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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI BENCH AT AURANGABAD 

          
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 541 OF 2015 

                                 DISTRICT: JALNA 

Prashant Pradip Kulkarni, 
Age: 26 years, Occu: Nil, 
R/o Meher Nagar, Garkheda, 
Aurangabad, Tq. & Dist. Aurangabad. 

..    APPLICANT 
 

     V E R S U S 

1) The Principal Secretary, 
General Administration Department, 
Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. 
 

(Copy to be served on Chief Presenting  
Officer, Maharashtra Administrative  
Tribunal Mumbai, Bench at Aurangabad). 

 
2) The Superintendent of Police,  
 Jalna. 
 
              .. RESPONDENTS 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

APPEARANCE : Shri A.S. More, learned Advocate for the 
                            Applicant.  
 

: Shri N.U. Yadav, learned Presenting Officer  
  for the Respondents 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
CORAM  :  HON’BLE SHRI J.D. KULKARNI, MEMBER (J)  
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

J U D G M E N T 

(DELIVERED ON 21ST SEPTEMBER, 2016.) 

 
  The applicant Prashant Pradip Kulkarni, is claiming 

appointment on compassionate ground.  His claim for 

appointment on compassionate ground was rejected by the 
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respondent no. 2 i.e. the Superintendent of Police, Jalna vide 

impugned communication dated 23.07.2014.   The applicant is 

claiming that the said impugned communication be quashed 

and set aside and the respondent no. 2 be directed to appoint 

him on compassionate ground as Head Constable.  

 

2.  From the admitted facts, it seems that the 

applicant’s father Shri Pradip Kulkarni was serving as a Head 

Constable with respondent no. 2.  The applicant’s father died in 

the year 2003 i.e. on 23.03.2003 and at that relevant time, the 

applicant was aged about 13 years.  

 

3.  On 29.07.2013, the applicant submitted an 

application for appointment on compassionate ground, since he 

attained age of majority.  The said application was rejected vide 

impugned communication dated 23.07.2014, by respondent no. 

2 and hence, this Original Application.  

 

4.  In the affidavit in reply the reply, the respondent no. 

2 justified the rejection of claim.  The respondent no. 2 stated 

that after the death of applicant’s father, monetary benefits, to 

which the applicant’s father was entitled, were disbursed to the 
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applicant’s mother and at that time, oral information was given 

as regards compassionate appointment etc.  The applicant has 

received all the monetary benefits of his deceased father in the 

year 2012 but he did not approach for appointment on 

compassionate ground.  Such application is to be filed within 

one year from the date of attaining majority and therefore, the 

applicant’s claim was rightly rejected.  

 

5.  Heard Shri M.S. More, learned Advocate for the 

applicant and Shri N.U. Yadav, learned Presenting Officer for 

the respondents. I have also perused the application, affidavit, 

affidavit in reply and various documents placed on record by 

the respective parties.  

 

6.  The only material point to be considered in this case 

is whether the impugned communication dated 23.07.2014, is 

legal and proper? 

 

7.  Vide impugned communication dated 23.7.2014, the 

applicant was informed as under:-  

“izfr] 
Ikz’kkar izfni dqyd.khZ] 

jk- izsj.kkuxj] IYkWkV dz- 2 vfnukFk uxj toG] 

xkj[ksMk ifjlj] vkSjaxkckn- 
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tk-dz-vkLFkk&izfy@vuqdaik@2014@4994    tkyuk fn- 23-07-2014- 

 

lanHkZ %& vkiyk fn- 29-7-2013 jksthpk fouarh vtZ- 

fo”k; %& vuqdaik rRokoj uksdjh feG.ks ckcrvuqdaik rRokoj uksdjh feG.ks ckcrvuqdaik rRokoj uksdjh feG.ks ckcrvuqdaik rRokoj uksdjh feG.ks ckcr----    

 
mijksDr lanHkhZ; fo”k;kUo;s vki.kkl dGfo.;kr ;srs dh] vki.k vuqdaik 

rRokoj ukSdjh feG.ks ckcr fouarh vTkZ lknj dsyk vkgs-  vkiys oMhy fn- 23-3-

2003 jksth e;r >kY;kuarj vkiys o; 18 o”kkZis{kk deh gksrs] ijarq vki.k 18 o”kZ 

iq.kZ >kY;kuarj ,d Ok”kkZps vkr vtZ lknj dj.ks vko’;d gksrs] vki.k vTkZ eqnrhr 

lknj u dsY;kus vkiyh fouarh vekU; dj.;kr ;sr vkgs-   

¼iks-v- ;kaps ekU;rsus½ 

 
      Lkgh@& 

iksyhl v/kh{kd tkyuk] 

dfjrk-” 

 

8.  Admittedly, the applicant’s father died on 23.3.2003.  

The applicant has placed on record his application as well as 

pro-forma in Schedule-3 at paper book page nos. 15 and 16.  

