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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI 
BENCH AT AURANGABAD 

 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 16 OF 2018 
(Subject – Directions) 

                             DISTRICT :  BEED 

Shri Sudhakar s/o Jalindar Dound,  ) 
Age : 50 years, Occu. :  Service,   ) 

R/o. Police Colony, Yusufwadgaon,  )  
Tq. Kaij, Dist. Beed.     )   ..      APPLICANT 
 
                   V E R S U S 
 

1) The State of Maharashtra,   ) 

 Through its Secretary,    ) 
 Home Department,    ) 

Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.   ) 
 
2) The Director General of Police,  ) 
 M.S., Mumbai.      ) 

 
3) The Inspector General of Police, ) 
 Aurangabad Region,    ) 

 Aurangabad.      ) 
 
4) The Superintendent of Police,  ) 

Beed, Tq. & Beed.    ) ..  RESPONDENTS 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
APPEARANCE :Shri R.R. Bangar, Advocate holding for 

   Shri H.P. Jadhav, Advocate for the Applicant.  

 
:Shri B.S. Deokar, Presenting Officer for 

 Respondents. 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
CORAM :  JUSTICE M.T. JOSHI, VICE CHAIRMAN. 
 

DATE    :  12.10.2018. 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

    O R A L - O R D E R  

1.  Heard Shri R.R. Bangar, learned Advocate holding for 

Shri H.P. Jadhav, learned Advocate for the applicant and Shri 

B.S. Deokar, learned Presenting Officer for respondents.  
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2.  By the present Original Application, the applicant is 

claiming following reliefs:- 

“B. By allowing this Original Application, kindly quash 

and set aside the order dated 15.11.2017 passed by the 

respondent No. 4 thereby rejected to review the order 

dated 26.07.2013 and not considered the termination 

period from 27.04.2004 to 14.12.2010 spent by the 

applicant out of service be not treated as a duty period for 

any purpose except pension.  
 

C. By allowing this Original Application, further 

directing the respondent No. 4 to treat period from 

27.04.2004 to 14.12.2010 as a duty period for all 

purpose and to extend him all consequential benefits 

attached thereto including benefits full pay and 

allowances for said period along with increments with 

interest.” 

 
3.  It is an admitted fact that however without preferring 

any appeal, the applicant has challenged the decision of his 

Disciplinary Authority.   

 

4.  In view of the admitted facts, the Original Application 

is disposed of without any order as to costs with liberty to prefer 

such appeal before the appropriate authority.  

 
PLACE : AURANGABAD.     
DATE   : 12.10.2018.     VICE CHAIRMAN 
KPB S.B. O.A. No. 15 of 2018 mtj 2018 dies 


