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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 38/2022 (S.B.)

Anil S/o Yadhavrao Mandve,

Aged about 57 years, occupation service,
R/o Kanishk Apartment, Jaytala Road,

In front of Godavari Hardware, Nagpur,
Taluka and District-Nagpur.

Applicant.

Versus

1) State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
Social Welfare Mantralaya,
Mumbai and Others.

2) The Commissioner Social Welfare,
Address : 3, Church Path,
Agarkar Nagar, Pune,
Maharashtra 411001.

3) Deputy Commissioner/Member of
District Caste Scrutiny Committee,
Gadchiroli, Address : Z.P.Servant Colony,
Police Quarters, Gadchiroli,

Taluka & District-Gadchiroli.

Respondents

Shri R.A.Bagde, Ld. Counsel for the applicant.
Shri A.M.Ghogre, Ld. P.O. for the respondents.

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

Judgment is reserved on 31“‘Julv, 2023.

Judgment is pronounced on 1*' August, 2023.

Heard Shri R.A.Bagde, learned counsel for the applicant and Shri
A.M.Ghogre, learned P.O. for the respondents.
2. Case of the applicant is as follows. By letter dated 22.04.2021
(Annexure A-1) respondent no.3 asked the applicant not to leave Head
Quarter without prior permission. He alleged that the applicant used to
frequently leave office before closure of office hours and create false
record of official visits. By communication dated 14.05.2021 (Annexure
A-2) respondent no.3 again made these and other allegations of
irregular conduct of the applicant. In last para of this communication it
was stated-
oG, OUTE IhAT: Felld Woard A N, FrAe
&g+ MeATH Hed GNT T ST AiARS 3ulFAU IMed exdr AvR
ARl g YITETRT HFRIART YEAad avdrd Isd. dad TTelr

JcgeT ATRAS T &efesly Wed STeATRAarT 3T9e I8l ddsTar
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To the communication dated 14.05.2021 the applicant gave a

reply dated 20.05.2021 (Annexure A-3) denying all the allegations. On

03.06.2021 respondent no.3 issued one of the impugned orders

(Annexure A-4) relevant part of which is as under —

0.A.N0.38/2022

3IRIFd IS F&T oGt A 3ferer Az, dreid e,
G&TAT UUSF AT AT AT, 03¢ T ATg T, 03¢ I 3ufErdarad
Qrellel 3MTCRT 3UTe dUT HeET THT HRATI THG FgUT HY A,
TTSTeT 2T, T7S WrelTer 31Ger A i 3me.

A, AT Tree’ra Asd, Weld folietsh, gafar 9+ &

f.09.03.202¢, 03.03.303%, 04,03.303%. 94.03.303¢, 9¢.03,30%9,

£3.03.303¢ JATOT 30.03.303¢ Sl GRT AHCATHD AT o T
feaaTdaT ST Sl 3UTRTYT gld. d HHIBI ¢¢.00 T ATHA YR
B3l Ycdeh feael gurl ¢.30 o FHRIH HIAToRI WIS A cITTAR
a1 b fggarciver i 3rat g arvaToT 3y feaw sufderdh 3me.

dOT & oR.03.303¢, ¢6.03.303¢, ¢.03.303¢ IOV
3¢.03.203¢ T ASTRIC TSTegaTcler ¥ fea@r GRT Srerati=r qoT
3afEr R &, 3.03.203¢ 37TOT *W.03.203¢ AT &l fEadrar =
31hie gl-ardier R feaarY 3Rty arg eRuara A9 3R,

AT f.08.03.303¢ AT Glelid 39 37T, AMifear Arddhs
GaTdT UYSTT 3gaTellay  TATeIRAdT helall alT dad T
0f.03.30%¢, ©0lB.03.303¢, £9.03.30%¢, ©3.03.303¢, £¥.03.30%¢,

0.03.303¢, 29.03,30¢, 219.03.303%¢, ¢.03.303¢ HTUT R, 03.203¢ T
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MR T T Aol ioieh FErd s AT e eRuATT AT
37Te.

AT AMiear A e aNT Sofeat g Iuferdr rearg
arefdelell  dAHed Y UrfduaTd  3Medal HeX  fEadrar
daTHGHTT 3Teer AT Foard Icfier. a8 f6.29.03.203¢ sl
A, 3fer AlST ¢RI WiAdRS 3uRRya Faeas car eaarh
Tt IRENT ERUAT A 31T

3IRIFT AU AR Talld ogst A 3ifer Asd I
AG AT, 03¢ ALY KXY A AT 3T HINEIRIA TG Fded

ITAT 31ST 1.

