name    : Court of Hon’ble Member (J). 

 

Judgment signed on  : 22/02/2024 

and pronounced on 

 

Uploaded on   : 23/02/2024 

   

 


