Office Notes, Ottice Meplorlmdu of Corom,
Appeurance, Tribunal’y orders or
directions and Registrar’s arders
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Date : 02.09.2016. -

0.A.No.567 of 2016

P.B. Dandekar ... Applicant,

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents,
1. Heard Shri R.S. Kavle, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O: Shri K.B.. Bhise for the Respondents
states as follows :-

(a) Learned P.O. has received the affidavit duly
affirmed by Respondents No.2and 3.

(b) Upon perusal of the affidavit it is found that
the stand taken by Respondents No.2 and 3
contradicts each other.

(¢} Itis necessary to bring the contradictions to
the notice of both the Departments and .
taken appropriate plea.

{d} Therefore, he wants to write a letter to the
Respondents No.2 to 4 and request ta come
up with a duly resolved plea.

(e) Four weeks time is reduired for this
exercise.
3. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to lea rmed P.O..

Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the

Responde‘nts‘
4, Inview of the request of learned P.0., adjourned to
21.10.2016. )\
Sd/-
(A.H._Jbs'ﬂ]f) -
Chairman

prk
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(G.Q.R.) J 2260 (&) (6U,000—-2-2015) 15ple MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAJ B
Original Application No. - e of 20 ' " DistrICT
‘ . A pplicant/s
(Advocate .........., e
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfICer. ..o erd)
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ) Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registraxr’s orders
- @A N6T0f 2016
Shri N.S. Parbhane ‘ .Applicant
Vs. _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Miss S.P. Manehekar, learned Advoeate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. '

2. 1d. PO states that some more time is required for

filing affidavit in reply.

3. Miss Manchekar, Ld. Advocate apolog1zes for
failure to collect and serve notice on the respondents

She prays that date be extended upto 26.10.2016.

4. - If notices are not collected within 10 days from
today, the OA shall stand dismissed and stay shall stand

vacated without further reference to the Tribunal.

: N o 5 S.0.1026.102016. o
DATE:_ 219 |Q’O__L6 ' a 9\

CORAM : ) . sd/-
Hon'ble Justice S‘n 1A, :{ Joshi (Chairman ) ) : . .
Hm?.? . NPT VIEUS - A : (AL Joshi, J.}VQ
¢ ' ' ' Chairman

| APEBARANCL: ' 2.9.2016
°1¢i{!;§{n M & S ? MQ ﬂf«hamr : (ng) ‘
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1Spl- MAT-F2 E.

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (60,000-—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS’l’RATIVI*] TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No:~ of 20 : S DISTRICT
e Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE 1 veevereeeormsnsssssisenssosssirssgrssassmsss s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
. (Presenting OfflCer. ... oov i )

Office Notes, Office Memurunda of Coram,
Appedrance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

- €A No250F 2015 in A No558 0 2043 —

Tribunal’ s orders

Shri S.T. Marakwad ..Applicant
Vs. ‘ : ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard ShI'l M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief

. Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri _Lonkar, Ld. Advocate states that the
applicant has reccived information from the respondents
that within. two months time entire order will be

compli¢d with.

3. In view of this information givén by the Ld.

Advoca'te for the applicant, hearing Is adjourned to

, 8‘11.20'_16. : 9\
' Sd/- %

pare 2|aP0l6 I T i 1Y
CORAM : b _ ‘ Chairman
 Hoa'ble Justice Siri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) : o | 2.9.2016

Hontde B b6 Hamesimmse iember) A (sei) -
APPEARANJ" ‘

Shn!S?x/ M D LOV)KM"

Advecate fur s Appiicn _n‘

Shri /Sﬁt ...... N LRk ajﬂ\moh\k .

