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  O.A.No.627/2017     

MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

NAGPUR BENCH NAGPUR 
 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.627/2017 (S.B.) 
 

Zamulal S/o Lalsing Maraskhole,  

Aged about 61 years, Occupation: Retired,  

R/o Dattavihar Coloney, Near Tapovan, New Camp,  

Amravati, Tah. & Dist. Amravati .        

                             …  APPLICANT 
 

// V E R S U S // 
 

1] The State of Maharashtra,  

Through it's Secretary,  

Home Department, 

Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.  

 

2] The Director General of Police (M.S.),  

Hutatma Chowk, Near Regal Cinema, Mumbai.  

 

3] The Superintendent of Police,  

Amravati Rural, Camp Amravati ,  

Tah. & Dist. Amravati.                  

                 … RESPONDENTS  
   

 

Shri S.N. Gaikwad, Advocate for the Applicant. 

Shri M.I. Khan, learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

 

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

   Vice Chairman.  
     

Dated :- 07/01/2025.  
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J U D G M E N T 

  Heard Shri S.N. Gaikwad, learned counsel for the 

applicant and Shri M.I. Khan, learned P.O. for the respondents.  

 

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

  The applicant was appointed as a Police Constable on 

26/10/1976. He was posted at various places . Respondent no.3 has 

granted functional promotion of Police Naik to applicant on 

23/01/1991. On 26/07/2007, the applicant was promoted as a 

Police Naik as per order issued by Respondent No.3. Again on 

29/08/2008 and 18/11/2008, the applicant has specifically stated 

that A.S.I. Shri Ramnath Solanke, Shri Shrikrishan Chavan, Shri 

Kisan Sustane, Shri Babulal Patel and Shri  Sanu Belsare all these 

A.S.I. / Police Officers were appointed along with the applicant 

and all these persons were already promoted and the applicant is 

not promoted on the post of A.S.I. The applicant has filed an 

Appeal before the Respondent No.2. The Respondent No.2 has not 

taken any step on his appeal.  Therefore, applicant approach to 

this Tribunal for the following reliefs:- 

“i.  allow the instant original application with costs;  

ii.  be pleased to direct the respondent No.3 i.e. The 

Superintendent of Police, Amravati Rural to grant and 
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provide the entire benefits of Time Bound Promotion 

Scheme and Assured Progress Scheme as contemplated 

in Govt. Resolutions dated 08.06.1995 and 01.04.2010 

forthwith to the applicant, further directed the 

respondent No.2 i.e. Director General of Police, 

Maharashtra State, Mumbai and the respondent No.3 

i.e. The Superintendent of Police, Amravati Rural to 

grant deemed date of promotion from the date when the 

person who was recruitment alongwith him;  

 

iii.  be pleased to direct the respondent No.2 i.e. 

Director General of Police, Maharashtra State, 

Mumbai to decide the appeal dated 27 .04.2009 filed by 

the applicant.” 

 
 

3.   The O.A. is strongly opposed by the Respondents.   It is 

submitted that the ACRs of applicant were not ‘Good’ and 

therefore he is not promoted. It is also submitted that the 

applicant was intimated the reasons for not promoting him.  Hence, 

the O.A. is liable to be dismissed.  

 

4.    During  the course of submission, learned counsel for 

applicant has submitted that the remarks of ACRs were not 

communicated to the applicant and therefore the respondents 

cannot say that applicant is not entitled  to get promotional pay. In 

support of his submission, he has pointed out the Judgment of the 

Bombay High Court bench at Nagpur in Writ Petition 
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No.652/2010 in the case of Dr. Sudam Krushnaji Chapale Versus 

State of Maharashtra and others . 

 

5.   During the course of submission, Learned P.O. has 

submitted that the applicant was informed about the decision of 

the Divisional Promotion Committee (D.P.C.) and the appeal 

preferred by the applicant has already been dismissed. That order 

is not challenged by the applicant.  

 

6.   The document at Page No.34 shows that applicant was 

informed about his unfitness for promotion . The material part of 

the letter dated 04/01/2012 is reproduced below :- 

“ वलऴम:- ऩदोन्नतीच्मा अऩात्रतेफाफत  
 

  उऩयोक्त वलऴमान्लमे आऩणाांव कऱवलण्मात मेते की ,  आऩण 
अभयालती जिल्शा ऩोरीव घटकाांत ऩोरीव शळऩाई ऩदालय ददनाांक 
२६.१०.२०७६ योिी ननमुक्त झारे आशे. आऩरी िात गोंड अवून  
अनुवूचित िभाती मा प्रलगााभध्मे आशे. िात ऩडताऱणीभध्मे आऩरी 
िात लैध लयवलण्मात आरी आशे. आऩरे वेलाऩटाभध्मे वन १९७८ ते 
२०१० ऩमान्त खारीरप्रभाणे लावऴाक ळेये नोंदवलण्मात आरे आशेत.  
 

