IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NOS.681 TO 686, 691, 692, 694, 701,

702 and 703 OF 2017
(Subject : Transfer)

DISTRICT: THANE

(1) V.A.Kose (0.A.N0.681/2017)
(2) N.M. Gandhi (0.A.N0.682/2017)
(3) D.S.Sid (0.A.N0.683/2017)
(4) N.P.Supe (0.A.N0.684/2017)
(5) Dr.R.M.Tirpude (0.A.N0.685/2017)
(6) D.M. Bhamray (0.A.N0.686/2017)
(7) V.E.Thomas (0.A.N0.691/2017)
(8) H.M. Ahale (0.A.N0.692/2017)
(9) L.G.Rathod (0.A.N0.694/2017)
(10) A.R.Rathod (0.A.N0.701/2017)
(11) K.G.Gore (0.A.N0.702/2017)
(12) R.M.Raut (0.A.N0.703/2017)
.. Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Mr. M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate holding for Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants.

Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 02.11.2017
ORDER
1. Heard Mr. M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate holding for Ms. S.P. Manchekar,

the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Present group of Original Applications was heard and reserved for orders.

\
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3. However, certain usual things were noticed and therefore the Original

Applications were listed for re-hearing.

4, Certain things have transpired during rehearing. Those are as noted

hereinafter :-

(a)

Crucial aspect involved in the case is as to whether :-

Special reasons and exceptional circumstances have been
recorded in the office file in the process of proposing,
approving etc. of the impugned transfer.

(b) First affidavit-in-reply was filed by the State on 17.07.2017 copy
whereof is at page 82 onwards.

(c) Crucial averment contained in the O.A. in paragraph 7(d) is replied
by the State through paragraph No.20 of first reply. The said
paragraph 20 of first affidavit is quoted as below :-

“20. With reference to para 7(d) of the Original Application, | say
that, the contents in this para are misleading and hence
denied. As the applicant has completed more than 16 years
of service on various posts in Mumbai and Thane, he is
transferred by following due procedure laid down under
section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of the Transfer Act, 2005. The
competent authority i.e. Minister Food and Drugs
Administration and the Chief Minister has accorded the
sanction to the transfer of applicant.”

(Quoted from affidavit beginning at page 82
from the text appearing at page 90)
4, After the hearing was completed on previous date second affidavit of the

State was filed. Said second affidavit is at page 104 onwards.

5. The averments contained in paragraph 7(d) of O.A. have again been replied

through paragraph 23 at page 104. Relevant reply i.e. paragraph 23 is seen at page

110 of paper book of O.A..

6. Paragraph 23 aforesaid is ad verbatim reproduction of paragraph 20 which is

quoted in foregoing paragraph No.3 above.



7. Crucial fact of the matter namely, “whether recording of special reasons and

exceptional circumstances is done”, is a matter to be shown by the Respondents.

8. Compliance of showing the existence of reasons is to be done by referring to
relevant averments. The office note or documents evidencing recording of special
reasons or the exceptional circumstances prepared by Food and Drugs
Administration Department, text of such note should ought to have been shown by

annexing to very first affidavit at Page 82 onwards, which has not been done.

9. If such record exists it could be shown by quoting or shown incorporating
the text thereof in the affidavit of the State, and alternatively by annexing a copy
thereof. Any such exercise is not evidenced from first affidavit which is at page 82
onwards and in particular from paragraph 20 quoted in paragraph 3. Annexures to
first affidavit do not disclose any office note suggesting that those reasons/ grounds

were put forward.

10. Incorporation of averments in the affidavit ought to have done, if those
were to be in existence, in order to avoid the blame or grievance of tampering or
inserting the reasons in the record. Drafting the affidavit with vague averments and
tendering the record at later point of time would always admit room for criticisms

and adverse inference.

11. In the background that first affidavit as well as second affidavit does not
contain the narration of text of ‘special reasons and exceptional circumstances’, at
the last moment, i.e. practically when hearing was almost completed on last date of
hearing, the learned P.O. has tried to incidentally mentioned and relied upon

Exhibit R-1, page no.117.

