IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,
MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.607 OF 2024

DISTRICT : PUNE
SUB : Suspension

Shri Rajendra Uddhav Vidyagar, )
Aged 56 Years, working as Revenue Asstt. )
(currently under suspension) Office of the )
Divisional Commissioner Pune Division,
Pune.

R/at : 15, Queens Garden, General Aurn
Kumar Vaidya Marg, Pune 411 001.

~— — — —

... Applicant

Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra, through
Principal Secretary (Revenue and -
Forest Department), Mantralaya,
Mumbai 400 032.

2. Divisional Commissioner, Pune )
Division, Council Hall, opp. Poona )
Club Camp Area, Pune 411001. )

3. The Collector, opposite Sassoon )
Hospital, Sation Road, Pune 411001.)...Respondents

Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the Applicant.

Shri A. D. Gugale, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : Hon’ble Shri M. A. Lovekar, Hon’ble Member (J)
Reserved on : 14.01.2025
Pronounced on : 17.01.2025

JUDGEMENT

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the Applicant
and Shri A. D. Gugale, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
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The Applicant was working as ‘Revenue Assistant’ in the office of

Respondent No.2. By order dated 27.02.2024, the Respondent No.2

placed the Applicant under suspension. The impugned order inter-alia

stated that he had committed breach of Rule 3 of the Maharashtra Civil

Services (Discipline & Appeal) Rules, 1979, and hence he was being
suspended as provided under Rule 4(1) thereof. On 10.04.2024, the

Applicant was served with a charge sheet of Departmental Enquiry

containing the following charges :-

“GIURIT . ¢ :- 4. INg [TAWR, Aeqe Yo, (VRIRF JHe) Hedd

IRAT, JH T UGIR SRR SRIaHT JEOTHTN olegidi o
TEHST &, g/20/30%3 Ish, U SR Frfaa 8 @

Tafaffa srafaaraoguia snediey AERET sfeard UTa T STe0Yesl

3{garel aRETE! A=Al U8 ol N iR HRUMBIURG gid0duTiy gea

3EATd YN U AT A9edHOSad favarared AUy sidried gy

. ¢ Ro IR Tel 3180

AYRIY . R :- 4. IEE f9EFR, HeYd G, (YR Ia) Heqd
URAT, ITH YR USTaR HRIRG AT AEB s SIh eyl . IarT
gefd 3R defd praferg fAufor HRUEEd A1 AEIHT Joxd JTHT STy
feamiaEA fe. ou/3R /3033 USRI WEHNE UK SRTTe! AH! Jdra)
FRiaTe! Ed! el

GIVRIY . 3 :- 4. Iog [9OWR, #ega Je0s, (YRR o) Heqd
T, A7 UGIaR 3. 23/0&/3033 ASIUNA HRRA A AEHSOURIN
T HREUR HTe0 Fex IHa-rAl GaR dUNUIHHARER SHEad J
AT AHABHD T fagd Sieledn Siga.

QYR %. ¥ :- 4. 6% IR, 7eYd YeAH, (RN JHaH) Hegd
TRAT, I TR fd. 3/0§&/R033 ASURH HRRA AT Hrafad=
HHBSTHAHGI THIUN Tatsdadl saad! 30

GIURIY . 4 :- 4. Ioig fAemR, Heqe JgrHed, (VRIRA JEba) Heqd
IIRAT, 7 YR fe. 3308 /3033 AUSIUNA HRRA SRamT Ufaesi= Tgas!,
fadeifaes Tgas!, Wl seE IE®GT SEREad Jaad! Alel a1 Tl
FHATT HHGTHAOSTdYde creiere qanfcy g0 3ghd ™o
ST BRIV d Falcl 7 d@dl JH THA fam Saad HaR
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HE HERIY ANRY TET (@fufh) fam, _us wefte gw 3 =1 v awmn
Sfely
Hence, this Original Application seeking relief of reinstatement.

3. Stand of the Respondent No.2 is that the impugned order cannot

be faulted either on facts or in law.

4. In his Rejoinder, the Applicant has contended that charges laid

against him were unfounded and they did warrant suspension.

5. In her Sur-Rejoinder, the Respondent No.2 has reiterated that the

impugned order is well founded.

0. The order of suspension is impugned on the following grounds :-
(1) It violates the guidelines contained in Manual of
Departmental Enquires, as well as principles of natural
justice.
(2)  The order is malafide as there were no justifiable grounds to

issue the same.
(3) Approach of the Respondent No.2 was biased.

7. The impugned order sets out elaborately the grounds which led to
its passing. Show cause notice was issued to the Applicant. No
procedural lapse could be pointed out by the Applicant. There is nothing
to attribute either malafides or bias to Respondent No.2. Within three
months from the date of the impugned order of suspension, the
Applicant was served with a charge sheet. No violation of any of the
guidelines in Manual for Departmental Enquires could be pinpointed.
The impugned order does not suffer from any infirmity. Hence, the

Original Application is dismissed with no order as to costs.

Sd/-
( M. A. Lovekar)
Member (J)
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Place: Mumbai
Date: 17.01.2025.

Dictation taken by: V. S. Mane
DA VSM\VSO\2025\Judgment 2025\0.A.607 of 2024 Suspension.doc
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