१९७८- Inturn     १९७९- Inturn   १९८१- Average   १९८२ - Not yet  

१९८३- Not yet   १९८४- Not f i t  १५८५ – Average  १९८६- Average 

१९८७- Unfit     १९८९- Unfit   ११९०- Unfit      १९९३- Average 

१९९४- Not yet   १९९५- Notyet  १९९९- Unfit      २०००- Notyet  

२००१- Inturn    २००५- B Fit    २००७- Unfit  C    २००८- B-  
२००९- B-       २०१०- B laturn  
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  ऩोरीव शळऩाई ऩदालरुन ऩोरीव नाईक ऩदालय ऩदोन्नती 
देण्माकरयता वलबागीम ऩदोन्नती वशभतीने ददनाांक १८.५.१९९३, 
५.५.१९९५ ,  १९९७ ,  ४.१२.१९९८ ,  १६.५.१९९९ ,  १.६.२००० आणण 
२५.९.२००३ योिी ऩदोन्नतीवाठी वलिाय केरा ऩयां तु प्रत्मेक लेऱच्मा 
ननलडवूिीभध्मे ५ लऴाािे ळे-मािी वयावयी ककभान ननकऴ ऩूणा करयता 
नवल्माने आऩणाांव ऩदोन्नतीव अऩात्र कयण्मात आरे. ददनाांक 
२०.७.२००७ योिी झारेल्मा ऩदोन्नती शभटीांगिे लेऱी आऩणाांव 
ऩदोन्नती वशभतीने ऩात्र ठयवलल्माने ददनाांक २७.७.२००७ योिी ऩोशरव 
नाईक ऩदालय ऩदोन्नती देण्मात आरी आशे. ददनाांक २७.७.२००७ 
योिी ऩोशरव नाईक ऩदालय ऩदोन्नता झारेल्मा कोणत्माशी अनुवूचित 
िभातीच्मा कभािा-माांव ऩोरीव शलारदाय ऩदालय अद्माऩ ऩदोन्नती 
देण्मात आरेरी नाशी.  
 

आऩण आऩरे वेला काऱात कताव्मालय अनुऩजथथत 
यादशल्माफाफत ल अन्मकवुयीफांददर एकुण ४५ रशान शळषा देण्मात 
आरेल्मा आशेत ल पक्त १३ फषीव शभऱवलरेरी आशेत. आऩण 
कताव्मालय ७५ लेऱा एकुण ५३४ ददलव अनचधकृतऩणे गैयशिय 
याशील्माने लेगलेगळ्मा कारालधीच्मा एकुण ६२ लेऱा वलनालेतन यिा 
भांिूय कयण्मात आल्मा आशेत. आऩरा वेलाअशबरेख ल लावऴाक ळेये  
ऩदोन्नती ननकऴानुवाय प्रनतकुर अवल्माने प्रत्मेक लऴषी ऩदोन्नती 
वशभतीने ऩुढीर ऩदोन्नतीवाठी अऩात्र ठयवलरे अवल्माने आऩणाव 
ऩदोन्नती देण्मात आरी नाशी. लावऴाक ळेये आऩणाांव दाखवलण्माांत 
आरे आशेत.  
 

  उऩयोक्त कायणाांभुऱे आऩरे वोफतच्मा कभािा-मावोफत 
आऩणाांव ऩदोन्नती शभऱारी नाशी त्माभुऱे वदयिी लथतुजथथती 
आऩणाव अलगत कयण्मात मेत आशे.  
 

    (एव. िमकुभाय)  
   ऩोरीव अचधषक ,  अभयालती ग्राभीण ” 
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7.  From the perusal of the letter , it appears that in the 

year 1994 and 1995, nothing is mentioned as to why the applicant 

was unfit for promotion. Moreover, the adverse remarks are not 

produced by the respondents. In view of the Judgment cited by the 

side of applicant, if the adverse remarks are not communicated , 

then the respondents cannot say that he is not eligible for 

promotion. Looking to the letter dated 04/01/2012, the following 

order is passed:-  

    

O R D E R  

(i) O.A. is partly allowed. 

(ii) The Respondents are directed to consider the 

claim of applicant of the year 1994 - 1995 within 

a period of three months from the date of receipt 

of this order. 

(iii) No order as to costs.   

 

 

                         (Justice M.G.Giratkar) 
                    Vice Chairman. 
 

Dated :-07/01/2025. 
PRM. 
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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   : Piyush R. Mahajan. 

 

Court Name   : Court of Hon’ble Vice Chairman. 

       

 

Judgment signed on  : 07/01/2025. 

 

 


