MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 111/2022(S.B.)

Vilas Hanumantrao Chincholkar
Aged 59 years, Occ. Service,
R/o Matoshri Nagari,

Near Wadgaon Nagpur Byepass,
District Yavatmal.

Applicant.

Versus

1) The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
Finance and Planning Department,
Mumbai.

2) The Office of the Collector,

Through the Collector, Yavatmal District,
Maharashtra.

Respondents

Shri S.S.Ansari, Ld. Counsel for the applicant.
Shri A.M.Ghogre, Ld. P.O. for the respondents.

Coram:- Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (J).
Dated: - 26" April 2023.

JUDGMENT

Judgment is reserved on 24™ April, 2023,

Judgment is pronounced on 26" April, 2023.
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Heard Shri S.S.Ansari, learned counsel for the applicant and Shri
A.M.Ghogre, learned P.O. for the respondents.
2. The applicant joined the establishment of respondent no.2 as a
Typist on 28.02.1985 on daily wages. His services were terminated. He
challenged it. Ultimately, on 17.03.2008 following order (Annexure A-ll)

was passed by respondent no.1.

A, femd AT Riega, USER Shads Iiel
i3, ¢ Bgarll, ¢_¢y UG facd f@ememear s=eaia wRka
afAd=ar f8.6.8.2008 Usfiear dodear AvER fodis-
Chol@eh IT UGIaX ATHA Hdd HHAGH 9udld Ad 3HTg. AT
fdord  gA@E  THlee, USRI Chel@dh il
Seg®aY Jagares 3yaiad Segr dar -3 fodie
Chol@h - AT Yerard fafgd sheledr 3fezar g erdiear
WS TG FUTRA AdAUT & 3080-198-330-¢o-¥yRo
@ifts yafed gUER fAaum saR #cd) W fafaa
FOAT I IR,

By order dated 26.05.2008 (Annexure A-lll) his services were

regularised. By order dated 06.02.2013 (Annexure A-V) respondent no.1

reiterated-

M AU

. G . RO, Y’ chodd@s TR g A.R.2%¢H
Vol PIRs-chog@s gy Segi®ey sRTe, JaddTs

gear AHAET WAG 9T ATl 38T g feeiw
RCR.2R¢Y S MDAl Yfld fdF-aT ddsd IARIGAR 3.
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€0-R0-3%0-24-Yo- G ¢9-YRY AT dAdaHUNT  dAdedfa AT
HIOATT AET. T el £.9.9%¢E TeT WA Idel HTAMGAR
F.880-20-2290-g I.-4-8300  JT  ddIAUNA, fealeh  9.9.9R%€
qiel  Oreedl  doel  RANRMGHAR &, 3080-98-3%90-Co-y4Qo T
ad9olid IdATART HUATT I, deaAal ATHAT AHAAT
ddel ITARTHGER T AR =R AT T,

. & Iy, Taca AHEm=ar TgAde T Iear FAgaiRe dei
%. $/AQar-3, G £.2.2083 3eaqy ANAT avard A9 3.

The applicant made representations for grant of benefits of time
bound promotion by treating his date of appointment as 28.02.1985. To
these representations the applicant received the impugned reply dated

13.06.2018 (Annexure A-1) which stated-

HERISEC  UMHA AT JAHe 9T e 9RuFeh
%.WW—?O‘%Q’»/W%.Q/Q;’»/?Q, f&.29/0€/9%3 5| AMHA
IRUTRIFHN AT Aol AR / HTUSRT AT TGlesTciredl
HeATa Sadd Ao 3Tea™ [AfRET ool R e Aflag e
feor Srar. ATflAg e Svararea vy wemafas fauem 3me.

AGRTSC AMEA TTHAT 9 Aemer e Aok
hHTh- THIRCE-20R3/T.5./8 | &RT, f&.0¢/06/9’4 FAHTS UiRTidg
R (F) Fead WHUdd JIASS FeledT IHYAT Taleoddlel [ gad
ST FHATIT IS AdAAN /| FHTaddes UeleaIdl &I e,
W Al @ T REleet Il FgEdr it A8 wroets

TG 3 AV 369Nl YOI GoT:T  hop(duATd
Id A, Il AT & AT VA TS YT YelooAciled
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Silelell AT U0 [ATACER 9fgedl d gH-aT Hlelats
Ualesdrar ST 3fefid BIUTR &gl

HRAT HYOT AT HATGAE  HEX ol 3l Toleprell
VAT A 3TE

Hence, this O.A.

3. Stand of respondent no.2 is as follows. The applicant was initially
a daily wager. By order dated 26.05.2008 he was absorbed in regular
cadre. He accepted said order without demur. On attaining the age of
45 years, by order dated 7/13-07-2010 (Annexure A-1V) he was granted
exemption from passing the departmental examination. By order dated
06.09.2014 (Annexure R-I) he was promoted to the post of Senior Clerk.
He stood retired on 30.06.2016. His representations were decided by
the impugned order dated 13.06.2018.

The order dated 26.05.2008 inter alia stated —

“Y. HATVCRIEET ¥ aur 3d g 3 #@Hid faunia gzas dar
QT 3cdivl Al Rl @ 39d 3HGARIT AgRISE ARRT a3
Td geid e g arae Ao oreg Tgeder.

In furtherance of this order the applicant was granted exemption
from passing the departmental examination on attaining the age of 45
years. Thereafter, he was promoted by order dated 06.09.2014. He

stood retired on 30.06.2016.
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4.  Aforesaid chronology makes it clear that there was no question of
extending the benefit of time bound promotion to the applicant. The

O.A. is, therefore, dismissed with no order as to costs.

(M.A.Lovekar)
Member (J)

Dated — 26/04/2023
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 ; 26/04/2023.

and pronounced on

0.A.No0.111/2022