From the said information, it seems that the date of birth of the 

applicant is 15.06.1989. Thus, admittedly on 23.03.2003, when 

the applicant’s father died, the applicant was minor but the 

applicant has attained majority on 15.06.2007.  The application 

is however, filed for compassionate appointment as per 

Annexure A-2 at paper book page no. 15 on 29.07.2013, i.e. 

almost after six years and one month.  The learned Presenting 

Officer invited my attention to the G.R. dated 11.09.1996 
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issued by the Government of Maharashtra, which reads as 

under:- 

 
“  ‘kklu fu.kZ;] lkekU; iz’kklu foHkkx] dzekad vdaik&1093@2335@iz-dz- 

90@93@vkB] fnukad 26-10-1994 uqlkj vuqdaik rRokoj fu;qDrhph lq/kkjhr 

;kstuk dk;kZfUor dj.;kr vkyh vkgs-  ;k ‘kklu fu.kZ;klkscr ifjf’k”V “v” e/khy 

fu;e 5&v [kkyh iq<hy lekfo”V dj.;kr ;kos- 

“lsosr vlrkuk fnoaxr >kysY;k fdaok nq/kZj O;k/kheqGs vdkyh lsokfuo`Rr 

>kysY;k deZpk&;kaP;k dqVqackrhy vKku okjlnkjkP;k ckcrhr ,dkus lKku Eg.kts] 

18 o”kkZpk >kY;koj ,d o”kkZP;k vkr ;k ;kstus[kkyh uksdjhlkBh vtZ djkok-” gs 

vkns’k 1 ekpZ] 1996 iklwu vaeykr ;srhy-”  

 

9.  The applicant has therefore, not filed application 

within one year from the date of attaining majority and 

therefore, I do not find any illegality in the impugned 

communication.  

 

10.  The learned Advocate for the applicant invited my 

attention to one G.R. dated 5.2.2010. The said G.R. states 

about difficulties, which comes across while considering 

appointment on compassionate ground.  The learned Advocate 

for the applicant submitted that it was incumbent upon the 

respondent authorities to give information as to what steps can 

be taken by the legal heirs of the deceased employee for 
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application on compassionate ground. He special invited my 

attention to paragraph no. 1 of said G.R. as under:- 

 
“ R;kpizek.ks fnoaxr ‘kkldh; deZpk&;kP;k dqVaqfc;kauk vuqdaik rRokoj 

fu;qDrh ns.;kP;k ;kstusph ekfgrh ns.ks o R;klkBh vko’;d vlysyh 

vkSipkfjdrk@dkxni=kaph iwrZrk dj.;klkBh dk; dk;Zokgh djkoh] R;klkBh fofgr 

dkye;kZnk dk; vkgs] ;kph ekfgrh osGsrp lacaf/kr vkLFkkiuk vf/kdk&;kadMwu 

fnoaxr deZpk&;kP;k dqVaqfc;kauk fnyh tkr ulY;kus- R;k ik= dqVqafc;kauk vuqdaik 

fu;qDrh ;kstuspk ykHk feGw ‘kdr ukgh o xqarkxqar mn~Hkors gs VkG.;klkBh fn- 23-8-

1996 P;k ‘kklu fu.kZ;krhy rjrwnhuqlkj izR;sd vkLFkkiuk vf/kdk&;kus R;kP;k 

vkLFkkiusojhy fnoaxr ‘kkldh; deZpk&;kP;k dqVqafc;kauk vuqdaik fu;qDrh ;kstusph 

lfoLrj ekfgrh ¼dkxni=kaP;k iqrZrslg½ e`R;wP;k fnukadkiklwu 15 fnolkuarj 

ykxyhp vFkok dqVqacfuo`RRkh osrukph dkxni=s ikBforkuk ns.;kph dkVsdksj n{krk 

?;koh-” 

 

11.  The respondents have filed affidavit in reply and in 

the said affidavit in reply it has been mention in paragraph no. 

5 as under:- 

 
“5. I say and submits that, the contents of Para No. 

3 are admitted to the extent that applicant has filed 

an application before the respondent no. 2 The rest of 

the content mention in this para are not admitted by 

the respondent.  The present applicant is having 

knowledge regarding there is a provision of 

compassionate appointment as the office of 

respondent has sanction and disburse the amount of 

benefits to the applicant. The said monitory benefits 

of deceased disbursed to the applicant and legal 
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heirs. At that time department also orally informed 

about the compassionate appointment. The applicant 

is the educated person therefore he can not say that 

he is not having knowledge regarding the 

compassionate appointment.” 

 

12.  No rejoinder affidavit is filed by the applicant 

denying such contents in the affidavit in reply.  

 

13.   From the record, it seems that the applicant has 

become major in the year 2007 i.e. on 15.06.2007.  He passed 

various examinations and ultimately became graduate also but 

he did not file application for compassionate appointment 

within one year from the date of attaining majority and 

therefore, respondents have rightly rejected the claim of the 

applicant and I do not find any reason to interfere with such 

decision.  Hence, I pass following order:- 

 
O R D E R 

  The Original Application stands dismissed with no 

order as to costs.  

 

 

                   (J.D. KULKARNI) 
       MEMBER (J)  

Kpb/S.B. O.A. No. 541 of 2015 JDK 2016 


