
[Spl/MAT/F-5/E] 
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH  

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ ‘6"--6--  /2016 
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal 
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4, 
Free Press Journal Marg, 
Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021. 
Date : 	 — 4 ivIA1 0016 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 324 OF 2016. 
(Sub :- Seniority List of P.S.I.) 

1 Mr. Ashok N. Ghuge & 07 Ors., 
C/o. Shri K.R. Jagdale, Advocate for the Applicants. 

....APPLICANT/ S. • 	VERSUS 

1. The State of Maharashtra, through its Secretary, Home Dept., Mantralaya, 

Mumbai. 
2. The D.G. of Police, S.B.S. Marg, Colaba, Mumbai. 

...RESPONDENT/ S 

Copy to : The C.P.O. M.A.T., Mumbai. 

The applicant/s above named has filed an application as per copy already 
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the 02" 

day of May, 2016 has made the following order:- 

APPEARANCE : 	Shri K.R. Jagdale, Advocate for the Applicants. 
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, P.O. for the Respondents. 

CORAM 	 HON'BLE JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN. 

411)  DATE 	 02.05.2016. 

ORDER 	 Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf. 
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Research Officer, 
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal, 

Mumbai. 
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Asst Registrar PRe.s.c.3.arch Officers 
tVlabarasht.a AJminlstrative Tribunal 
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MUMBM 

of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

l'S S 

State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

Tribunal'  s orders 

Date : 2.05.2016. 

O.A.No.324 of 2016 

Shri A.N. Ghuge & Ors. 

Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra .& Ors. 

...Applicant 

...Respondents 

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned 

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The Applicant has already submitted objection 

on 1.4.2016 to the provisional seniority list furnished 

by the State on 29.3.2016. 

3. The seniority has not attained finality. 

4. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays that 

the Respondents be directed to consider objections 

raised in Applicant No.1's submission dated 1.4.2016 

Annexure 'C' at page No.27. 

5. It is hard to believe and accept that the 

Respondents will not act in accordance with the law, 

and therefore formal direction may not be necessary. 

6. Therefore the O.A. is premature and is disposed 

of accordingly. 
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