CPrG/ [f@ tor the Rz..suu

< rn]‘%lc

Ady. To
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Sph- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No: e of 20 DISTR-IC’I‘ S
.. Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE 1vtrecireare o oessr e )]
versies
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Kespondentls
{Presenting OFfCET coeereeacrveeaenns TP SUUUP PP PPPFRTS PRI )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corain,
Appeunrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's arders
R directions and Registrar’s orders
— A N7 of 2016 T
Shri R.R. Bhosale .Applicant
Vs, o
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents
| Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned" Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.
2. Shri Jagdale, Ld. Advocate states that he would
like to amend and substitute para 7.8 and prays for two
weeks time,
3. Time granted.
4. $.0.10 14.9.2016. 3\
Sd/-
=%, JostT
Chairman
_ 2.9.2016
pate:_ 2|9 looys . (sgi)
CORAM : v
Honble Justice 3‘1 A, E‘ Joshi (Chairman)
APP.DA_ NTE
&.hnf.b?( s e
Sdvoe s el
I ( \Y
Ad). Tounr. [1’51%\6 .......... -
[PTO
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) {Spl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No." -~ s of 20 ' Districr
B Appli;:ant/s
{AAVOCALE et )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfiCer. ... 3
QOffice Notes, foi;ze Memorunda of Cornm,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or ' Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ' ’
e QA NO:B45 0f 2016
Shri §.8. Dalvi CApplicant
Vs. . '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
- Officer for the Respondents.

2. To be listed with OA N0.870 of 2016 on

12792016, )\

Sd/-
(AH. Joshi, )~ Y
Chairman

: ) : 2.9.2016
DATE : Q‘!ﬁ!’?/ﬂ \b o (sgi) .
CORAM : ' ) .
Hon’ble Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman)
H(m_b;g,s;m-m—kﬁmesh*ﬂmﬂf‘(’m mber) A
APPEARANCH :
AT EA

— M. D Lonax
Advocate for fie Applizent

Shri /8. KB 2N
O PO, forthe Respondent/s

e
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TR1BU NAL

|Spl- MAT-F2 E.

Original Application No. ST of 20 DisTRICT
. Applicant/s
(Advocate e es)
Versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCeT. ..ot e }
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or " Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ' ‘
QAT NO938 0f 2015
Shri P.R. Jagdale & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

. DATE: ‘4 ) \ $0l6 .
GORAM;

Hos’ble Justice Sivi A

Hen et f 0 e ok

APPEAR

ShawSHL

Advosai Tl L Lolizest

e
o7 i, L FA
)“/F“‘ (o

11 Joshi (Chairman)

Jo1my

.................................

AL T cevmesesene

None for the Applicants. Heard Smt. Archana
B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states that most probably because of the
strike of the Government servants no one from the
Government has come to give instructions.

Sd/-
“TA H. Joshi, JQ -

Chairman

3. SO to 14.10.2016.

2.9.2016

(sg))
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(G.G.P.) J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2-2015} [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE WAMSHTM ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicatiofiNf); ST opa0 CU 7 Dsmer '
A Applicant/s
(Advocate, .......... [ SRR PPN fereeperte e rene e )
. versus“
hThe State of Maharasht}a and others
..... Respondent/s
(PresennngOfﬁcer ............... ................ Veevrsrenies ) ‘
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coramny, - ]
Appeurunce, Tribunal’s orders or ' : Tribunal’'s orders
du‘ectiuns and Registrar's orders. ]
Date ; 02.09.2016.
C |
0.A.N0.764 of 2016
C.S. Kamble - ... Applicant..
| Versus '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri P.D. Purway, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. 5. Suryawanshi, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. in view that Applicant has failed to serve the
[}
Respondents with natice of the Tribunal, returnable date is

extended to 05.10.2016.

3. Adjourned to 05.10.2016. )\
; Sd/-
DATE ; 0""5’) ‘Wul | ~ L
CORAM ; ' - ‘ (A.H. Joshi, J.K\
How'ble Justice Shif A, E.Jo- ar(Chalrmzm) W Chairman

ber) A

srrd L0 B, ?uij
Advos \.fl:; L',la,‘
o s M. 5&\’%"”\3“‘@“

/ P.O. for the Respondent "

,Ad). To, 0‘%‘ 0 }0’0 %
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Offtice Notes, Office Memorunda of Coram,

Appearanee, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's avders

’I‘vlbungl’é orders

DATE ; E-M |ao16_ —

CGORAM :
Hog’ blc mct e ShuA H. Joshi (Chairman)

APPEA] ARANIE

%E":/\Jyf M D UV\K‘& e
snlr:mn;/t’s‘ prJ O"D d\}

;,P‘O /P.O. for the nguﬂdun

e n Mofls outorlinge
e p%UnwD bt

&

the Applicant and Shri AJ.

