MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR
COMMON JUDGMENT IN 0.A. NO. 395/2021 with 0.A.N0.107/2018

with C.A.No.283/2022 with 0.A.N0.108/2018 with
0.A.N0.392/2021(S.B.)

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 395/2021
Mordhwaj S/o Asaram Shimpolkar.
Aged about 56 years, Occu: Service,
R/o Range Forest Office, Wadsa,
District : Gadchiroli.

Applicant.

Versus

1. State of Maharashtra,
through its Chief Secretary,
Department of Revenue & Forest,

Mantralaya, Mumbai - 440032.

2. The Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,

Van Bhavan (M.S.), Civil Lines, Nagpur.

3. The Deputy Conservator of Forest,
Divisional Forest Office, Wadsa,

District Gadchiroli.

4. The Range Forest Officer,
Wadsa, District Gadchiroli.

Respondents
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With

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 107/2018 with C.A.N0.283 /2022
1. Sambhu S/o Shripad Madavi,
Aged about 48 years, Occu.
R/o Mul, Dist. Chandrapur.

2. Patru S/o Tanu Kinake (Dead)
Aged about 54 years, Occu. Vanmajdoor,
R/o Mul, Dist. Chandrapur.
2-i) Satyawati Wd/o Patru Kinnake,
Aged about 45 years, Occu. Housewife,
2-ii) Suraj S/o Patru Kinnake,
Aged about 17 years, Occu. Labour,
2-iii) Karishma D/o Patru Kinnake,
Aged about 19 years, Occ. Household,
All R/o Ward No.3, Karvan,
Post Maroda, Through Mul,
Karvan Dist. Chandrapur.
(Through LRs)
3. Suresh S/o Maroti Thakre,
Aged about 51 years, Occu. Vanmajdoor,

R/o Mul, Dist. Chandrapur.

4. Murlidhar S/o Dadaji Mohurle,
Aged about 47 years, Occu. Vanmajdoor,
R/o Mul, Dist. Chandrapur.

5. Ravikishor S/o Gulab Khobragade,
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Aged about 46 years, Occu.Vanmajdoor,

R/o Mul, Dist. Chandrapur.

6. Giridhar S/o Namdeo Nagose,
Aged about 45 years, Occu.Vanmajdoor,

R/o Mul, Dist. Chandrapur

7. Dhondu S/o Bhikaji Kulmethe,
Aged about 58 years, Occu.Vanmajdoor,

R/o Mul, Dist. Chandrapur.

8. Rafik S/o Mustaq Sheikh

9. Manohar S/o Sonba Soyam,
Aged about 46 years, Occu.Vanmajdoor,

R/o Chichpalli, Dist. Chandrapur.

10. Bhaiyyaji S/o Kanhu Maradkar,
Aged about 48 years, Occu.Vanmajdoor,

R/o Chichpalli, Dist. Chandrapur.

11. Purshottam S/o Rajeshwar Wadhai,
Aged about 54 Years, Occu.Vanmajdoor,

R/o Chichpalli, Dist. Chandrapur.

12. Bundha S/o Lalaji Gandekar,
Aged about 53 Years, Occu.Vanmajdoor,

R/o Chichpalli, Dist. Chandrapur.
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Applicant at Sr.Nos.7 to 12 are R/0 O/o
RFO Chichpalli.

Applicants.

Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra,
through its Chief Secretary (Forest),
Department of Revenue & Forests,

Mantralaya, Mumbai 440001.

2. The Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,
(Head of Forest Force),

Van Bhavan (M.S.) Civil Lines, Nagpur.

3. The Dy. Conservator of Forests,
Divisional Forest Office,
Chandrapur Forest Division,

Tah. Chandrapur, Dist, Chandrapur.

4. The Range Forest Officer,
Mul, Dist. Chandrapur.

5. The Range Forest Officer,
Chichpalli, Tah. Chandrapur,
Dist. Chandrapur.

Respondents

With
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ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.108/2018

1. Gangadhar S/o Chirkuta Ingole,
Aged about 58 years, Occu. Vanmajdoor,
R/o0 Range Office, Sindewahi.

2. Bhimrao S/o Mahadeorao Jagazape,
Aged about 61 years, Occ. Vanmajdoor,
R/o Range Office, South Bramhapuri.

3. Umaji S/o Murhari Bagmare,
Aged about 57 years, Occ. Vanmajdoor,
R/o Range Office, North Bramhapuri.

4. Madhukar S/o Baliram Tupat,
Aged about 51 years, Occu. Vanmajdoor,
R/o0 Range Office, North Bramhapuri.

Applicants.
Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra,
through its Chief Secretary (Forest),
Department of Revenue & Forests,

Mantralaya, Mumbai 440001.

2. The Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,
(Head of Forest Force),

Van Bhavan (M.S.) Civil Lines, Nagpur.

3. The Dy. Conservator of Forests,
Divisional Forest Office,
Bramhapuri Forest Division,

Tah. Bramhapuri, Dist. Chandrapur.
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4. The Range Forest Officer,
North Brahmapuri Range Office,
Tah. Bramhapuri, Dist. Chandrapur.

