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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 319/2022 (S.B.)

Shri Diwakar S/o Raghoba Mandawgade,
Aged about 33 years, occu.: Nil,
R/o. At Post Dharmpur,

Tahsil- Chamorshi, District-Gadchiroli.

Applicant.

Versus

1) The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
Revenue Department,

Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.

2) The Collector,
Gadchiroli, Dist- Gadchiroli.

3) The Tahsildar, Chamorshi,
Tah - Chamorshi, Dist- Gadchiroli.

Respondents

Shri S.P.Kshirsagar and S.D.Patil, Ld. Counsel for the applicant.
Shri M.I.Khan, Ld. P.O. for the respondents.

Coram:- Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (J).
Dated: - 1* November, 2023.
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JUDGMENT

Judgment is reserved on 27t October, 2023.

Judgment is pronounced on 1°* November, 2023.

Heard Shri S.P.Kshirsagar, learned counsel for the applicant
and Shri M.I.Khan, learned P.O. for the respondents.
2. Undisputed facts necessary to decide this O.A. are as
follows. Caste of the applicant is Lohar. By order dated 01.03.2016
(Annexure A-2) he was appointed to the post of Kotwal of Dharmpur,
Waigaon. This post was earmarked for O.B.C. candidate. Clause (8) of

the appointment order stated as follows —

HERISE A, TTHTT TR 38T, s Aoy sheAiep:

ST 09¢/T.5h.006Y/09¢/26-d, feaTioh £2.92.209¢ AR, ATTH

UgaTd fAas STeiedn 3ASTRIT SITd JTHTUTIART ST Jurguarear
AT g AR FAgeFel qoard AT 3me. e, fAgerch smemear

AT FeT Al 3T ST dUAT FAUIS (Caste Validity

Certificate) HIEY o hodTH, 3ol Tl TR calicd TTITT I
glcilel (AYSerd Aciie).

The applicant submitted caste certificate dated

13/15.11.2017 (at pg.27) which stated that caste of the applicant was
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Lohar and it was recognised at Nomadic Tribe (B). On 26.12.2017 the

applicant was informed as follows (Annexure R-3-VII) —

0.A.N0.319/2022

(9T :- 2.7, SrcgTen), TsfRYel I A9 . HTAT- JA. . ITEAT-
g /aTdN/3¢8/30/ . ¥ F38 R090.
. IHT TAEST AHRTT arad wigge HHiE:-del-
093/9.56.333/23/26-9 [&aATh 2¢ A 093,
3. IT HATAATT 99 . FIAL. 3. FI/TEAT-FREN- €Y/0%8
fe. g0 SeT 0%,
Y. AT FEATGAT 9T BT 3H/ITEAT-HA-C08/088
f¢. 30 Alcga R0%E,
3, T HIATAITD T 5h. FHIAT- . fol/3TEAT-HTA-2R3/2020 .32
AT R020.

IWIFd TEHT ATTA & of Aledd JATSI/HIdard Faslicrel
Folol AR AT FHHAIGT HRIAET OIS hod [QUATd 3Tl T
AN FETNT A TSI .0 Head G S, HTgiad
STATCY, faeerd SiTel @ HeerdT STATAT faY AR g ga’ AeTaae
(ST JATUTT SUATY & cATedT TSl fafeasds) rftfaas 2000
JaR 30T fafrss S / ST / 3.81.d / A /fAATTIENC, §
&g FROATN STEEEy el 3G AU AT FHrdTerdid STl
HE Y TATead AT HAUAT 3Telel 3TE. Tl 3TIOT alrer s
TG &I o1 Eell 3T STl FEAT THOTI STl TSATGUN HTHAH hge
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3] Thd UIod &%e] Hdelel ATGl T AT HRATEAH WET dHelel ATeT.
CATHS 3TIOT eI HISTTcATel Thefdl §o TR Il HaT HHTCT HIvIT
SRAETE AT STelel 37TETe.

3O Frear A Felt Sget framom soara Aa 4,

3TIOT ST ST FHATITIS HEITIET T of hedTHd HENISE, 3HeTg i
ST, TG STATCT, faegerd STl @ stesrar AT Ry ApmHast a
A ARG (ST YA U d el 9sdievil fafaas )
ITRTATH 000 U FHold 2o THR T JaT HATC HIULTHT T HIAATET
HIUAT A Y ? AT 30T § ATI0T FRSTATIRGA ¢ Afgearer 31d
3ol ST JEAT JATUTIARE oIl TASEIROT IT AT AT AT ad
3MTehse fafgd Hechd ol TISERIOT T ST ALl JATUTIT HL o
ST, 3R STAT, faeerd Sire 7 s7eerar STATCT faly ATt a
S ARTHGE (ST JATOTIS GUATd J oared Usdial fafeass)

HRAAIH 000 FHAR T Feld ¢o JHR el JdT FHTCT FHIVART
HTIATE HIUATT Aol AT silG, EITAT.

¢ 9 TASTATETed 9I &ITdT.

