
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,   

NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR. 

 ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.228/2018.        (S.B.) 

 

         Moreshwar Pandurang Rajankar, 
         Aged about 43 years,  
         Occ.Service, 
         R/o Staff Quarters, Rahate Colony, 
         Nagpur.                 Applicant. 

 

                           -Versus-. 

1.   The State of Maharashtra, 
      Through its Secretary, 
      Home Department,  
      Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. 
   
2.  The Director, 
     Directorate of Forensic Science Laboratory, 
     Kalina, Vidyanagari, Santacruz (East), 
     Mumbai. 
 
3.  The Deputy Director, 
     Regional Forensic Science Laboratory, 
     Rahate Colony, Nagpur.             Respondents. 
______________________________________________________ 
Shri   M.R. Patil, Ld.  Advocate for  the applicant. 
Shri   S.A. Deo, Ld.  C.P.O. for   the respondents. 
Coram:- Shri J.D. Kulkarni,  
               Vice-Chairman (Judicial) 
___________________________________________________ 
                 
                                     JUDGMENT  

  (Delivered on this  4th day of May, 2018.) 
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                    Heard Shri M.R. Patil, the learned counsel for the 

applicant and Shri S.A. Deo, the learned C.P.O. for the respondents. 

2.   The applicant was initially appointed as a Clerk in 

the year 1993 and was promoted to the post of Senior Clerk on 

12.2.2015.  He, however, did not accept that promotion and, 

therefore, promotion was cancelled.  On 22.11.2016, the 

respondents issued an order directing the applicant to vacate the 

Government quarter in which the applicant was residing with his 

family.  The applicant has been again promoted as Senior Clerk on 

30.5.2017 and was posted at Amravati.   The applicant has filed 

representation to respondent Nos. 2 and 3 on 22.2.2018, requesting 

to transfer him from Amravati to Nagpur due to some family and 

financial problem.  However, no action has been taken on his 

representation  and there is likelihood that coercive action will be 

taken against the applicant for vacating the premises. 

3.   The learned counsel for the applicant  submits that 

the application can be disposed of, if some directions are issued to 

the respondents to  take  proper decision on his representation. 

4.   Without going into the merits of the claim, 

application can be disposed of and hence the following order:- 
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     ORDER 

(i) The respondent No.2 is directed to take a 

decision on the representation of the 

applicant dated 5.4.2018 (Annexure A-10). 

(ii) Such a decision shall be taken within a 

period of one month from the date of this 

order and it shall be communicated to the 

applicant in writing. 

(iii) The respondent No.2 may take a decision as 

per own merits of the case. 

(iv) O.A. stands disposed of accordingly. 

 

 

          (J.D.Kulkarni) 
       Vice-Chairman (J) 
    4.5.2018. 
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