
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 1080 OF 2016 

DISTRICT : SOLAPUR 

Dr. Yevasep G. Jagtap. 	 ) 

Age : 56 Yrs, Working as Medical Officer, ) 

Public Health Centre, Shirapur, Tal. Mohol) 

Dist : Solapur and residing at 54, Aakash ) 

Residency, Rhutu Vihar Nagar, Majarewadi) 

Solapur. 

	

	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

1 	Dr. Shitalkumar Jaddhay. 
The District Health Officer, Z.P, 
Solapur. 

2. The Chief Executive Officer. 
Zilla Parishad, Solapur. 

3. Dr. Shashikant Kulkarni. 
District Programme Manager, 
Solapur. 

4. Smt. Vaishali Thorat. 
Taluka Accountant in the Office of 
Taluka Health Officer, Tal. Mohol, 
Dist : Solapur. 

Shri Shivaji Salunkhe. 
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Taluka Accountant in the office of 
Taluka Health Officer, Tal. Mohol, 
Dist : Solapur. 

6. Dr. Mulla. 
Medical Officer, Public Health 
Centre Anagar, Tal. Mohol, 
District : Solapur. 

7. The State of Maharashtra. 
Through Principal Secretary, 
Public Health Department, 
Mantralaya, Mumbai - 400 032. 

) 
) 
) 
)...Respondents 

Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, Advocate for Applicant. 

Mr. Ashok Misal, Advocate for Respondents 1 to 3 and 5 & 

6. 

Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, Presenting Officer for Respondent No.7. 

PER 	: R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL) 

DATE : 05.06.2017 

JUDGMENT 

1. 	This Original Application (OA) brought by a 

Medical Officer questioning the validity of the order dated 

27.10.2016 issued by the Respondent No.1 - The District 

Health Officer, Zilla Parishad, Solapur (Exh. 'A', Page 16 of 

the Paper Book (PB)) whereby, additional charge of D.D.O. 

was withdrawn from the Applicant and given to the 6th 
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Respondent - Dr. S.S. Mulla. 

2. I have perused the record and proceedings 

and heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate 

for Applicant, Mr. Ashok Misal, the learned Advocate for 

Respondents 1 to 3 and 5 1% 6 and Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the 

learned Presenting Officer for Respondent No.7. 

3. The Respondent No.4 - Smt. Vaishali Thorat, 

District Accounts Manager is neither present nor 

represented. 

4. The record would show that, by an order of 

20.8.2013 (Exh. `R-1', Page 141 of the PB) issued by the 2nd 

Respondent - The Chief Executive Officer, Z.P, Solapur, the 

Applicant was given additional charge of the post therein 

mentioned. This order was issued, it may be repeated, not 

by the State Government or by the State Government's 

permission by the CEO. This charge was withdrawn vide 

the impugned order issued by the District Health Officer 

and not even by the CEO. As already hinted above, it is 

this order which is being questioned herein. 

5. There is a GR issued by the Public Health 

Department of the State of Maharashtra on 28th March, 
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2012. The same needs to be reproduced as to its 

substantial part for better grasp and understanding (in 

Marathi). 

"2TR:m%olz[: 

314214cl 	T.R 	2112:10 GIU  TT T aUEI WT41 3-IfsaWt1, 

Nc-6l 1:EatSI   WTIZa T-11-41ATIm--U 

cs14&4f cb.ew-A T alarFit 41.U.Crd1.1R-E. tTI4Tt 3ifETW41 	N?p&:(1 

311-1 	A 3ifir 	TIT 21k-101 WTIT4 	cl,uTIta 	alta. Nc-61 

CIaz[bicidia 3-TTAI1 3ik1u2T ziaIt 	wTticiel / 3italit-m1 2IraiE4 

2ITTM 3.1T.211arA 	 319 N MT-42-a 2-16- , 

ct) 1J1:11-611:EQraTAa 	3-1:1%wiJa 	cNciI 413117 016 . 

