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LG 2260 {AY (50.000—2-2015}

IN THE MAHARASIH

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DigrrICT
..... Applicant/a
CAAVOCAEC o1vvieeeecnnieeeee s e it e ) ‘
Dersius
The State of Maharashtra and others
_____ Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfiCer.. o s

TRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

18pl- MAT-F-2 E.

)

Offiee Notes, Otfice Memornndn of Covam,
Appewmrunce, Tribunal’s avders or

dircctions and Registrac's orders

03.10.2016

Shri B.M Nile

DATE : 3\\6\\ A

CORAM : 1
Hon ‘ble Shri, RAHV AGARWAL
_ (\{fcs -~ Chairman)
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aeaveresenes
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The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .

advocate for th

Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.
Original  Application was heard on

N,

Tribunal's orders

e ——

0.A No 819/2016

... Applicant

Vs.
.. Respondents

Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, learned

e applicant and Ms Neelima

11.8.2016. Almost two months have lapsed no

affidavit in reply is filed in such a simple matter.

At the request of learned P.O, three weeks’ time 1s

granted to file affidavit in reply.

If, no reply is filed on the next date, the

request for interim relief will be considered.

3.0 o 24.10.2016. Hawdat |

Sd/- j

(Rajiv Agatyval)
Vice-Chairman

Akn
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(e 3 2260 (AY 150,000 —2-2018) {Spl.- MAT.F-2 T

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT IVE TRIBUNAL

Oyeieinal Anplication No. of 20 DHSTRICT
T Applicant/s
N ITIO= 1 UUNURPRRSRRTR TSR T L )
persus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Prosenting OFFICaT. o )
Nfice Notes, Office Memorandin of Coram,
Apponeance, Pribunal’s orders oy . Fribunal's nrders
directions and Wegistrur's orders '
03.10.2016
| 0O.A No 796/2016
Dr S.G Badhe S ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

Heard Shri S.S Dere, learned advocate for
the applicant and Ms Savita Suryavanshi,

1 Jearned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
In this Original Application the Applicant is
challenging adverse entries given to her by an
officer who wrote her ACR three months after
retirement in violation of provisiens in G.R dated
\ \ g 1.11.2011. Learned Advocate Shri Dere stated
DATE: 31\0 \ that the said G.R was never communicated to the
CORAM : . Applicant and it was directly sent to the parent
Hon'his Shii. BATTY AGARWAL department which is Enforcement Directorate in
(357 - Thairman) Government of India. This. again is deliberately
Pttt ‘ done to prejudice the case of the Applicant for

APPTATSS

APPTA T promotion. He, therefore, prayed that the matter
T Dene may be heard at an early date.
Advoca for ths Applicant | 7 . Learned P.O sought three weeks’ time to
~Sho S 0K ; SGLU‘MQ@ file affidavit in reply. However, it is made clear
__C.ROAIO. for the Respondents that considering the nature of the O.A, no further

‘ time will be granted and if no reply is filed on the
Lo O 29//0 hé next date, the matter in any casc will be heard
finally.

3.0 to 24.10.2016. Hamdast.

Sd/- j

(Raj{v' Agafyal)
Vice-Chairman

Akn.

(PT.O
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(DT 2260 (A (50.000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI .
Opieinal Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
AT TS et ree e eressee e e e )
Ve rsLS
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presonting BT e sensseae et s miea e e )
Orfice Notes, Office Memornnda of Coram,
Appearaney, Pribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
dircetions and Registrar’s orders
03.10.2016
0O.A No 705/2016
Shri M.B Sonawane ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

DATE : J’?\ \Q\ \6

Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

By order dated 1.9.2016, this Tribunal has
directed in para 4 that the specific steps which
were required to be taken by the Respondents. 1t
was expected that a decision whether to confirm
the Applicant on completion of her probation
period will be decided during this period. It
appears that no such decision has been taken. If
no decision was taken, the Respondents were
required to file affidavit in reply before the next
date. However, no affidavit is forthcoming.

Fon'kls Shri. RAHV AGARWAL
(Vire - Chatrman)
(o= bl Shei BB MALIK {3f=amhet)

P o
Aeonms Tot fe AppHicant

&Lis-e_

CRTTFR N e taniisioaveay

L PO ferthe Respondents

< .o O {8,!0|16.

HCUMA)CL@‘L :
ek

On instructions from Kumar Katyarmal,
Asst. Desk Officer, Medical Education & Drugs
Dept, learned P.O states that Government will
take decision in this matter within a period of two
weeks. Very reluctantly, as a last chance this
period is granted. If the order confirming that
the Applicant has successfully completed her
probation period 1s not passed before the next
date, affidavit in reply should be filed on the next
date.

