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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ H5\A /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

2 7 JAN 2016

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 991 OF 2015.

Date :

1. Shri Sanjay V. Shintre,
R/at. Quarter No.5, European Police Officers Quarters, Seth Motishaha

Lane, Opp. Jain Temple, Byculla(E), Mumbai-27.

....APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS
1 The State of Maharashtra, Through 2 The D.G. of Police, State of
Additional Chief Secretary, Home Maharashtra, Having office at Old
Dept., Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. Council Hall, M.S., Police H.Q.,
S.B. 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 25"
day of January, 2016 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE :  Shri. R.G. Panchal, Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, C.P.O. for the Respondents.

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

DATE : 25.01.2016.

ORDER ; Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf.

:ag”/&/zﬂf [14

Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbai.
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| O.A. No.991 ol 2013
|
\\I Lieard Shei .G, ranehal, leamed Advocate for the
i Applicant and  Shri Nk Rajpurohit, learned  Chied
‘\ Presenting Olticer for the Resporndents.
|
1| 2. This OA s being disposed olt at s stage isell
l‘ alter hearmg submissions  of Shr Panchal.  feamed
| Advocate for the Applicunt and Shri Rajpurohit, fearned
!1 CPO for the Respondents.
|
% 3 The applicant present s serving s
| Conpuandant, QRPE, Group-3, Paund, Pune. b S
he runk of Superintendent of Police (non cadrel. The
dispute arose wiien it came Lo fonwarding the nanies of
the eligible otheers for induction into 1S cadre the ndime
. | ol the applicant was not considered appavently om
\ Jecount ol his posttion in Hhe List of sentovity of Dy, SPs.
\ 4, Tt s o 1ot necessary (or us to delve deep into

(e techmical aspect that may not be necessary for the
PUEPOSE of deciding tiis OA bearing in mind the acthuality
and practical aspeet of the nuatter. 16 seems that the
seniority list as i the yeu 2001 published in 2008
showed the position o [ the applicantata place whieh was
not in dispute even by him. In the list ol senority as on

L 12002 for which we are informed the provisional
senfority st was published in the year 2003 was
published n 2011, the name of the applicant was shown
below 12 olficers. One Gaetual aspect raised by the
applicant is that he yas not duly informed thereabout 1o
acenrdance with the rules. That is a disputed fact.

. | 3. We are informed that by the time the matter catie

(o be heard though quite expuditiously from the date the
OA was instituted, the [ist s already been forwarded 1O
the UPSC and Governnent ol India The GOI
ot feation dated 5.1.2010 is placed betore us today ot
by the respondents bt by the applicant,

6. Now it the background ol the above discussion i
(uite clearly appears 10 us that there 1s sone mistake as
far as the applicant’s nathe i the seniority list s
copcerped, That mistake will have 1o be corrected the
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Appewranee Peilbann s orders o I bl s oty

dieetione and Rewistpas ot ‘
g level of Director General of Police and State and 1o (hag
| limited extent this Tribimal will be swithiy ils jurisdiction
J( to give direetions. [’mlcrsiandnhly thouguly tnacceptably
[I submissions were made tor longer time 1o first of afl
make sure i1 there wig mistake and if there v one. o
/ correct it However, (hy luxury is something which we
/ are unable o concede 1 (he respondents, fhe mager
1 will have to be expedited. It 5o happens that the change
ol placement of the applicant in the SCNorily st it at ol
s o be made. iy result in change of placement of
| others. We EXPress 1o opinion thercahont oy dowe ling
. anything on fucts, Therefore. even ag (he LdoCPO
f be justified in contending thal (hose kely 1o be offeereyd
| will have 10 be heard before any change 173t iy 1o be
made is made. We are not so disposed as 10 grant tine .
bevond one monih from today and that s something
which ultimately withip the juriscictiong] contines cun be
given by this “I'ribunal regardless o whateyver may hove
been praved for and whatever may have been mentioned
by the contestan respondens,

the respondents 1o censider the case of the applicant [oy
placemient in (e seniority Iist as on EL.2002 in
accordance with the ghove referred ohservationy within
J one maonth {rom today and make corrections i any are
f required (0 be made and miorm s oucome to the

I 7. This OA iy hereby disposed off with o direction 1o

applicant within a week therealter. e parties are
’ represented and, therelore, it s made clear that (e
] begins to rup immcdmtcl_\-', No o order as 1o CONls,
Hamdast, '
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