12. Failure of the officer to withhold the documents, Exhibit R-1, Page 117 from
this document while filing first affidavit and till last moment of hearing, prima facie,
it does not appear to be an innocent omission, bare neglect or lack of competence
on the part of the Deputy Secretary who has drafted as well has affirmed first

affidavit and the Secretary who may have approved those.



13. Moreover, the skeptic reference to the documents at Exhibit R-1 at page 117
in second affidavit is also avoided in skillfully manner by failing to describe or
narrate it. This fact of omission to refer and rely upon page 117 aforesaid first
affidavit as well as in second affidavit and avoidance to refer and describe it ought
to be brought to the notice of the Hon’ble the Minister concerned who seems to be
the author and initiator of impugned Transferred order in supersession of the

Transfers proposed by Civil Services Board.

14.  The Hon’ble the Minister ought to know that the approach and attitude of
the bureaucratic machinery, which prima facie, appears to tend to accord a tacit
consent to applicant’s claim, seems to be aimed to help the applicants and let it
appear to outsiders or officers/ executives placed at higher pedestal in the
Government to believe that the O.A. was vigorously opposed yet the interference in
Government’s decision was done by the Tribunal, in fact, by keeping the Tribunal
as well as the Hon’ble the Minister in dark, as to the circumstances which have led

to passing of impugned transfer order.

15. Therefore it prima facie, appears, due to this attitude of officers who have
approved and signed the affidavit have planned to let the interest of the

Government suffer the consequences, as fait accompli.

16. Therefore, the learned P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit was called to state as to
whether the notice be issued to the Advocate General for undertaking the exercise

or task of bringing the foregoing observations to the notice of Hon’ble the Minister.

17. At this stage, Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned P.O. for the Respondents
states that he would bring the facts noted by this Tribunal to the notice the Hon’ble
the Minister concerned and come with a proper stance as regards the manner in

which the affidavits are filed, and he prays for time till next 14.11.2017 .
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18. Hence, hearing is adjourned to 14.11.2017

19 Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed

to communicate this order to the Respondents. 9\
Sd/-
<~ (A.H. Joshi,J)
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. ~ ™ """ of 20 - S Disrkier
o ..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ....coooiiiiiiiniiinniiiin s [OPPPN [EPTROOTRI )
versus
The State of Maharashtra a‘nd others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.......iv it ...)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders )
Date: 02.11.2017.
‘ 0.A.N0.922 of 2017
K.D. Sukase ) ....Applicant.
Versus ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate for-the

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

for the Respondents.

2. Returnéble date for fresh notice is extended to
22.11.2017.
3. Smt. K.$: Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
DATE ; Q‘\ ,“‘,u\ 2 : Respondents on instructions states as follows :- '
CORAM : ‘ _ ‘ v _
) . . a) Applicant’s representation is under consideration
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) (a) App P
Hom St Rumrestrkumar-GriemberyA (b) Untll decision thereon applicant would be retained
APFEARANCE : ‘ ’ at h|s present posting and shall not be relieved.

_ ‘ (c) Three week’s time for taking decision may be

sheifiat 1 Vo b SR YN Gx 2

- granted.
Advocats for the Applicant | . .
St 1 Kb GAIKNES 3, 5.0.t02211.2017.
L0/ PO. for the Respondent/s . s

| | | | Sdl-
Ady. To ”-7/\“1\,7'9",7' , _ _ &= (AH. Joshil.)

Chairman

[(PTO.
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2
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders 0O.A.No0.952 of 2017
- Smt. R.V. Adhav (Waghmare) -.Applicant
Vs. ‘ ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. - ..Respondents

DATE : ’14 \\\ﬂel ')__

L()RAM
How’ble Justice ShriA. H Joshi (Chairman)

rioxwmm&m@ A

“;PP::.J).RAI\LL
Ahri/ St Y YI«) Y ‘{ L

Advocats Tor the Anpiicant .
Sori \W}\rb

P Ou & [rv r‘csp(v“ el’lt/a

;fa? 4 . B
/%

o, FLUALE, Aals... a#;; |

Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for applicant states on instructions

" from the applicant, who is present that applicant has

preferred an appeal against the order of suspension and
further states that if Divisional Commissioner, Pune can
decide the appeal expeditiously applicant would pursue

it and would withdraw present OA.

