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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE ZREEEEAR, S5

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ \k®? /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

pate: - MAY 2016

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 56 OF 2016.
(Sub :- Suspension)

1 Shri Sayajirao S. Pawar,
R/at. Ghogale Residency, Sawantwadi, Dist. Sindhudurg.

........ APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS

. 1 The Sub Divisional Officer, Rajapur, 2 The State of Maharashtra,
Dist. Ratnagiri. Through Principal Secretry,
(Revenue), Revenue & Forest Dept
Having Office at Mantralaya,
Mumbai-32.
...RESPONDENT/S

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

The applicant/s above named has filed an application as per cCopy already
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the 03™
day of May, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Shri U.V. Sherkhane, Advocate holding for Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar,
Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, C.P.O. for the Respondents.

. CORAM ; HON’BLE JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN.
DATE ) 03.05.2016.
ORDER : Order Copy Enclosed /Order Copy Over Leaf.

Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbai.

EA\Sachin\Judical Order\ORDER-201 6\May-16\05.05.2016\0.A. No. 56 of 16-03. 05.16.0dt
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Tribunal's orders
Date : 03.05.2015,
0.A.No.56 of 2016
5.5. Pawar .. Applican,
Versus
-~.Respondents.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors

17 Heard Shri y.v. Sherkhane, the learned Advocate
holding for Shri AV, Bandlwadekar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurehit. the learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

NK.

S

Learned Cp.o. for the Respondents Shrj

Rajpurohit states as follows -

{a) Impugned order of suspension is revoked.
(b} The manner in which suspension periocd bhe
dealt with, wili be decided after completing
the Departmentaj Enquiry.
3. In view of the action which is reported by learned

C.P.O. Shri NK. Rajpurohit, 0.4, has become infructuous

and is disposed of accordingly, \
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