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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.709/2024(S.B.)

Sachin Shankarlal Jaiswal,

Aged about 43 years, Occupation : Service (Tahsildar),
R/o Vrundavan colony, Chikhli road, Buldhana,

Tah. & Dist. Buldhana.

Applicant.

Versus

1) The State of Maharashtra,
through its Additional Chief Secretary,
Revenue & Forest Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.

2) The Divisional Commissioner,
Amravati Division, Camp Nagpur,
Amravati.

3) The District Collector,

Buldhana, Tah. & Dist. Buldhana.

Respondents

Shri S.N.Gaikwad, Ld. Counsel for the applicant.
Smt.A.Warjukar, Ld. P.O. for the respondents.

Coram:- Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (J).
Dated: - 20" September, 2024.

JUDGMENT

Judgment is reserved on 28" August, 2024.

Judgment is pronounced on 20" September, 2024.
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Heard Shri S.N.Gaikwad, learned counsel for the applicant
and Smt.A.Warjukar, learned P.O. for the respondents.
2. The applicant was working as Tahsildar, Sindkhedraja. On
13.04.2024 ACB laid a trap. The co-accused was trapped accepting bribe
on behalf of the applicant. The applicant and the o-accused were
arrested in Crime No0.75/2024 registered at Sindkhedraja, Police Station.
The applicant was in Police custody for more than 48 hours. By order
dated 21.06.2024 (Annexure A-1) he was placed under suspension w.e.f.
13.04.2024. According to the applicant, period of his suspension has
exceeded 90 days, he has not so far been served with a charge sheet and
under such circumstances further continuation of suspension would not
be permissible in view of settled legal position.
3. Learned P.O. has placed on record communication dated
27.08.2024 (at pg. 15) which shows that no charge sheet has been
served on the applicant so far.
4, In G.R. dated 09.07.2019 issued by G.A.D., Government of

Maharashtra it is laid down —

Qe 0T ;-

forefea arahrT 31feRY / Faararear e RO g I
NG ITAR AT FROTET el Bugraesia maeia
dRldd! & HesTHed gAfdcargar anae Aot Wefad ser
3R, A SRFHAR <Ry favee gager 3w gf3ar (Mg
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AT . €R¢/0%9) ALY AT Falwd ~IMTATT Te. 26/03/089
U feerear favTarear e v ALher 3mger Grelierg#ATor
37Ted.

We, therefore, direct that the currency of a Suspension Order
should not extend beyond three months if within this period the
Memorandum of Charges/ Chargesheet is not served on the
delinquent  officer/employee; if the Memorandum of
Charges/Chargesheet is served a reasoned order must be passed
for the extension of the suspension. As in the case in hand, the
Government is free to transfer the concerned person to any
Department in any of its offices within or outside the State so as to
sever any local or personal contact that he may have and which he
may misuse for obstructing the investigation against him. The
Government may also prohibit him from contacting any person, or
handling records and documents till the stage of his having to
prepare his defence. We think this will adequately safeguard the
universally recognized principle of human dignity and the right to
a speedy trial and shall also preserve the interest of the
Government in the prosecution. We recognize that previous
Constitution Benches have been reluctant to quash proceedings on
the grounds of delay, and to set time limits to their duration.
However, the imposition of a limit on the period of suspension has
not been discussed in the prior case law, and would not be
contrary to the interests of justice. Furthermore, the direction of
the Central Vigilance Commission that pending a criminal
investigation departmental proceedings are to be held in
abeyance stands superseded in view of the stand adopted by us.

2. AT, Fafea #ATgTeldTel aiielyaTor feorear fe. 26 /03/088 Tar
fAoiam 3wl e WRRRET o 3 MR, 0te i
FTATRA 3T o SIS 3. AT Tafed AT v g
che; TRERT HTATeriN LT ITedT el fad TR hear=iar
Qo faaredr Hedld QYR 9 Soligel cgredr Hederear

3MeTeAT HEHTCeT el GURUITH ST AT faearrefier
g,

et Aol -

¢ AT eIV AR  Hargred]  foleldelrar  erar

i) TAeIfaa QmaehT Aaehi=ar AT yoll 3 Afgar=ar wrenatid
faomeia alshell g FoeT AR I SSATGUATT 31T 3iTe, 3720
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GOl fololeel shodTaesl 3 HAfgedld fooiesrar 3rerar vl
fAeles q¢ =T Saraard eI cATEEdar o gedse
JTCRATHE (FROT THATHHE) TETH WA TG HUATd
ITaT.

i) forelfad AT AFHRTAT FAT YhulT 3 ATgeATeAT rematid
faomeliar dienell g& %l QITRIT I FSIIUATT 31T AT, 37em
Yol AT, afed ARSI 3T 9gdT, faded gaA™d
IUAIRIER 3T GIg Tgd A6l IHS fAeifad e
Yaeniared faumeng il HRIEET g% ®e QR 97
SN HRAATE [ HAATATIT Qo fEGHTAT 3T FHTeehTor
holl STl ITAT G&TdT / WERGRT HuTd ATdl.

iii) PISTERY FehuTI fAAN: Sreefadd Fehiol faelfad emaehr
Yaeiay fqemelr dierell g& ool QAWRIT 99 Sofraoiared
aegd A oraeEad yiddus  faunTe Heefd
AT TAHTIT 3T o GUT AT ATgal.

In view of aforediscussed factual and legal position the

respondents are directed to revoke order of suspension of the applicant

and reinstate him within 30 days from today. The O.A. is allowed in

these terms with no order as to costs.

(M.A.Lovekar)
Member (J)

Dated —20/09/2024.

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 Member (J).
Judgment signed on : 20/09/2024.

and pronounced on

Uploaded on : 20/09/2024.
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