3. Divisional Commissioner is expected to decide

the appeal expeditiously and preferably within one

month particularly in the background that in view of the
judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court in Ajay Kumar
Choudhary Vs. Union of India through its Secretary &
Anr. (2015) 2 SCC (L&S) 455 (2015) 7 SCC 291,

suspension cannot be contihued beyond three months.

4. Hence, this OA is dispoSed, ?\

Sd/-

“(A.H. Joshi, J{} ~
_rChairman
2.11.2017

(sgi)
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M.AHR-A/CA NO.
I'N

Original Application No,

of 20 .

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEEI NO.

Othca Notes, thius Memovanda of Oaram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
direetions and Regiatvar's ordoes

Tribunai’s oprders

pate:___2\1 \\%?,L

CORAM ¢
Hen' bk }\lx ice uthA H. Joshi {Chairman)

the Appumm . \
ﬁ ¥, \Qﬂg?\&wmé
ﬁf.'.}’,a} ," 7 03, for the Reuponidendk

Ady. To. :}A\L\ Cfontenes
5\':()"0 C&( qr\l HQNA,&:
\s ”\l\a\dw’ Ar U f0-

v sreseeIRE

~

g

Date : 02.11.2017.

0.A.N0.503 of 2017

S.P. Arabatti & Ors. ...Applicants..
Versus » ‘

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents.

1. Heard Shri' G. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate for the

Applicants and Sh‘_ri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Presenting -
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shn N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Presentmg Officer for
the Respondents states as follows :-

(a) Affidavit duly drafted by Land Department, affirmed
by Secretary is received today.

(b) Four weeks time is required for examining each and
every sentence and statement contained in the
affidavit received from the Government.

3. Time as prayed is granted.
4 5.0.t030.11.2017.
5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

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

Respondents. | - \
< /—

— _
(A.H. Joshi JW
Chairman

_prk



Office Notes, Offiece Memoranda ot Coram,
Appeur ance, Tribunul’s or d( rs or
direc tluns and chrstrul s mdus

" Tribunal’s orders

DATS: Q/\\\\\:F"
g‘gmy..:
Hwn’'hle Shei

ble § &-R—M%Hie(q;m bet) I

APY"s"‘\NCE ®
Smm,___é S Jd &J/xctucm_

Advoente for the Applicant N
S B R WSS
- CPO1P.0. for the Respondens

cie. e ot
Ehd | #.

Date : 02.11.2017.

0.A.N0.234 of 2017
Smt. Sangita A. Barase & 30 Ors. ...Applicants.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri S.S. Jadhavar, learned Advocate
for the applicants and Shri K.B: Bhise, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Applicants seek leave to amend the O.A.
Leave granted. - Amendment to be carried out
forthwith.

3. Issue notice before admission returnable on
30.11.2017. ' '

4. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal
at this stage and separate notice for final dlsposal
shall not be 1ssued

5. Applicants are authorized and directed to
serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with
complete paper book of O.A.. Respondents are put to
notice that the case would be taken up for final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

6. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule
11 of the Maharashtra . Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

7. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance

‘and notice.

8. . In case notice is not collected within- three

v .days or service report on affidavit 1s not filed 3 days

before returnable date, Orlglnal Application shall
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and
papers be consigned to record s

9. S.0. t0 30.11.2017

Sd/-

(B. P. PATIL)
MEMBER (J)
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GO J 22008) (50,000 -2-2005)

18pl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVF TRIBUNAL

M.A/R.A/C.A. No.
IN

Original Application No.

MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Noten,‘()fﬁce Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's ordors

Tribunzl’ s orders

DATS : Q.\\\J\"‘f*

CORAM : v

——Viee~Chatrman)—
Ren"He Shii i Membet) I
AT ;A,_/L‘ii._é e Fatil |

et e S :D\Aake E..({.\.SR)[QM—
Ackmenc Py zheﬁqspliam ‘
Shri /Bt Ko @L\lﬁ.%m
_C.Jleﬂ”b for the Respondents .

a0 B 08 c&isposeé}
of rZa

Date : 02.11.2017.