5. The Range Forest Officer,
Sindewahi, All of RFO, Tah. Sindewahi,
Dist. Chandrapur.

6. The Range Forest Officer,

Sawali, Tah. Sawali, Dist. Chandrapur.

Respondents
With
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 392/2021
Gokuldas S/o Shivram Khobragade,
Aged about 63 years, Occu. Nil,
R/o Bramhapuri, Dist. Chandrapur.
Applicant.

Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra,
through its Chief Secretary,
Department of Revenue & Forests,

Mantralaya, Mumbai 440032.

2. The Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,

Van Bhavan (M.S.) Civil Lines, Nagpur.
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3. The Dy. Conservator of Forests,
Divisional Forest Office,

Bramhapuri, Dist. Chandrapur.

4. The Range Forest Officer,
South Brahmapuri,

Dist. Chandrapur.

Respondents

Shri M.R.Joharapurkar, Ld. Counsel for the applicants.
Shri H.K.Pande, Ld. P.O. for the respondent no.1.

Coram:-Hon’ble Shri Justice M.G.Giratkar, Vice Chairman.
Dated: - 7th September, 2023.

COMMON JUDGMENT

Heard Shri M.R.Joharapurkar, Ld. Counsel for the applicants
and Shri H.K.Pande, learned P.O. for the Respondents.
2. Case of the applicants in short is as under.

In all the O.As. the applicants have claimed regularisation as
per G.R. dated 16.10.2012. Before the G.R. of 16.10.2012, Vanmazoors who
were working continuously for not less than period of five years were made
regular as per the G.R. of 1994. Some of the Vanmazoors were not
regularised as per G.R. of 1994. Therefore, the Government of Maharashtra

i.e. the Principal Chief Conservator of Forest called information from all the
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Chief Conservator of Forest of the respective district; to submit list of
Vanmazoors who were continuously working for not less than five years
and who worked not less than 240 days in each years. The list was
submitted by head of the respective district of Forest Department. In the
said list the names of applicant and other similarly situated Vanmazoors
were not shown working on E.G.S..

3. The Government of Maharashtra has taken a decision as per

Government Resolution dated 16.10.2012 which is as under-

?) et FTaTTciIer .2.92.2%8 o f&. 30.0€.00y THT HeTaT Tegciler fohar
desh Jeeh Rear gidadt oAt yo feaw Ao o g a¥ &
heledT YocR JUSIGRT AR . ¢.0€.20¢ AT HIATAX JHUIRT U7
SOT-TT HTHINRIAT HHHSSITAT [UTIT TATOT WrelTel 371ET T e e
u@gwmrazrra.

i. T AT dcel d TSI oITeT & GIOTR +ATe.

i, TTAT 208,082 A yaferd Aarfaigedt dde T HgRISE AR
VAT AT AT TG AT

iii. ST 90¢R USTGRT HHIRIAT aUSSAT T U TAShY oreed
HITH FHIUITA I1a.

iv. 3TAFT Yo¢R USERT FIHIRIGAT HIIH HIOATT IId JATd
HOEITE! e oITeT SUATYET HIAHA AT HeX o) A
ATafIerd g TAHRETAgT JTa# IIEY ATH=ITH AT HIUATT I1dT,

Q) U ANUIAT HAIT TATAT FHIATALRT AT FIAGT df [AHTIICATT
ISTATIANT / AeToAce’ ATl ASTGRT HeAT Tedeh avicl Wo fgaq
SHTH cholol AT, ATHRAT $ T HloTaEN ATSTdTAT USTIR FHT JTSTall
forar AR g3l o= dcad ATAaR FeledT FAM aw FEra
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3) fesarer 3¢/¢/¢%R¢6 TAT FAURITYATOY RS 9T 3idclel JUTH FHIEr
HRUTHS TAIHIT 7 SHTetel VTR HoRTHT JaT fHATHIT 0T JredTd.

8) TAHIAT I1C-3 HEY AHU[H 0T JAHATS Feeh=h 31 Refrer
FOATT A, qA, f.2.6.2092 Al ard g7 Rarfagedrard fafea
TAAAIET T AGE. dhT -3 HRAT NaIH 3Felel fAfed
QAefOTeh qrac 37e Suiel RIS HIvdTe A 3.

3) STET TAHSIT cATAT USTGRT HFIRIESHT THATAT oA Tl
AT TaRTaR ~arIYiase Shell AT, 32T YRV wATTI IS AT ATAT
a1 AIfAT O T gIUIR AHIHD 31T JhONd Hefcled
SIS T Y0 R Hdedddid Iredm dar Haffaa axoara
ITeATd.

€) HeX TS 91e-3 ALY AR vdd A IFHATHS IT AT deTdol
YU I1d g g U¢ AE-5 ITEET 9SS FHoX HIdld FHI dci=Aof
T.4,8¥0-byyo JUN IS e ¢ 300 ALY AATUT FIUITA AT 3T .

19) HEX TAHSIIIAT Teelld HGRTSE ATIRY Qe foAa# o] g cire.

