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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 

ORIGINAL  APPLICATION No. 435 of 2020 (S.B.) 

1) Suraj BanduYermashetti, 
    Age- 25 years, Occ-Labour, R/o Allapalli, Tahsil Aheri, 
   District- Gadchiroli. 
 
2) Tarabai Krishna Yermashetti 
    Age-    years, Occ-retired, household 
    R/o Allapalli, Tahsil Aheri, District- Gadchiroli 
                  Applicants. 
     Versus  

1) State of Maharashtra,  
    Through Secretary (Forest),  
    Revenue and Forest Department,  
    Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. 
 
2) Additional Principal Chief Conservator of Forest 
    (Admin Subordinate Cadre) M.S. Nagpur, 2nd floor Van Bhawan,      
    Ramgiri Road, Civil Lines, Nagpur-440001. 
 
3) Chief Conservator of Forest,  
    Vanprashasakiya Bhawan,Potegaon Road,  
     Gadchiroli 442605. 
 
4) Deputy Conservator of Forests,  
    Allapalli, Vansampada Building,  
    In front of Petrol Pump Allapalli,  
   Tah- Aheri, District- Gadchiroli, Maharashtra. 
                                                                                    Respondents. 
 
 

Shri Rohit Joshi, Madhur Deo, N. Chandak, Advs. for the applicants. 

Shri A.P. Potnis, learned P.O. for respondents. 

 

 

Coram :-   Hon’ble Shri Justice M.G. Giratkar,  
                  Vice Chairman. 

Dated :-    15/07/2024. 
________________________________________________________  
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J U D G M E N T  

  Heard Shri Madhur Deo, learned counsel for the 

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

2.   The case of the applicant in short is as under –  

   Applicant no.2 and her husband both were employed on 

the post of Safai Kamgar in the Forest Department at Allapalli, District 

Gadchiroli. Applicant no.2 retired from the post of Safai Kamgar on 

31/01/2015. She was a Class-IV employee.  Applicant no.1 moved 

application to respondent no.4 on 02/07/2016 seeking appointment on 

the post of his grandmother, i.e., applicant no.2 as a Safai Kamgar. 

The applicant no.1 also prayed to grant compassionate appointment 

after the death of his grandfather. Respondent no.4 forwarded the said 

application to respondent no.3. Uncle of applicant no.1 Subbarao 

Krishna Yermashetti applied for the post of Safai Kamgar in place of 

his father Krishna Subbarao Yermashetti who died on 28/03/2008 

while serving as a Safai Kamgar in the Forest Department.  However, 

during the pendency of the application uncle of applicant no.1 died.  

Applicant no.1 in short praying appointment on compassionate ground 

after the death of his grandfather and also after the retirement of his 

grandmother, i.e., applicant no.2.  

3.  The O.A. is strongly opposed by respondent nos. 1 to 4 by 

filing reply.  It is submitted that the scheme for appointment on 
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compassionate ground is very specific as the conditions are laid down 

in the G.R. dated 10/11/2015 and also in G.R. dated 21/09/2017. At 

last submitted that the O.A. is liable to be dismissed.  

4.  The learned counsel for applicant has pointed out the 

Judgment of the Hon’ble Bombay High Court, Bench at Aurangabad in 

Writ Petition No.3204/2023 and submitted that the recommendation of 

Lad-Page Committee is to be continued by the Government. As per 

the Lad-Page Committee, the legal heirs of Safai Kamgar are entitled 

to get appointment on compassionate ground.  

5.  The learned counsel for applicant has pointed out the G.R. 

dated 10/11/2015 and submitted that applicant no.1 is eligible, 

therefore, he is entitled for appointment on compassionate ground.  

6.  Heard learned P.O. Shri A.P. Potnis. As per his 

submission, applicant no.2 is a retired Class-IV employee. As per 

rules, she must have getting pension. As per the provisions in the 

G.R. dated 21/09/2017 grandson is not entitled to get appointment on 

compassionate ground. The G.R. dated 10/11/2015 is not applicable 

because applicant no.2 was Class-IV employee, therefore, the O.A. is 

liable to be dismissed.  