R. Nc6I   WTI&I 	 w-dict)1 

	

qr61. TIT cFiT2UllzrlcT Nc6( 3-112.1 T 3ifseTWt / z1 	61e14 	01c6( 

3-TRIEE 3ifiWt 3-11C1140-ci 	3TR1:1 	3-121Q1 3{0-e1 0,17-041 

3iFETW-?:11-4T W4a-TR 	31 71 3Tralw-TiTc1-) 2TR-10W-a 

94tRaWll r2mi2I 	4traz Git61. 

3{RTt 	 3Traiwz1 2lite-11 ct)ITIW . 4cf 

aw-t1 	t-icsifiTa Ne-6( ETFT5F-4i ap2J c 5 Ct 	3191M-I 1 	3i2IT 

t TAT{ 319-TmT-2{TTh-gla 	W-V 143D0 	144t-ialTrf0cbac11 

	

Cara 3 il1Mcb,  atIZID?J 	TEMODA rflaq, 	2-4490ai~c751 	i1 

3142ir110- 1 MIT 	3ifilw11 cf Nc.61 3TRIu 3-19T- Tzl 

ct) 	tzimITT 	 Ne6( A2112-10[ TI 401 cict)Ttl 

aZ, 	Zia-dat"0ciclz14ll4lci OFTI 	 NcZ( chtl4 

wt-T-41 	a22I 3{Tacci 	3TILIcY-IT 319-11;11e-lk-16 crtc11 

cc c1 21k-IGIR-t 2rr7 ct".etcit. 	 dcmaa zcIZoL DiaR 

0:111-4w1 	Mu-Ett 016.31 	 2112-101c1,V czli4i14icf TlluTf 

wk-et 31tEtTla Nc-61 of -a1T  	 ?r4TI 3i91M-T-TIT-41 
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8uuellct Zfl-41 a 211-eiGilcbV 	tI IItT1T1c Tad ftaM 

3E-421 Fzria. cettcu. zr1TEI cW-4161 3-TRYJZI 2-1T-J1taipta 	cb.eue.ad  

aZTEE -14W-tt 	Nc,6f 1:[ftW 	:EqAt2T: Tile,(laid 4iM 

atia " 

6. Once having reproduced the said contents of the 

GR, I do not think, it is necessary for me to make any 

further elaboration. 	The record bears out that the 

requirements of the GR have not been complied with and 

for that, I do not have to do anything more than fall back 

upon the Affidavit-in-reply on behalf of the State -

Respondent No.7 filed by Mr. Satish H. Bhosale, Under 

Secretary, Public Health Department. Para 2 thereof has 

made clear averments to the effect that the act herein 

impugned was done without the permission of the 

Government which was required in the matter of grant of 

additional charge. 

7. Mr. Ashok Misal, the learned Advocate for the 

Respondents 1 to 3 and 5 86 6 pointed out to me that, even 

the initial grant of additional charge was not done in 

accordance with the GR and the learned Advocate probably 

wanted to contend that, it does not lie in the mouth of the 

Applicant now to raise the question only about the 

additional charge. It is not possible for me to concur with 

the learned Advocate Mr. Misal because bound as I am by 
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the scope of the OA, such as it is, the grant of additional 

charge is not being questioned by anybody and its 

withdrawal is the subject matter of challenge. It will be 

open to the authorities concerned to take whatever steps 

they want to take once they restore the position such as it 

was on the date of issuing of the impugned order. But as 

the things stand, the said state of affairs will have to be 

restored. Nothing more needs to be added. 

8. 	The order herein impugned stands hereby 

quashed and set aside. The additional charge which the 

Applicant was divested of be restored to him within a 

period of four weeks from today. The Original Application 

is allowed in these terms with no order as to costs. 

Hamdast. Nev 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member-J 

05.06.2017 

Mumbai 
Date : 05.06.2017 
Dictation taken by : 
S.K. Wamanse. 
EASANJAY WAMANSE \JUDGMENTS \ 2017 \ 6 June, 2017 \ 0.A.1080.16.w.6.2 17 ithd reveal of Addl. Charge.doc 

Admin
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