This order, should not be construed as any
. . N e
direction to esed £i¢ Patticular manner.

3.0 to 18.10.2016. Hamdast.

Sd/-

‘(Redjiv Agaxwal)
Vice-Chairman

£
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LGP 2260 (A) (RD000--2-2015) |Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASUTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Anolication No. af 20 DistrICT
i e Applicant/s
AR OEITC oeeee e oot s eeraar b a s e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(P recert N OFFICOT i e )
(fies Notes, Office Memaranda of Corum,
Apperrunce. Pribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registenr's orders
03.10.2016
0O.A No 885/2016
Shri D.B Patil ... Applicant

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

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Shri N.K
Rajpurchit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 18.102016.

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

BATE : '5%‘ \ 0\\ A 4. Applicant _is_authorized and directed to serve
C(‘MMt ‘ on Respondent intimation/notice of date of hearing
e ‘ : duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete
Borchie Shri RAJIV ATARWAL paper book of O.A. Respondent is put to notice that
AN the case would be taken up for final disposal at the

stage of admission hearing.
o 1., 5. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule
ShnWAu"(% . 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
Adrmeste Gt U Applican ' (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions 'such as

YT TR Y

Shti,@mh’:‘....N.‘. {(4: p 3 ?maho‘f‘ limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.
C.P.O HPO7TGr the Responddats

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
- ‘ speed post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained
—Adi-For O *C_j‘ { g ( {0 , |(3)] and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the
‘ r— Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file

ﬁ}'{ affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. 5.0 18.10.2016.

Sd/- j

- (Rajiv Agaryyal)
Vice-Chairman
Akn [(PFO.
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GO 2260 (AY 150,000-—2-2015 18pl.- MATY2 E. |
m THF MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUW[PAI
Oyeiginal Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
CANVOCREE v SRR )
verseas
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presonting O LCOT s aee et eeree v e e es e et eeiae e ses e a et )

Offien Notes, Office Melaoranda of Coram,
|

Appenrance, Pribunals orders or

directinns and Registrar's orders

DATE : 5\)0\\ 6

Cm’»‘.&?.é.;
B e G, RAIIV AGARWAL
Vice - Qhairman)
Hop bl BT A LI Olapber)—
APPEAR.

Qi St T, {3‘.\\ E}Cﬁ-b\cﬁmamcﬂmlém

......

Ad- roate 1or e Appliceat |

__BhrSrat, MW..B
/r‘/Pm foriie Respondents

,_44»—'&-—0'% &LQ&MMM
S e (B10116

2

Tribunal's orders

03.10.2016

O.A No'763/2016

Shri A.L Nikam
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors

.. Applicant

.. Respondents

Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Ms Archana B.K,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Shri Bandiwadekar

states that he has already filed affidavit in

Learned Advocate

rejoinder to which no affidavit in sur-rejoinder is

filed till date.

If the Réspondents want to file any sur-
rejoinder, the same should be filed vefore the

next date.

O.A is admitted. Place for final hearing on

13.10.2016.

Sd/-
(Rejiv Adarwal)

Vice-Chairman

Akh
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CCP T 2860 (A) 150.000 —2-2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 T.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 . DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
T RO ST L ST NP TIPS PP PP P )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
R Respondent/s
(P Teenting OIFI0OY . et ee e reais e )
Oftiee Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appedrunve, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's oriders
directions and Registrar's orders
0.A No 923/2015
Shri S.V Pol ... Applicant
T Vs

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for the applicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This application for speaking to the
minutes was filed by the learned advocate for the

Applicant.
Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar states that
DATE - ,%lm\ \ & he does not want to press for speaking to the
— = minutes.
CORAM ;

Hon'bie Shri. RANIV AGARWAL
i

Chzirman) o

Application stands disposed of as not
pressed.

Shordde-fapi R T M Ay T

APDEAR
PRAT AN
—

Advesate Kor e Ayplica . ' (Rajit Agarwil)
T P Gcous2eo ) Vice-Chairman.

..... T T LT TTIYTTT S LY

__CPOTED. fer the Respondonts | Akn
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ILCLPO T 2260 TA)Y (50.000—-2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Oyriginal Application No. ot 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
A RIS S 7 s ST ORI UTRPPPTPRPP PR ).
persus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer..........ooo. T U SO OTON )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Apvuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders '
03.10.2016
0.A No 966/2016
Shri 8.V Pol ... Applicant
' Vs.

CORAM.