On 16.06.2022 respondent no.3 issued the order (Annexure A-6)

as follows which, too, is impugned —
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SUerd FAST ST&Td UdeT A, 3ifeler Hisd, drerg ={eTe,
CeTdT YU I Alg T, 108 T 3UTEANGISd Wreldl 312l

3UTger U7 HeTT a8 ATl FHE FgU AT AT, THeT 2. 1S
relter 3G er fAAfAT Hda 3R,

A, AT Treea’g Asd, Wed fieTsh, Gafar 9¥us &
f&.02.09.203¢, 24.08.303¢, ?8.08.203¢ IHITOT 30.0¥.203¢ ISl ST
ATAHS ST o el fGaamden el i 3ufeyd gid. d
HHTST 22.00 L. ATANR YU 15T Fedsh feasly gury ¢.30 2
AR $ATerd WS 3T IER A7 ¥ feaardier camdr e
feaq av@Amr R feaw 3UfEUr 3mg. dE™ f&oR.08.20%¢,
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03.04.2037, ©0Y.08.3037, f0.04.303¢. 99.0¥.3037, 93.08.30%F,
?%.04.03%, 915.08.303%, £¢.0%.203¢, :¢.08.303%, W.0¥.203¢ HTTOT
R9.0¥.30%¢ T ATHHIT G g Hldolioieh Ferd ThHoT 2 fGad
&Afeet T 3uRYUH TofaeaeTaR  f&.0g 08,3032, of 0y.30¢,
ols.0¥.203¢, 0C.04.203¢, 9R.08.30¢ T 0.04.303¢ FEL IUTRYcH
THUT o€, fGad AAATATS AT GRUAT AT 37Tg. T/ fe. 2.08.202¢
HIOT R3.0¥.R03¢ AT R g™l fiehlds T deaia’ AT @
Taardr emashry gr I AR fe. €.0¥.30%¢, 2W.0¥.0%¢,
R¢.0Y. 03¢ T R.08.303¢ T ¥ f&aH daTehra Lo 4. 3ifeier Az
il Bcfelell Mg, T, I HIAFAR Rl Ioterr w9
deTHIT & 9T AT AHeAT &, Q.08.203¢2 T R.0¥.303¢ 3(@T
THT ¢ T et deFehra Toiar YFdTd JTed SATedTedal AT,

HYFd, HATST FedI0T, HIGY TrIhs TeX Hoal HeX TSl
Ho{liek  HeX  Hlelatlid ddel 3Mgdd ol I, T
1&.0%.08.303¢ AT lga@TaTad AT AA FT FHBTAUIR 31g R fe.
£3.0%.203¢ T IUTEUC $TSRT AfAHRZ TATIOI EIqe HTelell TGN
e fead ad=ITHTST AT TRAT YUTR TRl

3erd YATOT: 3UfEC STaTTd Agst 4. 31feter AsT A= ATg
T 03¢ ALY ¢¢ A dcfel STF FINFINIIA ML Fded

ITAT 37ST 1.
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Deputy Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Squad wrote two
letters dated 22.06.2021 (Annexures A-10 & A-11) giving clean chit to
the applicant in respect of office attendance and absence in office on
account of official visits. To the latter communication statement of one
Kamalsingh was attached. The applicant gave a statement dated
10.08.2021 (Annexure A-12) before Special Inspector General of Police,
Nagpur alleging that with ulterior motive respondent no.3 had deprived
him of his full salary. The applicant preferred appeal (Annexure A-15)
challenging orders dated 03.06.2021 and 16.06.2021 but to no avail.
Hence, this O.A.

3. Stand of respondent no.3 is that neither of the impugned orders
was actuated by malafides and the same cannot be assailed either on
facts or in law.

4. | have given chronology which led to passing of the impugned
orders. Both these orders entail civil consequences. Before passing
these orders opportunity of hearing was not given to the applicant nor
was due process followed. Consequently, both these orders cannot be

sustained. Hence, the order.
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ORDER
The impugned orders dated 03.06.2021 (Annexure A-4) and
16.06.2021 (Annexure A-6) are quashed and set aside. No order as to

costs.

(M.A.Lovekar)
Member (J)

Dated —01/08/2023
rsm.
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[ 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 : 01/08/2023.

and pronounced on
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