Date : 02.09.2016.

M.A.No.3h4_of 2016 in 0.A.N0.225 of 2012 (Aurangabad)

E.M. Kongalwad Apblicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondenté.
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

hougule, the learned

presenting Officer for the Respondents.
[

2. This is an application for transfer of O.A. from

Auréngabéd Bench to Principal Seat at Mumbai. O.A. is of

. the year 2012.

3. In view that the Division Bench is not avaiia’ble at

M.A.T. Aurangabad Bench, O.A. can be transferred to

, Princip‘al Seat at Mumbai.

4, Hence, in view of the foregoing following order is
passed :-

(a) - 0.A.N0.225/2012 is transferred to Principal
Seat at Mumbai for hearing and disposal
according to law. '

(b) Applicant should apply. and collect the
’ original papers hy hand delivery and to
deposit the same within 15 days.-

(c) Applicaht shall serve intimation of transfer.
* in the office of C.P.O. and all Respondents.

(d) Furnish additional sets and paper book to.
the Respondents. '

(e) " No notice of transfer would be issued to the
Applicant.

[}

5. M.A. is accordingly allowed. %

Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi,@

Chairman

prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. T o 20 f T DistricT
: L Appiicant/s
(ADVOCATE 1overrer i epreviresersesee coramerseareonsarenes)
versusy
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer...... perreee ey pevaree Febrrerkreraitra b ebstre e vares rened

Office Notes, Office Memorandua of Corpym,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or ' Tribunal’ s’ orders
directions und Registrur’s orders

Date : 02.09.2016.

C.A.No.71 of 2016 in 0.A.No.1067 of 2015

Dr. A.K. Chikhale _ ... Applicant.
versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1 Heard Shri A. lain, the learned Advocate for. the

Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri A. lain for the Applicant

’ states as follows :-
o . . . .
{a) Learned Advocate would like to issue

personal notices to the Contemnors and
after giving them reasonable time file fresh
application for action for contempt will be
filed.

{b) He therefore prays for liberty to withdraw
‘this application with liberty to sought fresh
Contempt Application.

ﬁ\ \')/O\Q : _ : ; . ,
ATE: Tﬂ) ‘ “-w 3. In view of the foregoing, the present CA is
s oo - disposed of with liberty file afresh.
Hon’biz It wi A, H. Joshi (Chairmen) ‘ ' ,
Hon'ble fh i Raweshlanmer (Member) A
APPEAA CE - ' \ . Sd/-
St . Jan s (ﬁi.;osh.’,’].)”q
: : ' ' Chairman
- advocate for the Applic

S'1r1/'3;(ﬁ' N +\Cs Q&APUTOV)‘I'}_ prk

LR EN, for the nespondém/s

o CA A"‘PM a

.................. AN

Q)

S S S i



Admin
Text Box
        Sd/-


|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C,P.) J 2260 (A) (BO, 000-—2 2015)

IN THE MAHABASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo. """ of 20 ? " Digirier o
' : T Applicant/s
(Advocate ..., . pereeenerreriets . ........ )
versus
. The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................ e eerereeepaaaea s s beveeren prrene ees)
. (Mtice Notes, Oftice Memoranda ot Coram, . i
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribun_al's orders
directlons and Remitrars orderﬂ ; '
: ‘ ‘
| Date: 02.09.2016.
T | 0.A.No.373 of 2016
1 S.B. Pawar _ .. Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. . Heard Shri R.S. Kavle, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Smt, K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri R.S. Kavle for the Applicant

apologizes for failure to collect Tribunal’s notice.
3. Returnable date is extended to 24.10.2016.
4. 5.0.t024.10.2016. &

Sd/-

“{A.H. Jo's'hi,m
Chairman

o

DATE ; _9/!9\%16 7 I prk
CORAM ; ‘ .
Hon’ble Justice Shri A, H Joshi {Chairman) '

)

ber) A
APPLAAAT\’”:
Shn/;{ -y (qYJ e
Advoca : i

Ad;"lﬂQ\.'Lil! o‘l 20\ 6
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{Spl- MAT-F2 E.