Hou'ble Shri, RANY AGARWAL
{Yicn - <hatrman)

4 k3 anmd
DR ARSI FIAC Y &

{2 DUPRCLITTRELY TR . S » VL . B £
HepertetreR = by

Advoerte for J¥2 Arplicant

Shri LSt M2
C.P.OL PO for the Respondent

glilie

@

;.':F SO+O

5.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission made returnable

on 7.11.2016.

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

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

~ 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. Applicant is directed to file
affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. S.07.11.2016.

Sd/-

(Rajiv Aganwal)
Vice-Chairman

Akn |PTC
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.469 OF 2015
TO
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.471 OF 2015
(Subject : Transfer)

DISTRICT : PUNE
1) p.K. Khandale (0.A.N0.469/2015)
2) A.R. Ghume (O.A.N0.470/2015)

3) S.D. Mane (0.A.N0.471/2015) ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents

Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.

Smt. Archana B.K,, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE :03.10.2016.
ORDER

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Smt.

Archana B.K.,, the learned Presenting Officer for'the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for the Respondents has tendered affidavit-in-

reply in all the three Original Applications. Those are taken on record.

3, Heard for sometime.

4. During hearing it has transpired that these cases proceed in following
background and foundation :-
Applicants’ claim is that :-

(a) Theybelongto '¢’ group employee.

{b) The tenure of Group-C employee is of three years.

() Employees in Group-C category are entitled to retention at
location / office for two tenures.

(d) Applicants have not completed two tenures. Since applicants
transfer were ordered before completion of two tenures.
Mandatory requirement for transfer as prescribed in Section 3
of R.O.T. Act, 2005 have to be followed, however, those are not
complied with.




(e) Various provisions such as Sections 22(J)-3, 22(J)-4 and 22

(N)(e) have not been followed. ‘
4, The foundation on which present O.A. is opposed as seen in the affidavit-in-
reply of the Respondents, it is seen that Respondents are proceeding on the following

foundation :-

Section 22(N) of the Bombay Police Act, 1951 prescribes tenure of police
personnel but does not lay down / fixed tenure for other emplovyees than police
personnel. Therefore, impugned transfers are legal and proper.

5. On the contrary applicants’ averment seen in paragraph 6.9 of O.ANo.469
/2015 is that applicant would be governed by the R.O.T. Act, 2005. Relevant averment

is quoted below for ready reference -

“Therefore, under the aforesaid facts and circumstonces of the case, if no fix tenure s
mentioned in the ordinance dt. 16" Fep. 2015, under the Bombay Police Act, 1851 then
in that circumstances of the case, the transfer Act, is made applicable in the facts of this
case and the applicant is eligible for transfer under the Transfer Act 2005, as stated out
at A and B of the original application by the applicant herein the case.

(Quoted from page 7, sub-para of point 6.9 of paper book of 0.A.469/2015)

6. Averments referred to and quoted in foregoing paragraph is common and

concurrent to all three cases.

7. The affidavits filed today, does not contain reply to averment contained in
paragraph No.6.9, quoted in foregoing paragraph No.5. Learned P.O. states that two

weeks time may be granted to file short affidavit limited to the extent of unanswered

portion,
8. Time as prayed for is granted.
9. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.0. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

10.  S.0.to 19.10.2016. )\ -

‘ sk C e T
~AH, Joshu”qff‘
‘ Chairman

prk




(G.C.R) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ‘ |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.” =~ = ' " of 20 ‘ ' DisiriCT
' L Applicant/s
(AAVOCATE 1t iecre b ema e e e r e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFffiCer . v .ot eeiire st e e }
Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda of .Cul'u.m,
Appeurance, Tribunul’'s orders or Tribunal’s orders

directions und Registrar’s oyders M.A.270/16 in C.A42/15 in O.A.339/2012

- Commissioner of Police, Navi Mumbai ..Applicant

Vs.
Shri S.C. Bhosale .Respondent
DATE : 'bhoh { gy Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
m Officer for the Applicant-original Respondent and Shri
Hom'ble Justioo $. i A. H. Joshi (Chaitepan)
Heabie-Shri-M-& emoshicumaz: (Masber) A S.C. Bhosale-Respondent-original applicant in person.
;Shei/Smt. MW?O e, 2. Ld. PO states as follows:
m%mM-Q@ﬂ | :
, Shri Smt. ;. S.C.Bhas - _ (a)  That written instructions are received trom
~C.£0/ PO. for the Respondent/s Aﬂ\ n PQ”I the department requesting to withdraw this
MA since the action as required, for which
_Ady. To. na l s aAljwed Ao he express leave. of this Tribunal was not

W[W\dmw 4, Af)f‘?af &#2 yequired, is already completed.

