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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.930/2022(S.B.)

Raj S/o Prafulla Ambhore,
Aged about 19 years,
Occupation: Education,
R/o.June Shahar, Akola,
Tah. and District Akola.

Applicant.

Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
Home Department,

Mantralaya, Mumbai - 32.

2. Special Inspector General of Police,

Amravati Region, Amravati.

3. The Superintendent of Police,
Akola, Distt. Akola.

Respondents

Shri A.D.Girdekar, Ld. Counsel for the applicant.
Shri A.M.Khadatkar, Ld. P.O. for the respondents.

Coram:- Hon’ble Shri Justice M.G.Giratkar, Vice Chairman.
Dated: - 12t February, 2024.
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JUDGMENT

Heard Shri A.D.Girdekar, learned counsel for the
applicant and Shri A.M.Khadatkar, learned P.O. for the Respondents.
2. Case of the applicant in short is as under-

The applicant is son of deceased Praful Vasudeo
Ambhore who was serving as Police Constable on the establishment
of respondent no.3. Father of applicant expired on 10.06.2014 due to
illness.

3. It is submitted that the marriage between the father and
mother of applicant was inter-religion marriage as the father of
applicant belongs to Buddhist community and the mother of
applicant belongs to Muslim community. Family members of the
father of applicant have not accepted their marriage and therefore
they were residing separately. It is submitted that the applicant
applied for appointment on compassionate ground after the death of
his father. But without any enquiry, the respondents have rejected
applicant’s application on 22.07.2022. Therefore, the applicant has

approached to this Tribunal for the following reliefs-

(i) hold and declare that the applicant is duly eligible for grant

of compassionate appointment;
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(ii) quash and set aside the impugned communication dated
22.07.2022 issued by respondent no.3 - Superintendent of
Police, Akola (Annexure-A7) and upon quashing the same direct
the respondents to include the name of applicant in waiting list

candidate of compassionate appointment;

(ii) grant any other relief, which this Hon'ble Tribunal deems fit
and proper under the facts and circumstances of the case.
4. The O.A. is strongly opposed by the respondents. It is
submitted that the mother of applicant is already in service in Police
Department. The applicant himself admitted in his application and
therefore there was no necessity to make any further enquiry and
order passed by the respondents is perfectly legal and correct.
Hence, the 0.A. is liable to be dismissed.
5. During the course of submission, the learned counsel for
the applicant has pointed out the G.R. dated 21.09.2017. He has
pointed out Clause no.5 of the G.R. and submitted that without any
enquiry as contemplated in this clause the respondents have rejected
the applicant’s application.
6. The learned P.O. has submitted that the mother of
applicant herself applied for appointment of applicant on
compassionate ground. She has stated in her application that she is

in service as Police Constable. Therefore, it is clear that mother of
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applicant is in service. Hence, the order passed by the respondents is
perfectly legal and correct.
7. The Scheme floated by the Government for appointment
on compassionate ground is to provide immediate appointment to
the legal heirs of the deceased employee so that they shall not be
distressed and their family shall not be thrown on street. The
intension of the G.R. is to provide employment to anyone of the
family members. It is not the intention of the G.R. to provide the
employment to all other family members. The G.R. itself is very clear.
Clause no.- 5 of the G.R. is reproduced below-
(9) Fgard gemat aRTEY
(37) 317Ul AcaTaR fAGFARRAT AR ScTeAT T Blh
YA FATET ATYS TEUTR ATEY. (ATHaT Aot & R6.20.9%%%)

(3) 37eTehaT dcatar fAgerc ST 318 T¥dTd AH el
USTTRTAT 3TH Tl HATET, AT ArsTel<AT ATl ${fHAT &l 3ol

S FHHARY F ST 3HTe ITAT FEIITAT ATchics 3c3TIuT-T
3T IIIHIER AT UATAT 32T TAARIT &1 d. (A
oot fe. 2€.20.2%RY)

(3) feaaTd AMHRIT FHoAT-ATT ATddTSH A Had 3R g1y

Y AT FeaTdlel e HEHATAT MUR & Adel A LM
FehXOTIeT T Shgardl 37TTen TRTEYCAT germehrer 3Me fehar 8 €
AT fAgerddl TIfRIehT- AT+l 3TcaTfeh ZaTdT eardl, Sotahdet
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YA 3T HeFT Feardl Sefordls Hd 16! T Aar@rel
3TeTehT clcdTaTel T geFclraT GEUNT Shell SITUTR ATEY.

IieHd e gReram Ao
fAgcciddarel  Tohd, Fgalcliel egecel &, g
ATeIHcdT/aTidcd, N ITSIRIHS 3T IS Hd STell

3T ST FOA JTelell degehrd T, Fgalirel
fA@acar cgadT Scare) e [aaRTT 9o 3af&d 3. (A&
oot fe. 2€.20.22RY)

8. From the above cited G.R. of Clause no. -5, it is very clear
that if anyone member of the employee of deceased is in service, then
appointment on compassionate ground cannot be provided. The
mother of applicant Farzana Shaikh applied for the applicant to
appoint him on compassionate ground. In her application dated
28.06.2022, she has stated that her husband Praful Vasudeo Ambore
died in 2014. Her son Raj Praful Ambore passed 12t Std.
examination. She has prayed in the application that her son be
provided employment on compassionate ground. In this application
nowhere stated that she is residing separately from the applicant.
The learned counsel for the applicant submitted that no any enquiry
was made that the applicant is residing separately. This contention
cannot be accepted because the mother of applicant namely Farzana

Shaikh has stated in her application that her husband died in 2014
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and therefore appointment on compassionate ground be provided to
her son namely Raj Praful Ambore. If she was residing separately,
then she could have definitely written in the application. Nothing is
on record to show that the applicant was / is residing separate from
his mother. Hence, the respondents have rightly decided that as per
G.R. dated 21.09.2017, the applicant is not entitled for appointment
on compassionate ground. Hence, the following order is passed-
ORDER

The O.A. is dismissed with no order as to costs.

(Justice M.G.Giratkar)
Vice Chairman
Dated - 12/02/2024

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 Vice Chairman.
Judgment signed on : 12/02/2024.

Uploaded on : 15/02/2024.
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