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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD; Q1% /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021.

D t . A ™ 3 L
e 16 MAR 0%
O.A. No. 38 of 2016.

1. Mr. Subhash Rama Jadhav.
R/at: Rudraksh Residency, R5/F3, Tamjai Nagar,

Satara — 415002,
....APPLICANT/S.

VERSUS

1 State of Maharashtra, Through the 2 The Director, Vocational Education
Principal Secretary, Dept. of Higher & Training, Mahapalika Marg,
& Technical Education, Mantralaya Mumbai-1
Extension Bldg., Mumbai-32.

3 The Joint Director, Vocational 4 The Principal, Government
Education & Training, Regional Technical High School, Ghole Rd,
Office, Ghole Rd, Pune - 5. Pune.

...RESPONDENT /S

Copy to : The C.P.O. MAT,, 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 16™

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

APPEARANCE : Shri K.R.Jagdale, Advocate for the Applicants.
Smt K.S.Gaikwad, learned P.O. holding for
Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : HON’BLE JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN.
DATE : 16.03.2016.
ORDER : Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf.
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Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,
Mumbai.
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Appeavance, Tribunul’s vrders or

divectivng and Registrars ordors

Tribunal’s ordesrs

Date : 16.03.2016.
0.A.No.38 of 2016

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the fearned Advocate far the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned P.O. holding for
Ms. N.G. Gohad, the {earned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. This C.A. has been filed in the background that the
appeal preferred by the Applicant against order dated
7.04.2015 is pending before the competent authority, and it
is yet not decided though it has been filed on 12.5.2015.

3. When the case was heard yesterday, the learned
P.O. for the Respondents was directed to take instructions
as to time frame within which Applicant’s appeai/

representation shouid be decided.

4 Today, fearned P.O. for the Respondents has
received written instructions and makes a statement which
is letter dated 6.03.2016 and states that appeal would be

dediced within four weeks,

5. Applicant be given a date of hearing, as well as date

on which the decision should be issued.

6. The decision as issued will be sent to the Applicant

by post within six weeks from today.

7. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.0.

tc communicate this order to the Respondents.

8. This Original Application is dipsoed of.
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