(b) This MA. has become infructuous and
requires to be withdrawn. '

3. MA is allowed to be withdrawn‘and‘ disposed off

as such.
4// ~
(AH. 'J’ogmrflT &
Chairman
3.10.2016
(sgj)

(P10,




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [$pl- MAD-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. S of 20 ‘ 7 DISTRICT
- ... Applicant/s
CAQVOUALE vvvrvrecneeniesr s s )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFBLCOT .. eereeereerrones eeireen e )
Oftice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corany,

Appuurance, Tribunals urders or Tribunal’ s orders

directions und Registrar's orders M.A.569/15 in C.A.142/14 in 0.A.27/2003
Ms. U P. Paradkar & Ors. .Applicants

. Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

None for the Applicants. Heard Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, learncd Presenting  Officer  for the

Respondents.

2. Ld. PO wants time to trace the brief.

3. S.0.to 5:10.2016. \

(A.H. Joshi,
Chairman
3.10.2016

) /h/
Ly ‘[M
- (sgj)

DATE : ’bLLal‘;g

CORAM :
Hew 0 riaitos Shri A. H Joski (Chairman)
it Mmbe.

ST -TH:

e
.....

A, o3 the Applicest
A

SD«:‘ I “sneean o w
C.t.. . for the Respowdesds:

Ad). To.........ﬁildll_ﬁ;______,.. -
ﬁl{/

1y
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- Office Notes, Office Memuranda of Coram,

Appueurance, Tribunal’s orders vr
directions and Regish‘ur’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate:__ A\1o\it s
GORAM.: '

S o i2siioe Shei A. . Josbd (Cheirman)

EWMM
5 the Applisant f()?ﬂ "*‘?ﬂ)

Ci.oola ronhcwvl
ﬁ}o\‘lﬁ-

e —

Date 03.10.2016

. B.A.No.2 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.956 of 2014 with
0.A.N0.957 of 2014 and 0.A.No.958 of 2014

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
... Applis. {Org. Respdts. )
Versus

5.T. Tiwari & Ors.

. ..Respdts. (Org. Applis.)

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants {Org. Respondents) and Smt.
-K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Resp‘on*ﬂents {Org. Applicants).

2. Heard for sometime.

"3, Affidavit of the Applicants is made by Shri.

Dharampal M. Barmase, Deputy Director, Greater Mumbai

Mitk Sctleme, Worli,

4. This affidavit contains positive statement that the
posts held by Shri T.V. Lotiya and Shri T.M. Shah does not

requiresany reporting in marathi etc..
1 . .

5. This statement is to be made on the basis of
documents. It would be necessary to put certain guestions

to this Officer, Shri D.M. Barmase.

6. Therefore, Shri D.M. Barmase, Deputy Director is

directed to remain present on the next date.

7. Learned P.Q. is directed to communicate thi}, order

and secure his present.
2. !teno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

9, $.0.to 05.10.2016.

Q

<ﬂ’/ w

.ot ‘ ‘ Chairman
prk




Office Notes, Office Me:{torundu of Corum,
Appesrance, ’l'rihuu_ul':i orders. or

directions and Registrur’s orders

DATE: 2\l &
CORAM :
Hon'bic Justige Shri A H. Joshi (Chatrman)

A

Ay g

% aApplioamt
Sho e . Doz aug il (<]
€17 fur the Re pondentis

;\‘; To. 5“ g}

-2

Tribunal's orders

C.A. No.85 of 2013 in O.A. No.788 of 2012

Shri R.T. Patil : . .Applicant
Vs.
" The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

None for the Applicant. Hgard- Shri D.B. Khaire,

Jearned Special Counse! for the Respondents.

2. Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Special Counsel for the

_respondents states that steps are being taken to file an

application for recalling / modification of order passed
by this Tribunal on 22.11.2012 by assigning proper

reasons.

3. Shri Khaire, Ld. Special Counsel has tendered for

perusal of this Tribunal a draft of the application.

4. Perusal thereof reveals that lot of exercise and

professional assistance for its finalisation is required.

5. Shri Khaire, Ld. Speciai Counsel states that
hearing be adjourned for enabling to move an application

as indicated and secure its circulation on the same date.

6. S.0.105.10.2016. ) N
(AH. Joshi, J@F

Chairman
3.10.2016

(sgj)




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN IS'J. RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 _ DisTRICT :
‘ [P Applicant/s
(AdVOCatE ..oocvvvinnrneninenninanns SUURO USY PRI SR )]
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
' (Presenting Officer......... B ARSI )
Otffice Notes, ~Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeuarance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrur's orders
O.A172/2016
.Shri D.S: Katke «. Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ....Respondents

Heard Shri Shrikant Patil holding for Shri M.B.
Kolpe, the learned Advocate for the Applicant, Shri A.J.
Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for Respondent
Nos.1 to 4, Mrs. D. Kamat-Bhobe, the learned Advocate for
Respondent No.5. None for Respondent No.6. Shri B.A,
.Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for Respondent No.7.

