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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 961/2022 (S.B.)

Ramesh S/o Vishwanath Amle,
Aged 59 yrs. Occupation : Retired,
R/o 44, "Sarvadnya", Fule Society,
Waghapur Road, Yavatmal. 445001.

Applicant.

Versus

1) State of Maharashtra,
Through its Principal Secretary,
Medical Education and Drugs Department,
9th floor, G.T, Hospital Campus Building,

New Mantralaya, Fort Mumbai-01.

2) Commissioner of Medical Education and Research,
Government Dental College and Hospital Building,
4th Floor St. Georges Hospital Campus,

Fort Mumbai-01.

3) Dean,
Shri Vasantrao Naik

Government Medical College, Yavatmal.

Respondents
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Shri N.D.Thombre, Ld. Counsel for the applicant.
Shri A.M.Khadatkar, Ld. P.O. for the respondents.

Coram:- Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (J).
Dated: - 7" December, 2023.

JUDGMENT

Judgment is reserved on 30t November, 2023.

Judgment is pronounced on 7t December, 2023.

Heard Shri N.D.Thombre, learned counsel for the applicant
and Shri A.M.Khadatkar, learned P.O. for the respondents.
2. The applicant who retired on superannuation on
31.07.2021 (Annexure A-4) claims deemed dated of promotion on par

with one Janardan Charde. Their details are as follows (Annexure A-5)-
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On 22.06.2016 respondent no.3 had sent a proposal (Annexure A-
6) to the Director, Directorate of Medical Education and Research,

Mumbai as follows-

A A TS, I GYARTFN & TBRAT g fe

6/0¢/2’R¢ VT HITATT 3Tl gldl. d¥ TATIATAT g UeTal
TR 02/2¢/8%RE o UglooTdT UATH 31Tell. a¥ AT, TALT 3T ATaT
JUH %vga—cﬁ TEFaudT IR geray & 6/0¢/2’k¢ i cuard

3TeNT. T HeX G &1 VA T TaaHS AT HoATT

3TeATY T ATHATA 0¢/%0/2R¢ TAT AT TAUTITead 09 /0¥/2RR¢

I HTHTT TI0MeIT JAcTHIS d T S0 JadHTe I T
HAUT-IIAT Jaelall FeTaTe JaT SSSal AR ST HuTelelierd,
degiehg RAGTOT g HAEre, Hag IredT YA AT
HUT 31Tl He AMHT T &7 f&aiieh o¢/20/2’%¢ Vsl HATHIT

o o

SIS dcqdid HgdeTrerd AT JARRIST HgTdh

S

UeIaY  FalldrEl FRAEr qOT gige Bad  AgTaedred
IEAAR FRIT  IGeAT HAA-TTATT  Yeledd! U
3T g, TIHS AN, THA NHT TANRMGT HEZTh & A,

FACT WL, YANRNST TERIASG IAT YANIRNDT TERIAR

yerar feaieh 0¢/2¢/9%R¢ &AT Al featierrd 9y ayard.

Thereafter, the matter was pursued by respondent no.3 as well as
the applicant with the Directorate of Medical Education and Research,

Mumbai (Annexures A-7, A-8, A-10 & A-11). Thereafter, on 11.03.2022
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Commissioner for the Welfare of the disabled wrote to respondent no.2

as follows (Annexure A-12)-

0.A.N0.961/2022

IR FERTT [Tead Fafauvard Id $, Fagstendr 4.
A fALTATY 3Tl T cFercdl 3G 18.3¢.00.203¢ IS 4.
qHANIG ASeh AMFRT JeIhT Hededed, JadAs IYsT
TARAAT HETA' AT YeTade] Halieided STl 3o d. HdgaTehd §
G602t U M. TENE Ah AT  deThra
TR T TIUMT AN IFAUET TR’ IT UeTay SRR gl
AT . 2€.0¢.2%%¢ ST AN, STl TS ATNYET TeX AR
deRT HEACATEITT TR I7 geTar figercd sirel. o, =3
AT 1&.02.22.¢%%E TS 'TAIATAT TBEIH' IT Yeral Ucleoldl
SUT 3Tell I AR fdgstendl AT f8.39.92.20¢8 Jsi ST
HEIZT' AT YGTeR Teloetcll GUAT 3Tell. degicl, dedenry fRuefor a
Myl oA fasmr I ArEe AU fGec.go.2j’¢ IFad
1&.09.04.29%¢ U HIHT TIUTY AT T FHHARITAT Gaoraly
T QATeSSdl WA S degehra TAefor g wRAmee
AT, J;I;dé I HAATT HEAIAT HIHGA 80T 3Tl
3T, A, STATHT TS AT 'TAITRMeST e’ AT Ul Al
f&.02.02.99%¢ &T foldeeTehdl AT SUAT AT ATHSEN YTSYRTaT
Felell 3Tg. TUY, TTeAT FRTEAGHZA HIAIIAd HIUTATE
FRIATET STl AT eI J&dd A RIeRe g grefaua
ITaT 37T fAeTclt AT ITYFTerdTeRs Shelell 36,
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AT feetieh RSUETEd H.ATE. FEllel RICTIR e
HTEATTAH 31TRR U I AR RIBRH 0T 3 ared
SATEY. T eI Joll [AARTHR Hdargl Hvddd Held

o N C

YhIUT TYeAT IATIATRS I 0T A T8, a4 [Adeaend

T TFdT 3T AT AT IV ATar AT &&TaTr
UUYTT ITal.

