1 O.A. No. 631 of 2021

MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR
ORIGINAL APPLICATION No. 631 of 2021 (SB)

Dinesh S/0 Annaji Fating,

Aged about 44 years, Occ. Service,

R/0 Indira Nagar, Tumsar, Tahsil Tumsar,
District Bhandara.

Applicant.
Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra
Through its Secretary Department of Revenue Forest,
Mantralaya, Mumbai 32.

2. The Additional Principal Chief Conservator of Forest (Administration),
Maharashtra State, Nagpur.

3. The Principal Chief Conservator of Forest,
Maharashtra State, Nagpur.

Respondents.
Shri K.S. Motwani, Advocate for applicant.
Shri M.I. Khan, learned P.O. for respondents.
Coram :- Hon’ble Shri M.A. LovekKar,
Member (J).
Date of Reserving for Judgment . 8t August,2023.

Date of Pronouncement of Judgment : 11t August,2023.
JUDGMENT
(Delivered on this 11th day of August, 2023)

Heard Shri K.S. Motwani, learned counsel for the

applicant and Shri H.K. Pande, learned P.O. for the respondents.

2. Father of the applicant stood retired on medical

ground in the year 1998 whereupon, by order dated 17/02/2004
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(Annex-A-2) the applicant was appointed on a Group-C post of Forest
Guard on compassionate ground. He was holding diploma in Civil
Engineering and was thus qualified to be appointed to the post of Junior
Engineer. He was pursuing the matter in right earnest with the
respondent department. As per direction issued by this Tribunal in its
order dated 26/05/2020 in 0.A.N0.270/2020 (Annex-A-19) respondent
no.2 decided his representation dated 02/12/2017 by the impugned

order dated 13/08/2020 (Annex-A-1) by concluding thus —

‘83T AgE HEd ged AT gereR gt gy 9 3rEomrar

HAIT-ATAT TGTedT ITelstiad AT ae-3 Aefier ygiax fAgardt feeara ug 3uersy glam
Te- A YSER ATell WU YT SoAEEd dlcg 38, dATd Ie-& Haafd
el [AgaFD RCededdt X Agad) dgavdeed o) Rdg Rl aHs A
fearer 3featall Biedr, geReTsh IET feadihr YA T faadier R/2/08¢ TIAT HATAR

FIUTANET FRIGET RO FAVT FATeATS TS 379 $eTedudrd AT IR,

3. It is the contention of the applicant that both the posts of
Forest Guard and Junior Engineer being Group-C posts his case for giving
him the post of Junior Engineer ought to have been considered favorably
as per G.R. dated 20/12/1996 and rejection of his claim by relying on

G.R. dated 26/10/1994 was patently wrong.
4, Respondents have defended the impugned order.

5. All G.Rs. relating to appointment on compassionate ground

have been consolidated in a compilation dated 21/09/2017 (Annex-
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A-17). Relevant portions of the compilation are on internal page nos. 7

and 27 (at page nos.41 and 61, respectively).

“(3) @reltel garedT YeTaX 3HeJehar fAgardr ¢ T

(3T) TST ATTATIINT PIUICATET Ie-F 0T 3e-3 AT TS [ATAT UGax AT UGl
oy fAgaAde [da darole 3gar sraeara el Agedr ¢ar Isd. (emas Ao

f&. €.90.9%%8 T f&. (.03.300%)

@M & AEAEgER AgEdr Fovamrdr FgRSg dihdar AEenedr TquT e
SHUATHT ARl AR THY HeY TeTar 3fefehdl fgercll HIUATATST HERISE eliehdar
TARTET Hedl YUl ATaThdl VIR AR!. HAF_dlehddl ARl _Haldid dield

3ufaliets, RAHeT FleTs, Aler aEad 39 AAeTs, Id g 3MOHR), Hiass JfRAdT,

s degdhy  HfUel, 3. e Afd sREN  (UFseydd) Yee  (d9™

HATCATcIl HeTeh Jelal HAYaFdl adl IR AR da@< [HAISHSSET Hedl Uol HTadew

ATEY. (e fAuT. f. €.90.9%’y T . 29.9¢.9%R0)

(3) cRAdT ARTAT Faldid IGTES 3T e Afid RSN ggay  fagedr
SUaTT Il A 3Rl g &7 1 e dar YA HAAER Wl dar s
e HE AT YGia SuATd AN, (SSRGS Flg! SRR Gl A gRfRrse
F) (QmET U, fg. 20.92.99%€) 7

(Emphasis supplied)

. ﬁﬁ : l$l

QT ORI SaTeh : 3T ¢06/T.5.202 / 33, GdAldh ¥ TSR, 1020.)

AMTST TAURT 7. 37ehTT-2 0RE/T. 5. E0/RE/3TTS, &, 0.22.2%%¢€ 3fead a8 HSBAT HaidleT

T.f00 T QA HUF IdIAON IHee FIT FRERN 9 (FdA0N- 3 AT ddeT
RN ER)



2.aRss fordier %. 900-30Yo0
LIRS FEH F. 9yoo-300
3. 3cqadd ATRHERY T. gEyo-Jo00
Y. IS FATSTRITOT TA{aTh T. gEYo-I 00
3. AT TETIR T. ¢¥00-3300
£, PSS ’TAIAT T. §E¥0-Ro0
u. FIfEHr T ¥.¢300-3000

¢. A fAeus T. fR00-30%0
R. oI@MITe T. 9E¥0-IR00
go. HEHhR HTARRY T. gEYo-IR00
29, foFar HOFRT () T. gE00-JEE0
¢, T gETHh T. 9E¥0-IR00
23. forar #AFRT (Tara) ¥.9800-3300

¢y, fTAFar fesRT (feom) T, 9E¥0-3R00”

O.A. No. 631 of 2021

(Emphasis supplied)

A conjoint consideration of afore quoted guidelines shows

that claim of the applicant to give him the post of Junior Engineer was

rightly rejected. The O.A. is accordingly dismissed with no order as to

costs.

Dated :- 11/08/2023.
dnk.

(M.A.Lovekar)
Member (J).
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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 : D.N. Kadam

Court Name : Court of Hon’ble Member (J).

Judgmentsignedon : 11/08/2023.