(G.C.B,) J 2260 (A) 150,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Applipatioan." e of 20 . I D;s'if_a_;_éw _
. ..... Applicant/s
(Advocate.‘.,_,,...,....,..,,.,..,.,,_..',...,..,,,..,....,,.,.‘,...,.....)
versus
The State of Maharagshtré. and others
‘‘‘‘‘ Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.,........ ST ROTTOU e RTINS |

(itice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuranve, Tribunal’s orders or ’ Tribunal's orders
directions -and Registrar's orders

| pate,: 02.09.2016.

C.A.No.68 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.845 of 2015

P.S. Thorat ; ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1, Heard Shri V.5. Deokar, the learned Advocate for

‘the Applicant and Smt. KS. Gaikwad, the learned

4

Presenting Officer for the Réspondehts.

2.+ Learned Advocate Shri V.5, Deokar for the Applicant
states as follows -

(a) - Learned Advocate would like to issue
personal notices to the Contemnors and
after giving them reasonable time file fresh
application for action for contempt will be

 filed. '

(b) He therefore prays for liberty to withdraw
' this application with liberty to sought fresh
Contempt Application.

DATE : %Pf)}(),o‘g_ Y ’ 3. In view of the foregoing, the present CA. is
CORA i o ' :
CORAM : ! . disposed of with liberty file afresh. ,
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmae) v , ) = “
Homm%&&meﬁk&m‘fmﬂber)A
. ‘ Sd/-
_,AP_P_E“"(%}E}.E_ (D ' m {y)\—vv .
—7 ~. <. DeoKar : ‘ =f. Joshi, 4. ‘
sty 1o ¥a | Chairman
Advocats for hs Appicant ' prk :

yifi St K'SGF‘:‘-K‘AQA.
/(;4-\.«:37 £.0. for ihe {;esponds:m‘ 3
Ady. To G A 0\ ‘;? GLQ
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (B0, 000—2-2015) . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
‘QriginalApplication Nojo -y of 20 ' S DASTRICT
- ..... Applicant/s
(Adquate erreariraaes fereirenanseran T rerraraneie IRTIT |
‘ versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(PresentingOf‘ﬁcer..‘.,..v...............7,.., ........... ..... prreerarsnen rerees)
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corpm, ]
- Appearance, Tribunal's orders or : Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s ‘orders
Date™ 02.09.2016..
0.A.No.103 of 2016
M.S. Pawar ... Applicant.
‘Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondénts,
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

]

the Applicant and smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the |éarne_d

| Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the
Respondents states as follows :-

{a) Reply is ready and copy is already served on
- the learned Advocate Shri M.D. Lonkar.

(p)  The same would be filed within one week
- from today. ' ' '

3, $.0.1008.11.2016.

. | _ Sd/-
e oloe - | S
GORAM : ! ] : Chairman -
How’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi {Chairman) prk - : :
Hmm%mﬁkﬂmmber)A
APPEARANCE :

Sarisifh N D Lon¥er,

© Advocate for the Applicant

S Simi a Kad.
}‘,P.’G (2.0, for ike K\CJp ondent/s

Ady. To. 8\“-‘ LAl | _ |

Vo -
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(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (B0, 000--2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Origir;alApplicatiGn’NO.‘ Pat ¥ of 20 © 7 Dmstgier
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCRL .ovyionenrpns oot RSN
o ¥
vevrsus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(PresentingOf_ﬁcei' ..... ey e perrenataet s Ry be i R )
* Qffice Notes, Office Memorands of Cov_am,
Appeurance, ‘Lribunal’s oyders or . . Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orders ‘
Date : 02.09.2016. S
0.A.No0.846 of 2016
S.P. Patki . ... Applicant.
Versus
| The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard .Shri A. Jain,'\the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presen.ting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri A, Jain for the Applicant

states as follows :-

- \ In view of the subsequent developments, he has

" “instructions to withdraw this application.