0.A.No.972 of 2017

Shri V. D. Suryawanshi ...Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri S. Dhakephalkar, learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant wants to
withdraw the "'O.A. with liberty to approach the
competent author1ty Leave granted

3. Original = Application is disposed of as '
withdrawn with liberty to the applicant to approach
the competent authority. ,

-4, Steno-copy is allowed.’

Sd/-

(B. P. PATIL)
MEMBER (J)

vsm
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(3.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - DistrICT . .
: | T Applicantfs
(AAVOCALE . ...ovrerirererinsyiernerrriererinearerenn rereerres o)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer......c.vviprerne i TR el

Ot'fide Notes, Oftice Memaranda of Caram,
Appeusranoe, Tribunal’s orders gr
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

lhtezozn')nw, »

bArs: 2—\\\\\?"

Core

{ Vu,c Chunrm..n)

Ben’ble Shri embet) I
CB“' S

APPEARANCE

e Bl Qe inclicoren doHan
Advoeste fbr the Applicant
$hi SBmt o 120 (2. @\ S S .
PO P0. theRESpon Yo, 2.,
DS e~ s - ‘

e S0 o 23\ T

7

‘Shri M. A. Damale

0.A.No.645 of 2017

..Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...

.Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant. Shri K.B. Bhise, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondent -No.2 and Shri
S.D. Shinde, learned Advocate for the Respondent
No.1.

2. Applicant seeks time to arnend the Original
Application. Leave granted to amend the O.A.

3. S.0.1023.11.2017 for reply.

Sd/-

(B. P. PATIL)
MEMBER (J)

vsm
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (60, 000—-—2 2015)

I8pl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI .
Original Application No. = of 20 " Districr
T Applicant/s
(AAVOLALE (o s eess)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer......i. v ovieimrinrerersronnnes et tee et inyaerees verves)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Caram, :
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders '
Date : 02.11.2017.
0.A.No.749 of 2017 -
Smt. T.P. Thikekar * ...Applicant.

DATS : Q—»\U\\q\
Vieon Chos
Hwu'ble Shri R-B-MALK (Membet) ]

APPEARANCE :

Advoeate fbe the Appticant \L"
Shii /St bl P\QJ@M —

C.PO+POfot the Respondents™)

i oA ,%Q&MM
s. 0 +o =olll{\7
%

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .;..Respondents.

1.  Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondeénts.

2. Pleading are complete. The  Original
Application is admitted and appointed for final
hearing on 30.11.2017. .

Sd/-
- (B. P. PATIL]
MEMBER (J)
vsm
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[

Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Coram,
“Appenrance, Tribunat’s orders or
directions und Registrar’s ovders

Tribunal’'s orders

DATH : Q_\H\lq——"
Vi Ct r'_ ’
Fwn’ble Shri-RB:-MALIK (Member) T
APPEARANCB(:B'P' an}“‘)
e BV (B concli e dladian]
Advoente fdr the Applicant '
Shit LBt R B\f\;- =
—E-POTTO. for the Respondems

, S o %30“1’-!?'

—Adi o

Date : 02.11.2017. -

0.A.No.1005 of 2017

Shri P.B. Dhanawade ....Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned P.O. for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
30.11.2017.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal
at this stage and separate notice for final disposal
shall not be issued.

4.  Applicants are authorized and directed to

serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date of

hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with
complete paper book of O.A.. Respondents are put to
notice that the case would be taken up for final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

S. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule

11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice.

7. In case notice is not collected within three
days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days
before returnable date, Original Application shall
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and
papers be consigned to record

8. S.0.t0 30.11.2017

Sd/-

(B. B, PATHEE
MEMBER (J)

vsm
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATY ‘:L\\\\\"‘:?_'—‘
CORAN

>

: . (]!-" Pa A i
Bon’ble Shri R B MALIK (Meinbet) I
Arrgarance P - Dkl
aretrowe B B Pean ay
Advooste ot the Applieant | |
St St BL\)S e
—LPOFPO, for the Respondems Y20 - | 22— .
Neone Rexn _ Bsivate amAmlS
A T s D :501\\ \F-

.