On 10.09.2020 respondent no.2 wrote to respondent no.3

(Annexure A-9) as follows-

0.A.N0.961/2022

A, ALY AT, YIRS HEEAF TTeil AT, SFACH TS,

SARITGT HEEheh el HATfod fEeTieh HSY 0TI faelcll shell
3TE. AN AT A0 degehr feTor @ 3iwely gedr s,

HaS AT A 0T . ¢/20/8%%¢ T I AT HIe FUATETEA
daT A, TAY AT FleAT IR et Jegehray Rigfor q
RIS Helg IredT (e HEATIaY HHTGE HUASTeT [dehed
e 3 eaTa ATt BTAThId Ud (TT&TThId Teed TATATT AT HIGT

FLUITETEd IRIFd TEHTENT TAedd FBIauATd T ald. daTv,
T FCTS GEAATHT TSTIRERIT 9Ted STolell AT8Id. &L JhIui
eIl T8 AMHAThge IRAR IR g 3. oll, 3uIed

FECUY dlchlcd TATAATIATH HIel AT TTdl SA0Ih%eT 4.

T ATEAT GEATATSTET JETel HRIATET 0T AT Blgel.
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In his letter dated 16.06.2020 (at P.38) the applicant informed

respondent no.2 as follows-

eIl JETd 086 IR TS Hcld HASSIAT T
AG ITefavard A e T AT HRASSIAT T A HgeT HYOT TF
SIAER qUIAUY 3MTel s FITAUITT el g I HISIThsIol
FIVCITE YhRAT FRIGUATAT FHARAT Jgelel T8 A 3T
hATeraTd gredfel ceR AgHT HIhI 3TE.

Aforediscussed correspondence shows that respondent

no.2 could not process the proposal for grant of deemed date of

promotion to the applicant for want of option, if any, given by the

applicant for absorption in the Directorate of Medical Education and

Research, Mumbai.

4.

0.A.N0.961/2022

Stand of respondents 2 and 3 is as follows-

It is submitted that, the Applicant was initially
appointed vide order dt.24.8.1991 on the post of Blood
Bank Attendant by the District Civil Surgeon General
Hospital, Yavatmal which is controlled by Directorate of
Health Services, further as per G.R. dt.8.10.1998 he was
transferred to Govt. Medical College, Yavatmal which is
controlled by Directorate of Medical Education and
Research Department. Hence Directorate of Medical
Education and Research and Directorate of Health Services

are two different establishments. Hence as the District



General Hospital, Yavatmal was absorbed by the
establishment of Directorate of Medical Education and
Research vide G.R. dt.8.10.1998. Hence the Applicant's
claim of deemed date for promotion cannot be considered,
as his initial appointment institute was different.

It is submitted that, the Applicant’'s and Mr.Charde's
initial appointment was made by Directorate of Health
Services. Further as mentioned by Applicant Mr.Charde
were promoted as Lab Assistant vide order dt.1.11.1996
which was issued by Directorate of Health Services. When
Mr.Charde was promoted on 1.11.1996, at that time
Mr.Amle was the employee of D.H.S. and not D.M.E.R. It is
pertinent to note here that, D.H.S. and D.M.E.R. are two
different establishments hence deemed date of promotion
of other establishment employee cannot be given to the

employee of another establishment.

| have quoted contents of letter dated 10.09.2020

(Annexure A-9). Respondent no.3 does not appear to have complied

with the direction contained in it because of which the proposal for

grant of deemed date of promotion to the applicant could not be

processed. In these facts and circumstances following order shall meet

ends of justice.

0.A.N0.961/2022

ORDER

The O.A. is allowed in these terms-
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Respondent no.3 is directed to comply with the direction
contained in letter dated 10.09.2020 (Annexure A-9) within one
month from today whereupon respondent no.2 shall process the
proposal within further two months and inform the decision to

the applicant immediately. No order as to costs.

(M.A.Lovekar)
Member (J)

Dated —07/12/2023
rsm.

0.A.N0.961/2022
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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 (]).
Judgment signed on : 07/12/2023.

and pronounced on : 07/12/2023.
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