3. in wiew of the foregoing O.A. is disposed as
withdrawn. : 3\
= | Sd/-
DATE : OQ/’ 9‘%15 - . (A.H. Joshi, 1
CORAM : ‘ Chairman

Hon'ble Justice SlmA H Joshi (Chairman) prk
Y 5ok N )A "

APFEARAN CE :

Shrifgefl. - P:- ila'm

Advaoeate fur ,ucaut

}&h;léy{ ...... K. .............. B l\‘sﬁ
/ PO, for the Respondent's
Ady. Towmm OA: dishosed. A2
' WA SR IO



Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-


{G.C,P,) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) (Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE WMRASHTM ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
OrigmalApphcatipan:“ Catop 20 7 Districr o
‘ o e Applice;.nt/s
(Advocate TSI PR ORI P PTP PRSI TR I eerinees)
‘ '
. persug
The State of Maharashtra and others
...... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfiCer. . e S,
Oftwe Nutes Othce Memoranda of Corany, -
‘Appearance, Fribunal’s urders or - : , Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders ’
Date : 02.09.2016.
0.A.No.880 of 2016
‘ ‘.
M.M. Surve - ‘ ... Applicant.
| Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

for the Appllcant ‘and Smt Archana BK., the learned

Presenting Offlcer for the Respondents

2. Learned Advocate Ms. S.P. Manchekar prays for

leave to amend:
1}

3. Leave as prayed for is granted. Amendment be

carried out forthwith.

4, In view that Applicant has falled to serve ‘the
| Respondents notices of the Tribunal, fresh notice be issued

| to aII‘the Respondents. To come up on board on due date

-

e on 26.09.2016.

%\o:na‘m\;)'cwj.eop an PYL— : \ ’ Sd/-
Han'tle Coud dt 21 2516 al o (A.H. Joshi, Q
. ‘ ) Chairman
: % ¥2°T prk : ' :
2916}
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Office Notes, Oftice Memorunda of Corpm,
Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or Treibunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s ordeys )

Date : 02.09.2016.

, 0.A.No.363 of 2016 to 0.A.No0.377 of 2016
T.T. Bankar {0.A.363/2016)
E.W. Bagul (O.A.364/2016)
M.R. Davne (0.A.365/2016)
P.P. Kolabkar (0.A.366/2016)
J.R. Gawde (0.A.367/2016)

" _A.D. Bilaye {0.A.368/2016)
P.R. Jadhav (0.A.369/2016)
S.P. Pednekar (0.A.370/2016)
Y.K. Tandel (0.A.371/2016)
A.P. Kalav {Q.A.372/2016)
V.P. Argekar (0.A.373/201€)
P.S. Rane (0.A.374/2016)
P.M. Dhotre (0.A.375/2016)

R.R. Nagvekar (0.A.376/2016) - ... Applicants,
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.. ....Respondents.
.1.. ' Heard Shri R.S. Kavle, the learned Advocate for the |

Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respdndents. |

2. Learned Advocate Shri R.S. Kavle for the Applicant

apologizes for failure to collect Tribunal’s notice.