" ' Mrs. Kamat, the ‘learned Advocate for the
- Respondent No.5 makes a statement that the Affidavit-in-
A reply filed at the stage of the MA be treated as the one for

the OA. Her request is granted. Finally adjourned for
o ‘ Affidavit-in-reply of other Respondents to 17t October,
o 2016.

‘§.0Q. to 17t October, 2016.

v /,\ka
, sd- T A°
pate:  2hilis . | \ - _
R o i - (R.B. Malik)
Hortiene sy R Nabic (Mlg) ~ Member {J)
oo e o 03.10.2016

H“ﬂq"}rmmme.h;}ﬂ - (skw)
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Sisor Shavatk Yot Wiy e
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Shri (Sint: 2., P0G LN P
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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 DistriCT .
e Applicant/s
(AGVOCALE o.vevenririrarsere s )
“ versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Ofﬁcer ......

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of qéﬁd?"“ :
Appeurance, Tribanal’s ordﬁ‘ru (‘ix".‘: f.%ﬂ
directions and Registrar’s q}:;iel‘r N

Tribunal’' s orders

patE:__ B\l
APPEA; -NCE: g

Advocatc for the Appticent o
Shri /St ¢ A‘)‘ Q\OMLK‘[L‘
C.PO/ PO, for the Respondent/s
Agp. T 2ILLLE: -

Shri B.J. Chougule

0.A.963/2016

... Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. ' Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the

- learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 07.1 1.2016.

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

Applicant i§ 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.

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 four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. :

3.0. to 7t November, 2016.
- <
Sd/-
~{R.B. Malik)

Member {J)
03.10.2016

(skw)
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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 DIsTRICT i
‘ e C Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE e ivveceeeirrerieeenreseeesereaeesinssinnneseaneners)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer......c.ceeveennn et e ee et e e s s aanh e )
Oftice Notes, Ol't"ice Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s vrders or : Tribunal’s orders
direciions and Registrar’s orders
o
0.A.535/ 2016
Shri R.C. Barhe ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This OA can be disposed of by consent at this
stage itself.

The OA was made for an order of revocation of -
suspension of the Applicant. A communication from the
Deputy Director, Health Services, Nashik Divisipn. to the
Chief Presenting Officer is taken on record. der of
suspension has been revoked and the Applicant has been
reinstated, That being the state of affairs, the OA having

‘ worked itself out is disposed of only in view of the
- DAIE: 3\\0‘! L ' . communication above referred to, with no order as to

Q_R'_A_-Ll_: l ; ! L M‘?ley costs. 3 zjqf(;

Sd/- . \
AE7 .+ RANCE : o - 5 Mali o3
=R o b | _ (R.B. Malik])
Shri/Suet Landrelye . Member (J)
Advocste fir the Applicent 03.10.2016

- shri Smt. B Cm:;k,lt - (skw)
~C.PO/ PO. for the Respondent/s

Al To KL )e;sggéce\ X
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|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. of 20 : DisTRICT
e e P Applicant/s
CAGVOCALE 1ovirereeaeini i vin e errers s rasnbes s e sn b )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffICer. .. .o )
Office Notes, Office Memorands of Coram, ’ o :
Appeurance, FPribunuf’s orders or MLM 2
directions and Registrar’s orders . '
: Shri-AsR: Parab <. AppHcant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Heard. The OA is admitted. ‘It be placed before
the Bench for hearing on 27% October, 2016. It is made
clear that if Sur-rejoinder is filed on that day, it will be
taken on record but no adjournment will be given for the

same.
S.0. to 27t October, 2016.
e /
sd- 55 1o\
" (R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
' 03.10.2016
pate._ Pt - | G
go&ﬂ& : Y .
l ks b '%Y ﬂ‘b‘ A.L M")
Hoahle-Sari-M-Remeshkurmar-tidombor-A
APTEARANCE
;,hi-!':m" M D \MY
Advocate fﬁrmw

_Shri /Smt. 3 K. . La) 1\0&)“"1
C.rO/ PO mrthestpondenﬂl

Adm 1
Ady. To 7‘7\10' G-

#e
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) iSpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIQTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
" Original Application No. of 20 L DistrIiCT .
: T e Applicant/s
(Advocﬁte ................................. s et )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OfficeT.......ccorniimnininee: v e SNRUTRTORIINS |
~ Offico Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeunrance, Tribunal’s orders or - Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar’s orders C O.A.BSOI 2015
Shri S.N. Gosavi ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors.. ... Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Mrs. Kololgi, the learned P.O. is being instructed
by Shri S.A. Mahale, Sr. Administrative Officer.

o

I am{little disappointed to notc that despite my
order of 21t September, 2016, the matter relating to
prayer Clause (c) still has not been decided although this
is a matter relating to a physically handicapped Police
Personnel who is covered by the provisions of Disabilities
Act. The OA is admitted and is peremptorily, placed for
hearing on 10t October, 2016. )

S.0. to 10t October, 2016.

