1 O.A. No. 815 of 2022

MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR
ORIGINAL APPLICATION No.815 of 2022

Sambha Nagorao Sonkamble,
Age: 63 yrs. Occu.: Retired. Nill Address:
"Anita Sadan", Pandharpur Nagar, Purna Road, Nanded.

Applicant.
Versus

1) The State of Maharashtra through the principal Secretary,
Industry Directorate, New Administration Bhawan,
Madam Kama Marg, Oppo. Mantralaya, Mumbai.

2) The Development Commissioner (Industry Directorate),
Mumbai.

3) The Deputy Director (Industry), Amaravati Division,
Amaravati.

4) The General Manager, (District Industry Centre),
Yeotmal.
Respondents.

S/Shri G.G. Suryawanshi, R.M. Jade, Advs. for applicant.
Shri A.P. Potnis, learned P.O. for respondents.

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

Date of Reserving for Judgment : 10™ April,2024.

Date of Pronouncement of Judgment : 18™ April,2024.
JUDGMENT

(Delivered on this 18" day of April,2024)

Heard Shri G.G. Suryawanshi, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri A.P. Potnis, learned P.O. for the respondents.

2. Relevant facts are as follows —
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By order dated 31/03/2016 (Annex-A-2) following punishment

was imposed on the applicant —

“8f. BleTFIg JregIay STUIIT Tl GITRIT JTf0T ATIHI FHHTAle FT6Y
[G=IRTeT €T &lar RIET 70T HERTSE SAIIRT |l (FNee & 3ifde) 797,
P68 T AT 9 () (G17), (7)) AT FRGGIFER AT Hesh . 2 s
JUGIT 3lTelell JAICGRcA] Galeadd] IT HIGRIqar ¥ #ROGIT Id 3T a7
JHTERITEAT RATHIRGT Y@l e auiaele Tl qalewict) Igoareht Hfor
TGl dAellfel GRHET FcdPl &.£9, 000 FHU] THU £ HigrdlHed
% £,¢0, 000/~ SDI FJhHIT IRUIS aGel 0 Il RIe dugrar 79T Fex
g RFTHTTIAYES GIfQFRY (330 aidell [Raa gieasr s off
JTgechl, 98¢ =T GR=BG 3.6 FAR FETH FIIABR) [FHIE ITGFT (35317])
The Appellate Authority modified the order dated 31/03/2016 as

follows by passing the order dated 20/09/2016 (Annex-A-4) —

“1. A, UH. U, WeTohisas, 39T fAdatsn It Jerofl fashr 3mgerd (3eznn)
AT 7. 31.03.2016 AST=AT 32T &, 16 T TeaT 5.2 T 28.12.2015
3 3T [AN8TH (3.4) AT UGIaR AT 3Telell Ugleoddl HIIH ST
AT 3T 3T HTeTTTor e G 3. 19 T&elieh 07.04.2016 TE HUATT
I IR,

2. A, HieTehidied ATeAT AT EIHGT Tl &, 15,000/ FHTOT TRUT &RT
ARUATTHT %.1,80,000/- FTohl Jehdlel $RUTS €1 RIGT HIIH F0AT I

In view of order of the Appellate Authority the applicant was

directed to join at District Industrial Center, Yavatmal by order dated
04/02/2017 (Annex-A-5) on the post of Industrial Inspector (Higher
Grade). The applicant retired on superannuation on 31/08/2017. It is
the grievance of the applicant that he was unjustly denied the benefit

of third time bound promotion under the Assured Progress Scheme,
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as per G.R. dated 02/03/2019 (Annex-A-6). His further grievance is
that such benefit was extended to similarly placed employees by order
dated 21/05/2021 (Annex-A-8). By the impugned order dated

30/08/2021 (Annex-A-10) he was informed as follows —

“ T AN AU FBAuATT AT A, AAAT AT AAMAEY AN
STHIEIT GURIT QaicTe 3MRaTdd Jorell AeTaliciald ofref A@ulaTaaean
Teleeddl AR f.3¢.2.203¢ T f&.210.2.203¢ TAT J&hHAEY 3Tl fag=ar
SATHTHTST ITIAT dUTHUAT 3Tell gidT. T dShIAed TSegT 361 &g, ¢S
JY SAHSTST ANSAATINT ST fAATRAIT goh i diweisiar
Il e 3MYOTH RIET SAaudrd el 3HHede fae=ar s 391

Representations of the applicant went unheeded. Hence, this

O.A.

3. To their reply respondent nos.1 and 2 have annexed
communication dated 19/09/2022 (Annex-R-1) made by respondent

no.1 to respondent no.2. It states —

“ Y fANATEAT NI IMUCAT FedTehad T 3eTaq&el  T9OTE
FoAuATd A I, IR Slwell/ TRl hioT yefed 3rdoedr daa
RIgTear Al 3cedr da fRIEr e Fqserd eledr ifan/
FHARIAT Telead! ST TAGaAAT HRUEIIEEd ATHT  TRTET
fomT=ar ¢.99.8.20%0 dHT f&.30.0¢.R08¢ TSiear el ooy
EIGEISE FAAT feele T 3HTed.

R. A, TH. Uel. HidAhId, 3T falteten IieAT f.3¢.03.208€ AT ATGRMead
fRIGTT FSITauaTd 3iTell 378 & SauaTd 3iTeledr RlTar s Taearear
gl HYUT TahA 9 ALY a¥fel HUATS G 3. ode
13.3¢.03.20%¢ UTHS Talealdl HIAAT SShrear 1&.3¢.0¢.01¢ T RIgtar
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3. TEE, FeX YOOl AT AR THAETAT 6.99.¢:.20%0 ddd
f&.30.0¢.20¢¢ VoleaT 2MET fAUTITRY TUHT: 3rdeliehed el MTSAT TARTAR
qérel 3R HRIATET Y. deaAcR AT FHeATH FEATT AHAE HeI
rar, g et 7

4. In view of communication dated (Annex-R-1) the O.A. can be
disposed of by issuing necessary directions to respondent no.2.
Respondent no.2 shall act as per directions contained in Annexure-
R-1, within three months from today and communicate the decision to
the applicant forthwith. With these directions the O.A. is disposed of

with no order as to costs.

(M.A.Lovekar)
Member (J).
Dated :- 18/04/2024.

*dnk.
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| affirm that the contents of the PDF file order are word to word

same as per original Judgment.

Name of P.A. : D.N. Kadam
Court Name : Court of Hon’ble Member (J).

Judgment signed on : 18/04/2024.



