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Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumba»iAOO 021.

pRIR T

Date .

M.A. No. 284/2016 IN 0.A. No. 655/2015.
(Sub :- Appointment)

1 Shri Deelip L. Anuse,

Add. "Sai-Niwas", Plot No. 15, S. No.

27, Munjoba Vasti, Dhanorti, Pune-15.

APPLICANT/S.

VERSUS

1 State of Maharashtra, Through
Chicf Sceretary, Mantralaya,
Mumbai-32.

w

The Chairman, M.P.S.C., Fort,
Mumbat.

Shri Dattatraya K. Deshmukh,
Probationary Assi. Motor Vehicle
inspector, Deputy R.T.O., Plot No.
18, MIDC Area, Osmanabad-413501

Copy to : The C P.O. M.AT., Mumbai.

The applicant/s
served on you, praying
day of August, 2016 has made thc

above named has filed an application as per Copy
for reliefs as mentioned therein.
following order:-

2 Addt. Chief Sceretary, Home Dept.
Mantralava, Mumbai-32.

4 Commissioner ol Transport, 41
Floor, Admin. Bldg., Govt.
Quarters, Wandre (E), Mumbai-ol

Shri Prabhakar V. Sawant, Flat
No.104, Bldg. No. 7, vardhaman
Garden, Balkum, Near Fire
Station, Bhivandi Road, Thane:
400608.

___RESPONDENT/S

already

The Tribunal on the 04"

Smt. P. Mahajan, Advocate for the Applicant.

Respondents Nos. 110 4.
for the Respondents Nos. 5& 6.

HON’BLE SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN.

APPEARANCE :
Shri K.B. Bhisce, P.O. for the
Shri A V. Bandiwadekar, Advocate
CORAM
HON’BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER (J)-
DATE 04.08.2016.
ORDER Order Copy Enclosed

/ Order Copy Qver Leal.

Research Officer,

Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
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RA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
MISC. APPLICATION NO.284 OF 2016

IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.655 OF 2015

IN THE MAHARASHT

Shri Deelip L. Anuse. j...Applicant

versus

)...Responaents

1. The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

Advocate for Applicant.
er for Respondents 1 10O *.

ondents 5 & ©.

Smt. Punam Mahajan,
Shri K.B. Bhise, Presenting Offic
Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, Advocate for Resp

RAJIV AGARWAL (VICE-CHAIRMAN )

CORAM
R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)
DATE : 04.08.2016
PER R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)
ORDER
i. This is an application for amenament of the wriginel
Application.

We have perused the record ana proceeamngs sl

2.
the learned Advocate 10T Uio

neard Smt. Punam Mahajan,

AT




The OA such as it stands now is against six

Fespondents. The last two of them being what can be called

Now, by way of amendment, what is being sought to

°% achieved inter-glig is addition of one more party private




a fresh list was ordered to be prepared. The same nas SINCE
peen prepared and therein also there have been 1NCIUSIONL
which have in the manner of speaking further aggreved e
Applicant. By way of various Paragraphs in the pProposed:
amendment, that objection has been amplified. —ror U+
purposes of the decision hereof, we a will be guided py ne 1aw
of amendments, and therefore, the worth of the plea sougnt -t

be raised is something which we need not go into herein.

3. Shri Bhise, the learned P.Q. right at the oulsut
requested for further time to file Affidavit-in-teply. — =ift-
sufficient time was already granted and the Affidavit-in-repiv .
the private Respondents was already on record, we aecunea il
prolong this MA any further. We have, however, neara M-.

Bhise’s submissions also.

o. The main thrust of the resisiance to this MA as sct
up by Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate 10T L=
existing private party Respondents inter-alia 1s tnat e .
based on which this OA was earlier brought having peen sStruc.:
aown, the cause of action does no more survive pecause now
the challenge is to the list such as it has come 1nto ex1Stenc:
post decision of the said OA by this Bench. Therelore, 1t --
according to Mr. RBandiwadekar entirely a fresh cause ol aclo-.
for which the amendment application would not be

competent course of action to be adopted. He expiaincd .-

.
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aetails as to how the Applicant shall not even otherwise be

crenudiced were he to bring a fresh OA.

cannot be allowed to be impleded by way of amendment. In
JUr oommnion. in any case no prejudice ig going to be caused
because the existing Respondents as we]] as newly added
tespondents shall have all the rights in the world to resist the
1A post amendment by filing the Afﬁdavits-in-reply and then
101ININe 1ssues with the Applicant regularly at the time of
arauments. In our view, the present 1S a matter where the
rretudice aspect of the matter has its own role to play. In that
“ontext. we are unable to agree with the submissions op behalf
"1 the Respondents that they are going to be taken by surprise
"7 nv wav of thisg amendment, the whole thing will become too
vexed to be handled with facility. In our opinion, this MA

rasses muster with the test of law of amendments and the

-




wh

same has to be and is hereby allowed. The new party
Respondent No.7 be impleaded and the rest of the amenament
as herein proposed be also incorporated within on¢ week o
today. A consolidated copy of the OA after amenament pe Iied
and such a copy be furnished to both the sets OI exisung
Respondents and the newly added Respondent No.7 pe servec
in accordance with Rules. The existing Respondents snaitl nave
a right to file the Affidavit-in-reply/ Additional Affidavit-in-repiy
nereto. While naturally, the 7% Respondent will also nave .
similar right. The MA is allowed in these terms witil no oracr
as to costs and the OA stands adjourned to 1st Septembe-.

2016.

TS sl

(R.B. Malik) “(R@jiviAgarwanr.
Member-J Vice-Chairman
04.08.2016 04.08.2016

Mumbai
Date : 04.08.2016
Dictation taken by :

N
S.K. Wamanse.
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