7.  There is no dispute that as per the G.R. dated 21/09/2017, 

applicant no.1, i.e., grandson is not eligible to claim compassionate 
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appointment. In the G.R. dated 10/11/2015, the conditions are laid 

down for appointment on compassionate ground. Relevant para-2 (1) 

(v) of the G.R. of 2015 is reproduced below –  

“शासन �नण�य : 

रा
य शासना�या �व�वध �वभागांनी यापवू� लाड-पागे स�मती�या �शफारशीनसुार सफाई 

कामगारां�या वारसांना वारसा प दतीने शासक"य/�नमशासक"य सेवेत �नय#ुती दे$याबाबत 

�नग��मत कर$यात आलेले सव� शासन आदेश, शासन �नण�य अथवा शासन प)रप*क या शासन 

�नण�या+वारे अ,ध-�मत कर$यात येत आहेत. 

२. रा
य म0ं*मडंळाने मा. उ�च 4यायालया�या नागपरू खंड�पठात दाखल झाले8या )रट 

�पट:शन -.६१५५/२०१४ म ये @दले8या �नकाला�या अनषुगंाने सफाई कामगारां�या वारसांना 

Bकंवा �शफारस केले8या Cय#तीस वारसाप दतीने शासक"य व �नमशासक"य सेवेत �नय#ुती 

दे$याबाबत घे$यात आले8या �नण�या�या अनषुगंाने खाल:लEमाणे आदेश �नग��मत कर$यात 

येत आहेत :- 

१) रा
य म0ं*मडंळाने घेतले8या �नण�यानसुार या �वभागा�या सदंभ� -. ८ येथील @दनांक २६ 

फेGवुार:, २०१४ �या शासन प)रप*कातील तरतदू: या शासन �नण�या4वये कायम ठेव$यात येत 

आहेत :- 

अ) Hथा�नक Hवरा
य सHंथांमधील सफाई कामगारांना Iयां�या �नवIृतीनतंर, मIृयनुतंर, 

Hवे�छा �नवIृतीनतंर Bकंवा शासन सेवा पणू� कर$यास व+ैयक"य MNOया अपा* ठर�व8यानतंर 

Iयां�या जागी वारसा ह#काने �नय#ुती कर$यात यावी व वारसा ह#कासाठQ खाल:ल Cय#ती पा* 

ठर�व$यात याCयात:- 

i) पती/प�नी ii) मलुगा/सनू iii) अ�ववाह�त मलुगी iv) �वधवा/घट�फो�टत मलुगी 

v) �वधवा/घट�फोट�त बह�ण 

vi) वर�लपकै� कोणीह� वारस उपल ध नस!यास अथवा सदर वारसांपकै� सफाईचे काम 

कर)यास तयार नस!यास सबं*ंधत सफाई कामगारांचा सांभाळ कर)याची लेखी हमी घेणार� 

कोणतीह� नाम.नद/0शत 2य3ती.” 

8.    As per above conditions in the G.R. of 2015, the applicant 

is not entitled / eligible to get compassionate appointment. The 

applicant is a grandson.  As per clause (vi) if any legal heir stated in 

clause nos.(i) to (v) are not available, then who undertakes to maintain 
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the Safai Kamgar, then he is entitled for appointment on 

compassionate ground. There is nothing to show that applicant no.1 

undertakes to maintain applicant no.2. 

9.  It is not clear as to whether applicant no.2 is retired as a 

Safai Kamgar. The O.A. itself shows that she was a Class-IV 

employee, now she is retired. Therefore, she must have getting the 

pension. In such situation, legal heir of applicant no.2 is covered by 

G.R. dated 21/9/2017. As per the G.R. dated 21/09/2017, grandson is 

not entitled to get appointment on compassionate ground. The learned 

counsel has relied on the G.R. dated 10/11/2015. As per G.R. dated 

10/11/2015 also grandson is not eligible to get appointment on 

compassionate ground.  Hence, the applicant no.1 is not eligible to get 

employment as per the G.R. dated 10/11/2015 and G.R. dated 

21/09/2017.  Hence, the following order –  

ORDER 

(i) The O.A. is dismissed.  

(ii) No order as to costs.   

 

Dated :- 15/07/2024.        (Justice M.G. Giratkar)  
                              Vice Chairman.  
dnk. 

 



                                                                  6                                                  O.A. No. 435 of 2020 

 

 

 

        I affirm that the contents of the PDF file order are word to word 

same as per original Judgment.  

 

Name of P.A.                    :   D.N. Kadam 

Court Name                      :  Court of Hon’ble Vice Chairman. 

 

Judgment signed on         :   15/07/2024. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