This was followed by communication dated 31.01.2018
(Annexure A-3) and thereafter, by the impugned order dated 08.11.2019

(Annexure A-1) which stated —

carareff, A, fRarepR AT, Hidard AT Yerak e

01/03/2016 VST AT FHIATAT &l STl 3HTad. AT AT HIATATRZST AT

FIATITAT AT oh.hIAT-2/3h. . /3TEAT-02/aR11d/337/2017 feais 27
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f3dsX 2017 3ad AT UG ST JUAT YHAOTT AT FRATITAH 01
(AT 1 ¥ Hreliatll Seigat el TGN ST dUdT FHATOTIT AT
HIATCIATH HIET holol AHATHS o RIEAHIT SHRIATE AT ST,

ATt AGRISE 3T Sifell, e STATd, faeerd S,
HeFT AT, AR AENEG g 9w ArmEad (A gHOET
SUATY § Il Usdiavid fafawds) g ey #emavest (Smder
JATUYT SUITD 9 el gsaasvia fafag#er) swfafag#, 2000
ST w10 39Y 4. GaeR ASIers, Fidare AT IgTaR Eefisn
01/03/2016 st AT FHETEIT goR  STeldd  3Rd. I AT
FRATEARST AT FRTEAR  AYT -2/l /3T
02/11d/337/2017 festier 27 fedeR, 2017 3ead Ar<Ar Yaad Sd
AUAT YHYT AT ST 01 ARSI 3T e FHOIEEd
AU el gl W Hegdd (RgeFdieday | a¥ sremat Serge

el aIgY) STl Sl JHTOTTT AT HATeE HIel sheldd AHATHD
a1 JMeRlead feetih 8/11/2019 9 MEhT ddel Hamfed
U Id 3Te.

It is the stand of respondents 2 and 3 that the applicant
claimed to belong to O.B.C. on the basis of caste certificate dated
28.10.2005 (Annexure R-3-lI). By G.R. dated 01.03.2006 (Annexure R-3-
lll) Lohar was one of the castes which was deleted from Other Backward
Castes. On 13.11.2017 caste certificate (Annexure R-3-1V) was issued to

the applicant that he belonged to Lohar caste which was recognised as
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Nomadic Tribe (B). Thus, while applying for the post which was reserved
for O.B.C. the applicant furnished caste certificate of the year 2005
which was no longer valid, and secured appointment. After giving him
ample opportunity the impugned order was passed. Correctness of this
stand of respondents 2 and 3 is fully borne out by record. It is not the
case of the applicant that any of the contentions raised by the
respondents is factually incorrect.

3. Respondents 2 and 3 have also relied on G.R. dated

18.05.2013 (Annexure R-3-VI) which states —

R. HERTSE AR ST, Iqqfad FTATC, faeeFd e, seeran
STHAT, SR ATEGIT AT AR TaT (ST TATOTIT U
aregT usdievie  fafaase)  sfafas, Q000 (WY WX
s aRfieRar AT 000 ITAT Ieor@ FUATT 3Tl

31TE.) &1 el feaAleh ¢¢.80.R00¢ URHH AT 3T 3Tg. ATcilel
ol & FER, AR / FAATHT gegreredr ddd HRRd
AT Jedeh ARMHIN T HAAASA, HTeAT ST FATITI=T
derm Heftrd S IscTel AfAdhg qurgs 801 3Taede 3.
A FeIH g0 LA TIAFHR, ST S, ST STATH,
faFeF SATcl, HEHIT STATC, ST AFNEEA o TaRIY HAEE Jaa a1
YA ASd FAHeledT, 31T HIATE Fadld A @ie

fAfael 3@, TRl el AT dichles {:Idldiq*d holl SToITH
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AT ST JNOT 3720 cFeFcllel Bdelel 3T HIUTALT oII8T higel BcTel
SIToATE geeT ol 9T 3. AERISE AT AhAaT (IR ST,
TR STATCT, T STcl, HeehaT STATCT, SR AFTE g4 J fasly
AT YdeT JIeATETST 3RET0T) IFTAfATH, 000 &7 FIer A
RR.2.300Y UIFe HHCAT TeT 31Te. TTcTel Hold ¥(2) TN RAIIdNR,
ST ARTE Yaardardl U JRfEId 3 <a/d AR gaeiear
SACARTAY o UG $ROT SeThReh 31TE. & TTecll, STl FATOTIT
ST TR of Ul TEIET Heany 3ateh a¥ ATeel ddel BT 38,
R A Ueh JohY STRIFT ARG SeoTeel 3.

4, A conjoint consideration of aforesaid undisputed facts and
provisions of the Act as discussed in G.R. dated 18.05.2013 show that
the O.A. is devoid of merits. It is accordingly dismissed with no order as
to costs.
(M.A.Lovekar)
Member (J)

Dated —01/11/2023
rsm.

0.A.N0.319/2022



8

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

as per original Judgment.

Name of Steno : Raksha Shashikant Mankawde
Court Name : Court of Hon’ble Member (]).
Judgment signed on : 01/11/2023.

and pronounced on : 02/11/2023.
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