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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMEBAI BENCH
NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ C\(;C\ /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,
Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date : 1 1 P’W‘.R 2016

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 914 OF 2015.
(Sub :- Termination)

1 Shri Jaywant B. Ahire,
R/at. Bilpuri, Post. Chirai, Tal. Baglan, Dist. Nashik.

........ APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS

1 Upvibhagiya Van Adhikari, 2 Van Parikshetra Office, Satana,
Malegaon Karyalay, Van Vasahat Dist. Nashik.

Infwmnt of Sitabai Hospital,
Malegaon, H.Q., Dist. Nashik,
Pin-423203.

3 Mukhya Van Saurakshak Upvan 4 Secretary, Van Vibhag,
Vibhag Pradeshik, Nashik H.Q., Mantralaya, Mumbai-O1.
Pin-422001.

S5 Chief Secretary Maharashtra,

Mantralaya, Mumbai-O1.
..RESPONDENT/S

Copy to : The C.P.O. M A.T., Mumbali.

The applicant/s above named has filed an application as per copy already
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the 08"
day of March , 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Shri. D.D. Ahire, Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri. N.K. Rajpurohit, learned C.P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : HON’BLE SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN.
HON’BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER (J).

DATE : 08.03.2016.

ORDER : Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf.
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Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,

Mumbai.
EANSachin\Judical Order\ ORDER-20]6\March-16\11.03.2016\0.A. No. 914 of 15-08.03.16.0dt
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. Heard Shri D.D. Ahlre leamed Advecate for
ie Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned :
hlef Presentlng Ofﬁcer for the Respondents

-ﬁ!:.t

2l. This OA seeks ‘to challenge the order dated.

- 319.2015 whereby the applicant a Forest Labourer

© cpme to be terminated because of the- alleged non

fuifillment of the requlred Work of 240 days per year
orS years :

=

The apphcant and- 37 others came to be
sorbed by, order - dated 6.12.2012 as Forest
. Liabourers. Then about 3 years there afterwards by

the impugned. order, the applicant was terminated
hich is why he is up before us in this QA.

)

4. . We have perused the record and proeeedings
* Infact on a Very short point which however, is of’
-viital significance this OA has to be dlsposed off with
ecessary directions. It so happened that except for a
show cause notice no, other steps were taken. The.
E was not held. This lapse is not just a pointless
itpicking. It is of momentous mgmﬁcance It so
- happened that the very nature of allegations were
shich as to be explained away by the applicant which
ay not necessarlly be only by way of response to
the show cause notice. . Therefore, unless full
portunity was given to the applicant to know the
ature of accueahons against hint and then an avenue -
b defend him the pringciples of natural justice would :
t have been followed and complied with and such :
' order oannot be ‘sustained even in the
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j*:m*ble Shrt. RAJIV AGARWH.. :
- (Vice - Chainnan)

B %'b\e Shi R, B. MALIK (Member)
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01rcumscr1bed jurisdiction of judicial review of -

admihistrative action. The: process of reaching the

" gonclusion; was “surely vitiated in an irredeemable
' 'manner and, theref'ore 1nterference is called for.

5. In o far as. the questldn of munedmte

reinstatement is concerned as of today we are not so .
inclified - ds to order- immediate reinstatement.

‘However, if the respondents were to fail to keep the

deadline to be set by us within which the DE should
be. ¢oncluded then even as the DE might continue but

7 the appllcant will have to be reinstated.

6. The impugned order stands hereby quashed
and set aside; The matter is remitted to the

‘respondent no.l for holding regular departmental
~enquiry against the applicant in accordance with the
* " rules relevant and to conclude the same by issuance
. of an‘order and communication thereof to the

apphcant within four months from today. In the
event of his failure to do so, even as the DE may

“continue but the applicant will have to be reinstated
~ag Forest Labourer the post from which he came to
" be terminated. - QA is disposed off in these terms

with no order as to costs.

RB. thi ?3/)’: (Rajﬁv Aga‘ﬁm)

 Member (J) . Vice-Chairman
8.3}“2016-' - - B3.2016
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