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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 

ORIGINAL  APPLICATION NO. 646/2021  (S.B.) 

Pravin Gajanan Giri,  

Aged about 48 Years,  

Occupation: Service,  

R/o Darwha, Tq. Darwha,  

Dist. Yavatmal.                                             
         Applicant. 
     Versus 

1)    State of Maharashtra,  

 R/T Secretrary Revenue Department,  

Mantralaya, Mumbai. 

 

2) State of Maharashtra,  

The Collector, Yavatmal. 

 

3)  The Sub-Divisional Court, Darwha,  

Tq. Darwha, Dist. Yavatmal. 

 

4)  The Tehsildar, Darwha,  

Tq. Darwha, Dist. Yavatmal. 

                                                       Respondents 

 

 

Shri A.D.Tote, ld. Advocate for the applicant. 

Shri A.M.Khadatkar, ld. P.O. for the respondents. 

 

Coram :-    Hon’ble Shri M.A.Lovekar, Member (J).  

 

JUDGMENT    

Judgment is reserved on  11th Nov., 2024. 

                     Judgment is  pronounced on 22nd Nov., 2024. 
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  Heard Shri A.D.Tote, ld. counsel for the applicant and Shri 

A.M.Khadatkar, ld. P.O. for the Respondents. 

2.  The applicant was appointed as Talathi on 10.12.1999 and 

he joined on 13.12.1999 (A-1). It is his grievance that he was unjustly 

deprived of first time bound promotion to which he became entitled on 

completion of service of 12 years and such denial was contrary to G.Rs. 

dated 20.07.2001, 15.10.2009, 07.10.2016, 01.02.2020 and 20.04.2021 

(Annexures-A-2 to A-6, respectively). By order dated 20.02.2018 (A-1) 

first time bound promotion was given to the applicant w.e.f. 05.07.2017. 

The applicant had cleared Departmental Secondary Service Examination 

but not the Revenue Qualifying Examination. He completed 45 years on 

05.07.2017 and became entitled to get the exemption from passing the 

examination. According to the applicant, he was entitled to get first time 

bound promotion w.e.f. the date on which he had completed service of 

his 12 years. Hence, this Original Application.  

3.  Stand of respondent no. 3 is that the applicant had not 

cleared Revenue Qualifying Examination till he had completed 45 years 

of age, passing this examination was one of the conditions precedent, he 

completed   45   years   of   age  on  05.07.2017,  at  this  point  of  time  he   
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became entitled to get the exemption from passing this examination and 

thus first time bound promotion was rightly given to him w.e.f. 

05.07.2017.  

4.  Clause 5 of G.R. dated 20.07.2001 (A-2) states that passing 

Revenue Qualifying Examination is one of the conditions precedent for 

extending the benefit of time bound promotion. This clause reads as 

under:- 

 या योजनअंेतगᭅत पदो᳖ती᭒या पदाची वतेन᮰ेणी दये ठरिवली अस᭨याने वᳯर᳧ 
वतेन᮰णेी िमळ᭛यासाठी पदो᳖ती᭒या पदाकᳯरता िविहत केलेली अहᭅता, पाᮢता, 
᭔ये᳧ ता, अहᭅता पᳯरᭃा, िवभागीय पᳯरᭃा या सवᭅ बाबᱭची पतूᭅता करण े तसचे 
पदो᳖तीची कायᭅप᭟दती अनसुरणे आव᭫यक राहील. जथे ेया शासन िनणᭅयासोबत᭒या 
पᳯरिश᳥ातील वतेन᮰ेणी मंजरू कर᭛यात यईेल तथे े गोपनीय अहवाला᭒या आधारे 
पाᮢता तपास᭛यात यावी. 

