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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, 1d. Advocate for the applicant.
Shri A.M.Khadatkar, 1d. P.O. for the respondents.

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

JUDGMENT

Judgment is reserved on 11t Nov., 2024.
Judgment is pronounced on 2274 Nov., 2024.
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Heard Shri A.D.Tote, 1d. counsel for the applicant and Shri

A.M.Khadatkar, 1d. 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:-

T TSI TRIFd=aT &=t a9l 3T St e iy
FaTIvl et TR RrERRar @Afga o sTear, e,
SIS, ear ke, Rt afker a1 99 FEi=T qhar w0 9"
TR FTATERAT AT AELAF Tarer. S T AT Roiareaa=ar
TRfETde aaTaolt ASR FoATT AT AA AT STEATAT=AT e
qTAT TATHOITT IT.

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

clarification:-

AT TTEHTOT

7 Hewia Yoo Ao i, R (F) Ted TIY FSTIHT Sgar 9t
et s oher Rt ¢ / gedia SO 7 Aea e S¥uar
THTEEAT A FAT FHAT-IM R FUTSAT FATAE T T qO&AT AT
FATH AT FAfad aa=t 93 a9 qul ATAEaT AT R quiAay
ity AT T0eT T AT AT TRETTEH, ST 9T O3 9Ty

AT AT SAAT AT ST TG T FIAT FIeASed TRIT/Aaiaia
APETIR STt IS SiqAa a8 SqTAv(] JUFTq AT
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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:-

QAT TTETHT

)  ogar g e Rt ol [T g@dia / qeha S T
AT SABAT TATIAT A AT FAHATAT LR Fui=ar [IfdT qar
FATTLT T THAT SO Feqm g Frer Fafaq qa=t ¢ a9 o
AT AT AT TR

EREN

) ¢ R FuT=aT Fafaa aasas, B / sigar 9eT St Arear=ar
NIRECK]

IUAE () STAAT (F) ATIHT FIOTATET THIAT HISUTAT FHATL /
g T R et affd=ar s aEaqarR, ([@r=aT
QU SATAT GAIATT AT T 7 FHAT) FIATEL TRIAAT Trsasiasia /



5 0.A.No. 646 of 2021

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 0.A. lacks merit. It is accordingly dismissed with no order as

to costs.

Member ()

Dated :- 22/11/2024
aps
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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 : Akhilesh Parasnath Srivastava.
Court Name : Court of Hon’ble Member (]).
Judgment signed on : 22/11/2024

and pronounced on

Uploaded on : 25/11/2024



