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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

962 WRIT PETITION NO. 9917 OF 2024
SHAIKH RAIS BASHIR AND OTHERS
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA THROUGH PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
AND OTHERS

Mr.S.S.Bora, Advocate for the Petitioners.
Mr.V.M.Kagne, AGP for the Respondent/State.

( CORAM : RAVINDRA V. GHUGE AND
Y.G.KHOBRAGADE, JJ.)

DATE : SEPTEMBER 12, 2024

PER COURT :

1. After hearing the learned Advocate for the Petitioners and
the learned AGP it is obvious that the Tahsildar, Tahsil Office,
Aurangabad, Shri Ramesh Mundlod, has no explanation as to why the
directions issued by the Chief Information Commissioner dated

29.09.2023, have not been complied with for a year.

2. The record reveals that the Tahsildar is resisting the
divulging of the information. Costs granted by the State Information

Commissioner, have been paid, but the records are not being supplied.
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So also, the Chief Information Commissioner had observed in
paragraph ‘U’ [at page No.35-3] as under :-

“3. IR UBRUI, TPRER JAT IredT Alfed! e Maeadh 3RfetedT HTfad!
Tewfdiel RRET 3TfHeRg Y THal Iucted i el & TR 19 3MMe. RO
TPRER AT AFON Pefed Aifed Fewfdlel Herg & HrITaed! S bR
AT TR, 3 IRIAHT ST IREBRET AHeg TS SATell AT Fheeii
el RT A 3112, 31T: AT Heh_ull gei S ARl STferpRY JieiT STRINTRY 3TIeT HTH
I UERT RaHredT 3fd BRI &9 HHAR! IrdT e TR S0 TPRIR
3TaALTD SHAT PRIBR HihdT DAl Qe Tarar. 37eft HRIATE BRAMT AT
SITATT U e BHBINTE! Al T YA I, T SRiamET S Uy
STetett ATt THRERN FHed © (§) TIR OFrIed Uy oo ardl, 913 37em
PRIAENREl Hifed! Iueled = SN HAled! SUcTed THAM F6 (Il
TR SRT 3ff9elkd T8I el / ¥ $al / Wil ifHerd
PRI AfAeIgrT R ATel/ Hifed! Hevfdie Afielg qede BrRIdTEBR
RS HRATAITT FIR BAT/ IATAIT YO NfHeRd IR Tex dhell 3.)

AUATHTIER TI& Hod 3R & AYUF TPRERN SUcTeY Ho o g AT T

3. The said Tahsildar named above, is present in the Court.
The learned AGP submits that he has no explanation to offer as to why

the orders were not complied with. It is conceded that the District
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Collector had also ordered him to comply with the said directions. In
these circumstances, we could have directed disciplinary proceedings
against the said Tahsildar named above. However, in order to grant
him a reasonable opportunity of hearing and to enable the District
Collector to follow the due procedure laid down in Law, we direct the
District Collector, Aurangabad to refer to section 10 of The
Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation of Transfers and
Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official Duties Act, 2005. All those
persons / Officers who are guilty of delaying the compliance of the
order of the Chief Information Commissioner, shall be subjected to such
proceedings. Needless to state, adequate opportunity for defending
them be provided and the principles of natural justice shall be adhered

to.

4. If the District Collector comes to a conclusion that any of
such Officers or the said Tahsildar, are found guilty, appropriate action
can be initiated. @We make it clear to the District Collector that the
action should be commensurate to the mis-demeanour proved and shall
not be an eye-wash or a farce only to create a picture that some action

has been taken. If the District Collector notices that certain documents
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are taken out from record, the direction of the Chief Information
Commissioner to register criminal offences against such Officers shall

be complied with forthwith.

5. The Petitioners who have a photostate copy of a particular
document, shall create an additional photostat copy under their
signature to be forwarded to the above named Tasildar for verification
and for re-construction of their record. This exercise of re-construction

shall be completed within 30 days from today.

6. Needless to state, the re-construction of the record would

not rescue the erring Officer from facing disciplinary action.

7. With the above directions, this Writ Petition is disposed off.

( YG.KHOBRAGADE, J.) ( RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.)
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