MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.850/2022 (S.B.)

Shriprakash s/o Madanlal Chouhan,

Age 60 years, Occ: Retired Govt. Servant,
R/o 25, Gopikrishan, NIT Adiwasi Layout,
Trimurti Nagar, NAGPUR-22.

. APPLICANT

//VERSUS//

1]  The State of Maharashtra,
Through its Secretary,
Skill Development, Employment &
Entrepreneurship Department,
Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.

2] The Joint Director of Vocational
Education & Training,
Civil lines, NAGPUR-440 001.
3] The District Vocational Education Officer, Wardha.

... RESPONDENTS

Shri Bharat Kulkarni, Ld. Counsel for the Applicant.

Shri A.P. Potnis, Ld. P.O. for the Respondents.

Coram - Hon’ble Shri Justice M. G. Giratkar,
Vice Chairman.
Dated - 11/02/2025.
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JUDGMENT

Heard Shri Bharat Kulkarni, learned counsel for the

applicant and Shri A.P. Potnis, learned P.O. for the respondents.

2. The case of applicant in short is as under:-

Applicant is retired from the post of full-time
Instructor on 30/06/2020. Applicant has completed 24 years of
service on 22/01/2017 and he is entitled to get Selection Grade as
per G.R. dated 05/09/2007. The respondents have granted same
benefit to the juniors of applicant, but applicant is deprived of the
same benefit. Hence, applicant approached to this Tribunal for
the following reliefs:-

“9A Direct the respondents to grant the selection
grade to applicant Details are at Annexure No. A-1.

B] quash & set aside the rejection letter of R. N0.3
dated 22/01/2020.

C] Direct the respondents to sanction the selection
grade and Pay arrears and the interest on delayed
payment as per rule.

D] Direct the respondents to revise the pension and

other retiral benefits on account of sanction of
selection grade.”
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3. O.A. is strongly opposed by the respondents. It is
submitted that the quota is not fulfilled and therefore applicant is
not entitled to get Selection Grade. Para 4 of the reply is

reproduced below:-

“4. It is submitted that the Department of M.C.V.C. comes
under the Joint Director, Vocational Education & Training
under Skill Development & Entrepreneurship and not under
School Educations. The Government Resolution dated
05/09/2007 cited is not related to this department of M.C.V.C.
The sanctioned post of Full Time Teacher in M.C.V.C.
Department of New English Junior College is 4. For the matter
it should be 5 then only one Full Time Teacher (20% Criteria)
would had been eligible for selection grade. Hence, since no
one was available for selection grade, Respondent No.2 rightly
rejected the proposal of selection grade of the applicant. The
communication dated 22/01/2020 issued was just and clear and

’

according to rules’

4. During the course of submission, learned counsel for
applicant has pointed out the G.R. dated 05/07/2007 which is

reproduced as under:-

“1-  gLIT IAA I RIPIeelgary GerRa da74oar
et 1 GGl 1986 Grged ol HIUGIA  HTodT 3Ed.
FITHS T frgrard fasia 1 Srdard 1986 gdd @erar 18
FYy Heardrl dar el FE, FaDB HTT FIGTHIAT I
dNerfors Fgar GId oA GO IHETA FE aUIA el
376

2 - FIT Rrgrardr feard 1 SreAardl, 1986 T FoIT fFHTT
Har 18 guiqem FHAT sell 318, T Reraiar & g &F

0.A.No.850/2022



AT, ST HTger derford Ear FIEfavl ITeTFH  IE.
=gy Iz AUfgrdl & wrT FHTS FATUNT ATEI.

3-  FI RrerErEr derar HEArel Har fHATT 18 Y
sTegrHS Neform Fpdar aiglavarsar ydtarga ge o fAarel ol
378, T fgrarelt Far i 24 T Fera Heardrdl Har qof
STell AT, T FI&THear &7 TOarga 3eq e a oz
qddr §Id FHATH fAas 4off &7 3.

4-  IT FrgrErdr faard 1 SIAGRT 1986 IS ddEr fFATT
o 18 Y QU ST Ed, AT TR SAU &34 ST
et g udd qAAr gld FEeAd S Yérer 12 duisd Furs
d3d 30 T FeTaT HeAHN HdAA7 [Has Hof aF FE 77,

5-  gRts 4uft fFar fAas goftardr sar [T derfos
HEAT T Hed FHed ydar giser & fRararargad Har
JeATFRT HaT FET AT 8gId Jrdl. STgATOT GRITOTAT
Foe GRS A0 [Far fAas Aoff &g FIvIra ard.

6- & GRTTH HENISC THATTT THA TIBIAT 3TeA&E
HI0GTT It T cgrar T T&HATH
20070905113529001 37 376.

HEIRTSCTe 5T Tl Il dA1dle & 3187

| .1 gledT |/

HaT AT, AGRISE ITHT”

5. The applicant has completed 24 years of service. As
per the G.R. he is entitled to get Selection Grade. The application
made by the applicant dated 22/04/2019 shows that Juniors Miss

Gujjewar and Shri Lingawar were granted the same benefit of
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Selection Grade. Applicant has completed 24 years of service
earlier to the said persons, but respondents have not granted

Selection Grade to him.

6. It is expected from the employer to give same
treatment to the similarly situated employees. The Government
also issued the G.R. after the Judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court
in the case of State of Uttar Pradesh & Ors. Vs. Arvind Kumar
Srivastava reported in 2015 (1) SCC, 347. Hence, the following
order:

ORDER

(i) The O.A. is allowed;

(i) The Respondents are directed to grant benefit of
Selection Grade to the applicant after completion
of 24 years of service, if he fulfils the condition

mentioned in the G.R. dated 05/09/2007.

(iti) No order as to costs.

(Justice M.G.Giratkar)
Vice Chairman.

Dated :- 11/02/2025.
PRM.
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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 ; Piyush R. Mahajan.
Court Name ; Court of Hon’ble Vice Chairman.
Judgment signed on ; 11/02/2025.
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