3. ' Returnable date is extended to 24.10.2016. -
4. 5.0. to 24.10.2016. ‘ )\
DATE:_° b |01 6 | ) Sd/- -
coRAM: - (AH. Joshi, 1. |
Hon bk Jumce Shri A. fL. Josht(Chaunm) N Chairman
H Wi R 11 r)A o] . 7
APPEA?\M\L,b ;
- Kov\@,
Advocaie for the prcaﬁt J
Shf /Sl [ ﬁqle .
por o Ta Y u for e ;\»byuﬂdentils |
ohlolaed | .,

Ady. To
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GCPO 2200 (A) (L0000 --2-2018) [spl- MAT-F.2 B,
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL
: MUMBAI
Original Application No. ) of 20 Dsruier
..... Applicant/s

Advocate e e )

Hersus
The State of Maharashtra and othors
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Offteer...o...ooooie \L)

Otfice Notes, Otfice Memorandu of Corumn,
Appawrunce, Pribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
divections and Registrar's vrders
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.870 OF 2016

Shri Sudhir S. Dalvi ' ..Applicant
Versus
* The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents

Shri M.D. Lonkar — Advocate for the Applicant.

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit — Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 2" September, 2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri

N.K. Rajpurchit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O. was called to state as to what are the papers are received by
him. '
3. Learned C.P.O. states that the file in which the applicant’s suspension was

processed is received.

4. Perusal of the file reveals that the text of the note contains the version that .
the applicant had failed to join duty on transferred post and has engaged himself

in making applications repeatedly.

"5, The file which is produced by the Ld. PO reveals that various
representations submitted by the applicant to the Director General of Police were
not attended to and examined by‘ the officer who had initiated the note for
transfer, though it contains an acknowledgement of such representations. This

acknowledgment is evident from the language employed in the note suggesting

s
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that at one hand applicant has failed to report on the place of posting and had

engaged himself in making applications/representations repeatedly.

6. The applicant has furnished copies of three representations dated
18.02.2016 (at page 43 and 45), 31.03.2016 (at page 46) and 28.06.2016 (at page
47). Itis seen from these representations that the applicant has requested, by
incorporating grounds and reasons, that his transfer / posting to Nagpur may be

cancelled.

-

7. It is seen from the file submitted by the learned C.P.O. in which note was '
put up, thereby proposing suspension was approved by the Additional Director
General of Police (Administration), Mumbai. The papers contained in the file do
not show that representations submitted by the applicant were accompanied to
the note. Due to absence of the representations submitted by applicant in the file,

the competent authority had no occasion to consider those.

8. It is also seen that after passing the suspension order and before filing of
this OA, the applicant has furnished another representation dated 16.8.2016 which
is at Exhibit 'K’ page 62 of the paper book. Even this representation may not have .
been brought to the notice of the Respondent the competent authority, the

Additional Director General of Police (Administration).

9. Learned C.P.O. was asked to furnish the name of the concerned officer i.e.

Additional Director General of Police (Administration).

10.  Learned C.P.O. has furnished the following name :-

Dr. Pradnya Saravade, Additional Director General of Police
(Administration), Maharashtra State, Mumbai.
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11.  Dr. Pradnya Saravade, Additional Director General of Police
(Administ'ration), Maharashtra State, Mumbai is directed as follows :-

(a) To peruse all representations submitted by the applicant.

{b) Enquire as to reasons due to which representations furnished by the
applicant were not put up along with the note proposing the
suspension.

(c) Examine as to whether there existed any legal bar against
consideration of representations.

(d) To peruse the OA in full and annexures thereto and ascertain from
record as to whether applicant was selected for transfer at Nagpur
basing the decision on the belief/foundation that applicant is due for
retirement on 29.2.2024.

12.  Dr. Pradnya Saravade, Additional Director General of Police (Administration)

shall then file affidavit on following points :-

(a) Whether now she has perused the representation referred to in the
office note dated 1.8.2016 and all other representations submitted
by the applicant.

(b} State as to whether she or competent authority would like to
reconsider the decision to suspend the applicant after re-
examination of the matter.

13.  If the impugned orders are withdrawn/modified etc. filing of affidavit shall

not be necessary.

14.  §.0.to 27.09.2016.

15. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Learned C.P.O. is directed to

\

communicate this order to the respondents. /

mfémszﬁm'
Chairman
2.9.2016

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.
D:\JAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\9 September 2016\0A.870.16.1.9.2016-55Dalvi-§0.27.9.16.doc
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