[Spl/MAT/F-5/E]
MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD; BY4 /2016
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4,
Free Press Journal Marg,

Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021,

27 JAN 2014

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., Mumbeai.

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.

Tt

27 11
Research Officer,
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal,

+
Mumbai.
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Pl Semoriieda of Uoeaon,

Tribunnl s ovders

O.A N0.99T of 2015

Flewrd Shri R.GL Panchal, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and  Shrr N.K. Rajpurohit, learned  Chiel
Presentimy Ofticer Tor the Respondews.

2. This OA is being disposed ol at this stage uscll
after hearing  submissions of Shri Panchal,  learmed
"\Li\"(')CEl[C For the Applicant and Shre Regpurohit, feared
CPO for the Respondents.

3. The applicant  at present is serving as
Commandant. SRPI, Groupﬁ Dund, Punc. He won
the rank of Superintendent of Police (non cadeey, The
dispute arose when it came to forwarding the names of
the eligible oltcers Tor induction into 1PS cadre the nue
ol the applicant was not considered  apparently  on
aceount ol his position in the List of seniority ol Dy, SPs.

4 100 now et necessary Tor us o delve deep o
the technical aspect that may not be necessary for the
purpose ol deciding this OA beartng in mind the actuatity
and pracocal aspect of the mater. e seamy that the
sentority st as in the vear 2001 published in 2008
showed the position of the applicant ut u prace which was
nol i dispute even by i Do the hist of seaierity as on
112002 for which we are inlormed the provisional
sentority st was published in the year 2005 wus
pubiishicd w 20101, the name ol the appheant was shown
Below 12 olficers. One lactual sspect raised by the
pplicant is that he was oot doly mlornmed thecaabout in
accordanee with the rules. Thatis a disputec

i

5. We are informed that by the time the matter canie
to be hewrd though quite expeditiously from the date e
OA was instituted, the Tist has already been forwarded w
the UPSC and Government ol India The GO
notification dated 3.1.2000 15 placed before us today not
by the respondents but by the apphcant.

O, Now 1 the backeround of the above discussion 1
quite clearly appears o us that there s some nustake as
fur as the apphicint’™s neme in the semtority hst iy
coneerned, That mistake will havve to be corrected at the
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divections aid Regisimn's aeders
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i
|

| fevel of Director Creneral of Police and State and 1o that
: hmited extent this Tribunal will be within ifs jurisdiction
to give divections. Understandably though inacceptably
submissions were made for longer thine o Nrst ol all
make sure 1t there was mistake and i there was one. o
correct 11 However, that Fuxury is something swhich we
are unabie lo concede o the respondents. The matier
will have to be expedited. It so happens that the change
of phlumuli of the applicant mv the seniarity Hst if at all
it 1 to be made, may resutt w change of Ihlccmem of
others. We express no opinion (hereabout nor do we 1ind
anything on facts. Thercelore, even as te Ld, CPO may
be justificd in contending that those likely to be elfecied
will have to be heard before any change Uil iy 1o he
made 1s made. We are not so disposed as 1o grant tine
beyond one month {rom today and that is something
which ultimately swithin the jurisdictonal contfines can be
given by this Tribunal regardless o whatever may have
been prayed for and whatever may have been nrentioned
by the contestant respondents,

7. This OA 1s herchy disposed of U with a dwection to
the respondents to consider the case of the applicant {or
placement in the senioruy list as on H1.2002 o
accordance with the above referred ohservations within
one moenth from today and make corrections 1 any are
reguired ta¢ be made and inform 18 outcome to the

apphcant within a week thereafter.  The puarties are
represented and, therelore, 1t is muade clear that gme
begins to run immediaehy. Nooorder as to costs,
Framdast. '
o lien o] (R Malik) (Rajif Agariah
U Member () Vice-Chairman
. 25.1.2016 23130106
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