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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ | HIF- /2017
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

Date n1 APR 20”

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 294 OF 2017.
(Sub :- Minor Punishment (Stoppage of Increment))

1 Shri Pavan M. Patil,
R/at. Flat No. B-2/402, Sai Crown, Imperial Soc. Near Matoshree Hospital,

Gujar Nagar, Thergaon, Pune.

....APPLICANT/S.
VERSUS
1 State of Maharashtra, Through 2 Addl. Chief Secretary, Home Dept.,
Chief Secretary, Mantralaya, Mantralaya, Mumbai-32.
Mumbai-32.
...RESPONDENT/S

Copy to : The C.P.0O. 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 07"
day of April, 2017 has made the following order:-

APPEARANCE : Mrs. Punam Mahajan, Advocate for the Applicant.
Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, C.P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : HON’BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER (J).
DATE : 07.04.2017.
ORDER : Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf.

e (LG
Sk

Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbai.
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“The State of Mah. & ors.
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Applicant

vs; e
... Respondents

Heard Mrs. Punam-: Mahajan, the lcarncd Advocate
for the Applicant'and: Mr. N.X. Ra;puroh:t the learned

I Chief Presenting Ofﬁccr for the Rcspondcnts

This OA can be disposed of here and now.

‘The hrmtcd prayer is that the appcal agmnéf the

= _order of the. mirtor punishment made by the disciplinary

authotity which came to be preferred on 28,10.2015
should be decided at the carhes‘t

The appeal is pending beforc the 2nd Respondent
and in my opirion; in the first place, it ought to have been

. "décided by how. Howevér, 1 now lay down ari-cuter time -
© lifiit ‘and this OA is disposed of with a direction that the

pendirig: appeal of the Applicant’ against the order of

pUnlshment impugned therein be. decided within a period -
of six weeks from today and the outcome  be

to’ the Applicant -within -one week .
theredfier. No order as to costs, Hamdast

Member (J)
07.04.2017
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