Sd/-
b{‘\o/‘\g
(R'B. Malik)
Member (J)

03.10.2016
(skw) '

i -ADAN hkled e
il e e Applicant :

L A
Oe U O the Respondent's

PP SN FARE ST S——

s

i

l % 3 ' {PTO.
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Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (59,000&2—2015) ‘

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMI]?\TISTRAT;IVE TRIBUNAL

_ MUMBAI -
Original Application No. - of 20 ' DISTRICT
- ' e e Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE ..ovrviaerrmmnirnsirese s et beriarraaenran )
Versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer. ...t w3
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cerun, .
" Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
di.r_ections und Registrur’s orders
O.A. 18872016
Shri M.J. Garad ‘ ... Applicant

Vs. : ‘
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

This OA is made by a Medical Officer seeking the
benefit of Assured Career Progression Scheme (ACP). Itis
y‘-ﬁf/case of the Applicant that this OA is fully covered by the
decision of this- Tribunal in OA 1180/2012 (Dr.
.Nawalsingh K. Chavan Vs. State of Maharashtra and 3
others, dated 13.9.2013) rendered by the Hon'ble Vice-
Chairman. A copy of which is at Exh. ‘A-5’ (Page 17 of
the Paper Book).

I have perused the record and proceedings and
heard Mr. P.S. Wadgaonkar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri A.J. ‘Chougule, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. A

A careful perusal of the averments in this OA and

. that in Dr. Nawalsingh Chavan (supra} would make it
clear that on parity of reasoning and similarly placed
person, this QA must be decided in line with the OA
: . 1180/2012 above referred to. This OA, is therefore,
allowed. The Applicant is held eligible for the benefit of
ACP Scheme from the date of completion of 12 years of
. service, if he is otherwise eligible in-line with the order in
%‘ \ : *  Dr. Nawalsingh Chavan (supra). The Respondents are
1ol L : : directed to place the case of the Applicant before the DPC,
if need be by calling a Special DPC and take an
appropriate decision within three months from today. No

order as to costs.
e SJ\\L/

Sd/- 4\75’

i)

N (R'B. Malik) ~
Shei g Tooee /-4, M"‘?MMQ , Member (J)
C.£0,/ P10 for the Respondent/s o 03.10.2016

(skw)

(P10
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

QOriginal Application No. DisTriCT
[ Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .oviecvies e ereinaeeaiasrimes e re i ea s e eriena e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........coovviidiinivnic Db )
Offtice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coruimn, -
“Appenrance, Tribunal's.orders oi Fribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.571/2014

patE: 3ol b

APPEA_}}__’\NCE :
" swufr{m.g.&nx.m.ﬁ..e'{' 0.

Aﬂvo(a-.c far the

Shﬂ,"‘ &WHQ—-
CPU/PU tmthekespondmt/ o

Ads. To \\\nhb-

P

Dr. S.D. Dhivare ... Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. . Respondents

Applicant and Advocate absent. Heard Shri A.J.
Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

[ssue notice returnable on 11.11.2016.

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

Applicant is 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. ‘

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the gquestions 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 ¢ompliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice.

S.0. to 11t November, 2016.

Lre)
- /
“(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
03.10.2016
(skw)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (54, 000~-2- 2015) . : - |Spt.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT[VE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 DisTRICT
’ P Applieant/s
(AAVOCALE (ovee v ieerae e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others }
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer......ccoviriiiirinr e s )
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
" Appeairance, Tribunal’s orders or’ Tribunal' s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.805/2013
Shri S.K. Nannaware ... Applicant
Vs.

" The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

L Applicant and Advocate absent. Heard Shri N.K.
ok Rajpurchit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. . '

Thé Applicant has been remaining absent over a
period of time and the OA is, therefore, set down for
hearing failing which for dismissal and the Applicant be
intimated the next date because the matter was initially
filed at Aurangabad.

S.0. to 11t November, 2016.

