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[Spl/MAT/F-5/E]

MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

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

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date : 2 O APR ZU“)

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 1121 OF 2015.
(Sub :- Suspension)

1. Shri Jagannath D. Kodulkar,
R/at. Bhendi Bazar Police Officer Quarter, A-wing, 2™ Floor, 322/324 S.
V.P. Road, Bhendi Bazar, Opp. Fire Brigade, Bombay-400 009.

....APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS

1 The State of Maharashtra, Through 2 The Commissioner of Police, Office

Addl. Chief Secretary, Home Dept., of Commissioner of Police,
Mantralaya, Mumbai. Mumbai, S.B.S. Marg, 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 13"
day of April, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE :

CORAM

DATE

ORDER

Shri S.S. Dere, Advocate for the Applicant.
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, P.O. for the Respondents.

HON’BLE SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN.
13.04.2016.

Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf.

ok
[t
Research Officer,

Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbai.
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Date : 13.04.2016. |
0.A.NO.1121 OF 2015, \ .
':J.D.‘Kddulkar.- : . - | ..Applicant
y_et"sus_ 7' g . i :
The State of Mahdraéhtra &_ Oré. o ..;.Respondénts
1 Heard Shri S.5. Dere, Iléarn‘e'd Adﬁodaté for the
Applicant and 'Sn"lt.‘_K.S'. _Gaikvs./ad, leatned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents. ‘

. 2 Thng‘h't-he matter was first‘heard on 06.01.2016
and more than three months have lapsed, no reply has yelt
been flled by the Respondents Applicant is seekmg very

' simple rellef that his suspension order dated 19.05.2015 ) 2
-may be,_rewewed by the approprlate. committee and he

may be taken back in service.

3. Learned P.O. states that the affidavit'—in—feply‘will
be filed shartly, however, she is not able to tell as to why
no reply has been filed on the very simple rellef sought by '
the Apphcant. In any case., Respondents cannot refuse to'
: Lo\ take the ofeT:iec"wk'"that- the suspension order will not be

.

reviewed.

&l Considéring'theée facts this O.A. is disposed. off
with dll‘ECthﬂS of Respondents to place the case of the
[\D\ Applicant before appropriate suspensmnz%'ore"ndmltteﬂ to
' review suspens_lon order dated 19.05.2016, within a period
of two fnon;c‘hs from 'tl'.l'e date of this order and _thé result of
this -review_'s-hduld be,comhunicated td the: Apblicant
- within one week thgréaftén. Hamdast. -No order §as to M ’

Hea_ | costs.

' - S s
2 -/?{ e ' v (Rajiv Agarval)

Vice- Chairman ) 5 ARUBCOPY

Lo b B ‘ - Asstt Reglstrar/ Research Ofﬁcésrs
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