T

* Smt, U.D. Kshatriya

- 6.

0.A.No0.835 of 2017
....Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A. A. Purav, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shrii K.B. Bhise, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents 1 & 2. None
for Private Respondents.

2. Issue notice before édmission returnable on
30.11.2017. ‘
3.  Tribunal may take the case for final disposal .

at this stage and separate notice for final disposal
shall not be issued. .

4, Applicants are authorized and directed to
serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with

" complete paper book of O.A.. Respondents are put to

notice that the case would be taken up for final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule
11 .of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

The service may. be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice.

7. In case notice is not collected within three
days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days
before returnable date, Original Application shall
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and
papers be consigned to record )

8. ,s.o.to3o.11.2017

)

Sd/-

-

(B. P. PATIL)
. MEMBER (J)
vsm
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Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or

directions and Registrar’s ordeéss

Tribunal’s orders

DAT®: 2\\\\\ 4

coRAN;:

. (Viee Cheirman)
Bwu’ble IhriR-B-MALIK (Membet) T

e Randicayaduie

L PLE S P T &
__CPOTPO. for the Respondems

o ol

4

VT, S e

.

6.

Date : 02.11.2017.
0.A.No.1012 of 2017
Shri P.V. Metkar .'...Applicant.

Versus

‘The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respbndents.

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule,
the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission refurnable on
30.11.2017.

3. Tribunal may take thé case for final disposal
at this stage and separate notice for final disposal
shall not be issued.

4. Applicants are authorized and directed . to
serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with
complete paper book of O.A.. Respondents are put to
notice that the case would be taken up for final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

5.  This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule
11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice.

7. In case notice is not collected within three .
days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days

before returnable date, Original Application shall
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and

papers be consigned to record

8. S.0.t030.11.2017

Sd/-

/
(B. P. PATIL)
MEMBER (J)

vsm
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application N,Q; o . of 20. o | \D,IS’I‘RIC’I' |
‘ ' ' ' : Apphcant/s
(Advocate ....,. OO PPPTPTRPTORSTTORIY | l
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

e Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.......,.cioeieyrermrreesroresranerenns errepreeenia, erererin )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .

Ap‘peul‘unce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribuynal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

. Date : 02.11.2017.

0.A.N0.912 of 2017
Shri S.C. Bhosale ‘ ...Applicant.

N
CoRgx

»

~—(Vice ~Chairman)—
Bw’ble Sbn-l—B—M.AuK.
, C.B_B (Qj:ber) I —
Amﬂ'@%w

Advosste for the Applican
T o

Shrd S+ Pl
—CPOTFO. for the Respondents’

R e (‘7(”

(7
A

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard the Applicant in person and Shri A. J.
Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. :

2. . Applicant seeks time to amend the Original
Application: Leave granted to amend the O.A.

'3, S.0.to 17.11.2017.

Sd/-

(B. P. PATILY
MEMBER (J)
vsSim ’
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

I8

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT
L Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..o iieveiiiiceie e )
versus
The State 6f Maharashtra ahd others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.......ccooviiuiiiioiire it et eaee e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 02.11.2017.
0.A.No.839 of 2017
Shri S.C. Bhosale ...Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

Kﬂme for the Applicant R
i St SRME S
- CPBTPO. for the Respondems .
i 7

S0 4o |

—djTou

1. Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned
_Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K. B. Bhise,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply with the
respondents on the -ground that a copy of the order
has not been sent to the office of the respondents
within reasonable time.

3. on perusing the order dated 5.10.2017 passed
by this Tribunal, it reveals that the Hon’ble
Chairman has passed a detailed order directing the
respondent no.l to file his reply within four weeks.
In spite of directions given by the Hon’ble Chairman
' the respondent no.1 has not filed reply and seeking
adjournment  without - justifyolle tee  reason.
However, in the interest of justice last-chance is
granted to respondent no.l to file his affidavit-in-
reply subject to payment of cost of Rs.5000/-. The
cost has to be paid by the respondent no.1 out of his
own pocket. '

L 4. S.0.to0 17.11.2017.

Sd/-
(B. P_PATIL)

. MEMBER (J)
vsm
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