Sd/- 2)\/D\ S

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
| 03.10.2016
_;Aigt AN 7«_«_”” (skw) . -
Sheisszar, - mg._&l..ﬂk WF
Ad-\v I ::,!‘.‘}: \

Shri /St P\K...ﬁ.

Cro; 1’ : urmekes

afl be inimalad mw&ﬂr dole

Ady. Tow...d
/
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) o

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

ISpl- MAT-F-2 E,

MUMBAI
Original Application No. " of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applieant/s
(AAVOCALE ..eereeciriiiimiriineeninny ereseareerrrnn i ieens )
versus
The State vof Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..... TR E SO ST S UU VTV P PRSPt )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda ot Corum,
Appearunce, Tribunul's arders or
directions and Registrur’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

o Blelle . o
7 M sh moHetls oy
£ ot et A e A

yaal

Pt

ey .

A v e pphican \
Sy sl W ‘& \vﬁ‘hl)f-;r:.-uunu
VRS BRI S A8 ORAL TN Y

Adl lfn...“ \l]mwm

-~

‘Dr. Sunanda G. Rodge

0.A.137/2016

... Applicant
Vs. : ‘
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

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

Issue notice returnable on 11.11.2016,

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

Applicant is 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. '

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 four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice,

$.0. to 11th November, 2016.

-
v Sd- A\
-+ (RB. Malik)
Member (J)
: 03.10.2016
(slcw)
[RTO.
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(O.C.PY J 2260 (A} (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE. MAHARASHTRA ADMlNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

B MUMBAI
Original Application No. ' of 20 DISTRICT
' e e Applicént/s
(AAVOCALE <oeeeerreereiiainim s rersar s st s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s
(Presenting OFFLCEE . vvorreearseres B PP RII )
Office Notes, Ottice Memoranda of C‘urum,‘ ’
Appeuarunce, Tribuaul’s orders oi Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur's orders ‘ ‘ :
0.A.1547/2016
L
- Shri F.M.Y. Patel . ... Applicant

Vs. ‘
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

_ The Affidavits-in-rgply of Respondents 1 & 2 have
been filed. Last chancef ted for Affidavit-in-reply of
_ Respondent No.3 - State of Maharashtra. It is made clear

that if the Affidavit-in-reply is not filed, the Tribunal shall
. proceed on the basigthat the Respondent No.3 accepts the
averments in the"ﬁg‘daxgﬁwplr and appropriate step

will then be taken.

5.0.to 18t October, 2016.

ant
- Sd- Ao le
§ o (R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
03.10.2016
"l“ (skw)
DATE: ALY ~p
CORAM !

Hoa'ble Juasi gml%yl ﬂ\&w;ﬂm@

Advocae fur the Applicant .
ShrifSme . Bt Yl 44

C.rO/RO. tmmeae-pon&m

AdJ.TA ‘92\"0!1@
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|Spl.- MAT-E-2 E.

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINiél‘RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. - of 20 DisTrICT
‘ e Applicant/s ¥
(AAVOCALE vveiereerieereimsrmeesssiromss e s i)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer. ... reivnmmmnmm s SR e )

Otfice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Corum,
’ Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders oy
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.934/2016

‘Shri B.M. Doke & Ors. ... Applicants
Vs. ‘
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri BA. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Responderits.

Issue notice returnable on 19.10.2016.

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve an
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.

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. '

DATE : 3‘ Lok ~ . The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
GORAM : W 'R . m D ), post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
Hoo-Shr .' & g - produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

 Homirie-Sbe-M=K a Gdember) A within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
. - - compliance and notice. )
APPEARANCE .

_—— b $.0. to 19th October, 2016.
Shri/Smt, E?,&.W/ : ‘ &N\k{/

Advocale fur the Applicest ‘ | ; ' - Sq/ \ \0‘)}%
. - 2)‘ .

Shri7Sms, B sesevessarenss ‘ ©
C.PO/ PO, for the Res _ (R.B” Malik)

o : : : ' Member (J)
Ady Ton A LALLE: 03.10.2016

‘ ‘52&“, (skw)
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|Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) {50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.. - " of 20 ' ' ~ Districr .
' : T e Applicant/s
 (AAVOCALE e bereeiereareaaes eereaens )
versus
. The State of Maharashtra and others
‘ [ Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer .. ..ccovicniinnn e e )
_ QfﬁcerNotea, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, .
. Appesrance, fribunul’s orders or - . Tribunal’s orders
. directions and Registrar’s orders - 0.A.685/2016
: . Smt. H.B. Gawhane ... Applicant
. B : Vs. '

‘The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

‘ ‘Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate for
- the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, - the learned
Presenting Officer for the ReSpondents

The learned P.O, requests for further time to file
the Affidavit-in-reply @ected because the last chance
was already granted, I owever, made clear that whend™
the next datezhppears lor hearing before the appropriate
Bench, if Affidavit-in-reply is tendered, it will be taken on
record but no adJournment will .be given for the same.