   

5.  G.R. dated 15.10.2009 (A-3) supplies the following 

clarification:- 

 सधुारीत ᭭प᳥ीकरण 

 

या सदंभाᭅत मळू िनणᭅयामधील पᳯर. २ (ब) म᭟य े ᭭प᳥ के᭨याᮧमाणे अहᭅता परीᭃा 
᳴कवा िवभागीय परीᭃा िविहत सधंीत / मुदतीत उᱫीणᭅ न झा᭨यामळेु ᭔ये᳧ ता 
गमावली असले अशा कमᭅचा-यान े १२ वषाᭅ᭒या कालावधीत सदर परीᭃा उᱫीणᭅ 
के᭨यास ᭜याला िनयिमत सवेचेी १२ वषᭅ पूणᭅ झा᭨यानतंर अथवा १२ वषाᭅनतंर 
िवभागीय/ अहᭅता परीᭃा पास झा᭨यास ᭜या तारखपेासून, अ᭠यथा पाᮢ ठरत अस᭨यास 
᭜या᭒या सधुारीत ᭔ये᳧ता सचूीतील ᭭थानात बदल न करता कालब᭟द पदो᳖ती/सवेातंगᭅत 
आ᳡ािसत ᮧगती योजन ेअतंगᭅत वᳯर᳧ वतेन᮰णेी द᭛ेयात यावी. 
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  This clarification does not dispense with any of the criteria 

stipulated in aforequoted Clause 5 of G.R. dated 20.07.2001.  

6.  G.R. dated 07.10.2016 (A-4) also does not dilute any of the 

criteria stipulated in Clause 5 of G.R. dated 20.07.2001. It only adds that 

for computing period of 12 years temporary service too, shall be taken 

into account.  

7.  Following clarification in G.R. dated 01.02.2020 (A-5) also 

does not dilute any of the criteria stipulated in Clause 5 of G.R. dated 

20.07.2001:- 

 सधुारीत ᭭प᳥ीकरण 

 

अ)  अहᭅता परीᭃा ᳴कवा िवभागीय परीᭃा िविहत सधंीत / मदुतीत उᱫीणᭅ न 
झा᭨यामुळे ᭔ये᳧ ता गमावली असले अशा कमᭅचाᮋयान े १२ वषाᭅ᭒या िनयिमत सवेा 
कालावधीत सदर परीᭃा उᱫीणᭅ के᭨यास ᭜याला िनयिमत सवेचेी १२ वषᭅ पणूᭅ 
झा᭨यानतंर᭒या लगत᭒या तारखसे  

 

अथवा 
 
ब)  १२ वषाᭅ᭒या िनयिमत सवेनेतंर, िवभागीय / अहᭅता परीᭃा उᱫीणᭅ झा᭨या᭒या 
तारखसे 

 
उपरोᲦ (अ) अथवा (ब) यापकैᳱ कोण᭜याही ᮧकारात मोडणाᮋया कमᭅचारी / 

अिधकारी यानंा िवभागीय पदो᳖ती सिमती᭒या बठैकᳱतील पाᮢतनेसुार, (᭜या᭒या 
सधुारीत ᭔ये᳧ ता सचूीतील ᭭थानात बदल न करता) कालब᭟द पदो᳖ती योजनअेतंगᭅत / 
सवेातंगᭅत आ᳡ािसत ᮧगती योजनअंेतगᭅत वᳯर᳧ वतेन᮰णेी द᭛ेयात यावी. 
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8.  A conjoint consideration of the facts of the case and policy 

contained in abovereferred G.Rs. shows that as the applicant had not 

cleared Revenue Qualifying Examination till completion of 45 years of 

age and as he became entitled to get exemption from passing this 

examination on completion of 45 years of age i.e. on 05.07.2017, benefit 

of first time bound promotion was rightly given to him w.e.f. 05.07.2017. 

Thus, the O.A. lacks merit. It is accordingly dismissed with no order as 

to costs. 

     

        Member (J) 

Dated :- 22/11/2024 

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

as per original Judgment.  

 

Name of Steno   : Akhilesh Parasnath Srivastava. 

 

Court Name    : Court of Hon’ble Member (J). 

 

Judgment signed on  : 22/11/2024 

and pronounced on 

 

Uploaded on   : 25/11/2024 

   

 


