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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH 

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ 2)56C" /2016 
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal 
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4, 
Free Press Journal Marg, 
Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021. 

Date : 2 0 JUL 2016 
M.A. No. 275/2016 IN O.A. No. 42/2015. 

(Sub :- Promotion) 

1. The State of Maharashtra, Through Addl. Chief Secretary, Home Dept., 
Mantralaya, Mumbai. 	 ....APPLICANT/S. (Ori. Resp. No.1) 

VERSUS 

• 	1. Shri Nishikant K. More, R/o. G-14, 15, Lane No.5, Sector-9, 
C.B.D. Belapur, Navi Mumbai. 	

....RESPONDENT/S. (Ori. Applicant) 
AND 

1 The D.G. of Police, Colaba, 	 2 Shri K.Y. Joshi, Superintendent of 

Mumbai-01. 	 Police, Motor Transport, Pune. 

3 The Chief Secretary, Govt. of Maha. 
G.A.D., Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. 

...RESPONDENT/S(Ori. Resp. No. 2 to 4) 
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 19th  

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

. 	APPEARANCE : 	Shri K.B. Bhise, P.O. for the Applicant.(Ori. Resp. No.1) 
Shri K.R. Jagdale, Advocate for the Respondent. (On. Appli.). 

CORAM 	 HON'BLE SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN. 
HON'BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER (J). 

DATE 	 19.07.2016. 

ORDER 	 Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf. 

'4•Irmago A.-  
Research Officer, ' 

Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal, 
Mumbai. le 7/ 14 t 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 	
ISO.- MAT-F-2 F. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

MAJR.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application NO. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Comm. 

Annearance. Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

  

MA No.275/16 in OA No.42/15 

The State of Maharashtra 
Vs. 

Shri N.K. More & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting 
Officer for the Applicant-original Respondent No.1 
and Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the 
Respondent-original Applicant. 

2. This MA is moved by the respondents in the 
OA seeking extension of time to comply with our 
order dated 4.1.2016. 

3. In the first place the concluding and operative 
part of our order dated 4.1.2016 in fact needs to be 
fully reproduced for ready reference: 

"7. Having regard to the aforesaid facts and 
circumstances .of the case, the Respondents are 
directed to consider the claim of the Afoplicant 
for deemed date of promotion to the post of 
S.P. (M.T.) when a vacancy of SP (MT) arose 
in the promotion quota in the year 2007 within 
a period of 3 months from the date of this 
order, If the Applicant is found eligible for the 
deemed date of promotion from any date 
between 2007 to 2010, he may be considered 
for promotion to the post of DIG (MT) within 
a further period of one month. Otherwise, he 
may be considered for promotion in the 



iv—Aea—rWal) 
Vice-Chairman 

19.7.2016 

Um* NvAvy, UMW* rtiiimmartmaa CooMb. 
AplAtikeijarv, ►iribumarr curatormt ur 

oft.* 	and ttorytitle'sev, unto,* Ihrilimare after* 
normal course and in any case on or oetore 
30.6.201 . 	e, 	rigina 	• 	n is 
disposed of accordingly with no order as to 
costs." 

4. 	Nothing more needs to be said or done ana the 
said para is self explanatory. Thereby regard being 
had to the requirements for compliance mucn more 

\' sufficient time was given. Therefore, for all me 
details set out in .the MA probably trying to indicate 
as t,9_That steps were taken we remain unimpressed 
byAFru.:51.ving for more time. After all a litigant moves  
the judicial forum for redressal of the grievances aria 
if he is found entitled thereto no doubt some time is 
required to be given for compliance but an unusually 
long time for compliance would ultimately lead to 
failure of justice. We find absolutely no justification 
in extending the time for compliance: This MA is. 
therefore, dismissed with no order as to costs. 

DATE: 	  
CORAM : 

Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 
(Vice - Chaitthan) 

Hen 'bic Shri R. B. MALIK (Metaber).1-- 
APPEARANCE  

Advocate fur the Applicant 
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(R.B. Malik) IT 7'I  
Member (J) 
19.7.2016 
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