‘ In tpefl?;t of circumstances, the OA is admitted
and be pladed before the appropriate Bench on 24%®
October, 2016.

S.0. to 24th October, 2016.

Sd/- m{s

~—

' <
pATE:_._ B\ (R.B. Malik)
LUIAM — ks Member (J)

renbictusine S T e B <C ) | 03.10.2016
dell"”i‘“i “ n ) o : (SkW) ' .
7_'9."L“\H\NCE

o ifSankc ....2.‘.\2::!:!'.._..___‘.,

Aulvocat: fgr th-A.pplicnt )
C.P.U_ /PO, for the Renppndent/s

Ady. To. 'L‘\\‘\o\\ 6
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015) ! iSpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
+

Oriéinal Application No. of 20 DISTRICT.

7 ' ‘ . .l Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .oovererserriraryenyes e denaeereesd e, BUTRN Y

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
.... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.........c...... et eeer et ege i e 3

Ou’ue Notee., ‘Office Memorﬂndu of Corum, S
Tribunal’s

. Appeurance, Pribunal’s orders or orders |
directions and R(.glbtrur’s orders - : . .
0.A.690/2016

: ' ‘ | .ShriJ.V, Bhadane ... Applicant

: Vs. _ .
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
This OA, in view of my order dated 22110‘ August,
2016 can be disposed of finally.

I have heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the .
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents who is

DATE . \-—-ﬂh-llh———

- GORAM being instructed by Shri B.S. Shinde, Desk Officer, P.W.D,
o'l Justice ShHA. &, losh!(Chhnn) Mantralaya, Mumbai .
S S ane Moiabat) A o
Hon'ble: Shri A h“m( : ) . It is made clear at the outset that even as this OA
Coreh '\N{‘ﬁ- o is being disposed of, liberty is reserved for the Applicant to
e NTweeRe C . P brmg in another OA on the same cause of actlon, if need

Nk e e avuash

ST :un\nﬁmm

Shl- hml '....& Q—m%

O/ RO, fog the Respinnledv
OGRS A);QgéJ o8-

Ady. Tow.

a plenty e

be, in so far as it relates to Prayer Clause (a) of the present
OA.

Prayer Clause (b) relates to the decisibn on
Applicant’s representations dated 4.4.2015 and 11.4.2015
within one month. By my order of 2224 August, 2016, I in

_fact granted time till today to take a decision on those two
- representations although one of them was more than one

year old. The learned P.O. submits that some more time
is necessary to complete the task and cites the excuse of
old record, etc. The excuses are bound to be there &t
issue is as to whether the kind of
seriousness that a judicial order deserves has been shown
or not. In my opinion, it is necessary to give a final time
limit and dispose of the OA, so that if need be further
harsher measures could be adopted against the
Respondents. This QA is disposed of with directions in
terms of Prayer Clause (b) reserving the liberty as
mentioned hereinabove. in relation te Prayer Clause (a) to
decide the representations above referred to within one
week from today and then communicate its outcome to the
Applicant within two working days thereafter. No order as
to costs. -

. ada=_
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

- 03.10.2016
(skw) '
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) |Spi- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. . of 20 - DISTRICT .
’ S Applicant/s
(Advo;:ate TP TP O S S S )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respendent/s

‘(Presenting Officer.......cocoveeeeee e UTTTUTR T TURUTIUURSES IR LS )

- Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, rribunal’s orders or Tyibunal’ s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders

0.A.962/2016

‘smt. M.P, Khadilkar ... Applicant
Vs. ' :
" The State of Mah. & ors. .- Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. ‘Bandiwadekar, - the learned
* Advocate for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue_notice returnable en 07.11.2016.

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

Applicant is 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 aré put to notice that the case would
g be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

hearing.

DATE : - 7 .

'—-—M' M‘ This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11

CORAM: vy .S Rib 4“ of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure}

HMW i A i ’2)  Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and

oR My JA ‘ " alternate remedy are kept open.

_:}.i.‘a"EAIlAHCEi . . ' The service may b€ done by hand delivery / spleed

i G.h. 2 ! W ! VA ' post [ courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

Sy St S produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

rvocets far the Applicaat oL with'n;. four wegks. t_}’&pplicamt is directed to file Affidavit of
st St B33 Orgudule . compliance and ROHEE |

. PO/ 0. for the Res [ S.0, to 7 November, 2016.

Sd- ).\4\\&

—
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
03.10.2016

s
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