¢) SN gef AT FeldT qeedlel 3Ual Jesh JehRedl dar drd
JETIET STIET SATelell 3118, <ITT deT QAR 3€ & g e § 7T R
S, HIATAT AHUTRIHTST TTATTATOY fa=R H0AT e,

(37) AT FIRATAATATE T AT YgTay Al UAT Ak AT UETa $cT
HIUITT A 3TE.

9) JBIADT ATHT TAEATTAR IRl ST 3HTeledT s HsasrAThd S
YeTay $cll FUATT I AT TeTar $cll F0ATT I, ATHATT SRl
fAaATder Fafia g liar rEom-ar 3raRds EAT 9 e erdt dn
AUDIC

%) 3¢ & fahdl I 3 AIE AAVEH FAAT Bard JAAATET Hef=hr 3¢
QT TeTIHATOT TRrefiel ot ATal.
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?) TATEAT 33 A¥icR (Fatd) A Sadl a¥f &e fqemmene SRR 3med
daedr auter gard e Rrdier HIvaTd 1. 3eeRony Sl 3 a¥f dar
hololl 3Tl TT=AT gITAT 3¢ Y TFT T FATAT 22 I JaT Forell 3TV Tl
JITT ¥ IETII A g 37¢ frefrer Hoard I,

3) ATHATA 3TNl Haar-Tiarad FAAAT dheredr amaeT AoTITaER
AT AT ATHSAT Ted AT HIAHET FATAL INETUT ST cATeATR Rl
U¢ 3TRTATT Sholl e d. ATHATT I [IHRIT TeS¥aT $RcAIdes IradT quT
el ITHUT-AT USTERT HSRIAT IC & T ¢ 5 HEY 0% HRTEIT STuaTd
A, 3BTl HAA-AAT FATAT HGHTT SUATT JHTelell HL (98 TY)

4. As per the G.R. dated 16.10.2012, the respective head of district
of Forest Department were directed to regularise daily wages Vanmazoors
who were working continuously for five years and they had completed 240
days in each years. But the condition is also mentioned in the G.R. that
those who were working on E.G.S. shall not be regularised.

5. After the G.R. dated 16.10.2012 another list was submitted by
the respective head of the district of Forest Department. In the said list the
names of applicants and some other Vanmazoors were shown working on
E.G.S., and, therefore, they are not regularised in the Forest Department.
The applicants are those employees who approached to this Tribunal.

6. The claim of all the applicants are that they were not working
on E.G.S.. They were working in a Forest Department on daily wages. They
have completed 240 days working in each year. They have continuously

worked in the Forest Department for more than five years. They have
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fulfilled the condition of the G.R. dated 16.10.2012. Therefore, they prayed
in all these 0.As. that they should be regularised in the Forest Department.
7. In all these 0O.As., the respondents have filed reply. It is
submitted that the condition in the G.R. dated 16.10.2012 is very clear. As
per the condition, the daily wages Vanmazoors who were working on E.G.S.
are not to be regularised. The applicants were working on E.G.S. and,
therefore, they are not regularised.

8. During the course of submission, learned counsel for the
applicant has submitted that in the first list submitted by the respondent
i.e. the Chief Conservator of Forest of the respective district (Gadchiroli
etc.) it is not shown that applicants were working on E.G.S.. The
respondents are wrongly showing that applicants are working on E.G.S..
There is no document to show that they were referred by the competent
authority i.e. Collector/Tahsildar etc. to work in Forest Department on
E.G.S.. Therefore, without any documents the respondents are denying the
claim of applicant. At last Id. counsel for the applicant submitted that the
applicants were working in the Forest Department as a regular daily wages
and not on E.G.S.. Learned counsel for the applicant has further submitted

that some of the Vanmazoors/applicants are now retired.
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9. The learned P.0. has submitted that the applicants were
working on E.G.S. and, therefore, they are not made permanent. Hence,
0.As. are liable to be dismissed in view of G.R. dated 16.10.2012.

10. In the similar matter, this Tribunal has taken decision directing
the respondents to make an enquiry by giving opportunity to the applicants
/ Vanmazoors. The respondents were directed to produce the documents
before the applicants to show that they are really working on E.G.S. If they
were / are not working on E.G.S. then they should be regularised in the
Forest Department as per G.R. dated 16.10.2012. Hence, the following
order.

ORDER

1. The 0.As. are partly allowed.

2. The respondents are directed to decide the claim of the applicants
as to whether they are entitled for regularisation as per G.R. dated
16.10.2012.

3. The respondents are directed to produce the material documents
in presence of the applicants to show as to whether they were
working on E.G.S..

4. The respondents authority shall produce the documents before
the applicant as per the Scheme/Act of E.G.S. to work on E.G.S. in

Forest Department.
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5. If the respondents Authority have found that they were/are not
working on E.G.S. then those applicants shall be regularised as per
G.R. dated 16.10.2012.

6. All the exercise shall be done by the respondents within a period
of four months from the date of receipt of this order.

7. The 0O.As. are disposed of.

8. No order as to costs.

(Justice M.G.Giratkar)
Vice Chairman
Dated - 07/09/2023

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 Vice Chairman .
Judgment signed on : 07/09/2023.

Uploaded on : 13/09/2023.
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