versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Ofiﬁcer........_ ................................

s Respondent/s

v()ffice‘Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

nﬂm'ﬂe.;bli. RAJIVAGARWAL
- ~_ (Vice - Chairman)
-APPEARANCE: o
e -l
P e . B(/‘-?EB.%*
C.P.0 /4O for the Respondents

T2 .o - to [c(’/:’;//é

05.12.2016

- 0.A No 847, 848 & 869/2016

Shri S.B Mdrye & ors ... Applicants
Vs. S

v"I‘he State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate
for the applicants and Shri K.B Bhise, learned

| Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This Original Applications were last heard
on 28.11.2016 and last opportunity was granted
to the Respondents to file their affidavit in reply.
However, no affidavit in reply is forthcoming.
However, 1f on the next daté, if no affidavit is
ﬁled, it will be presumed that Respondents arel
not willing to file affidavit in reply and the matter
will be heard ﬁnally; This may also result in

imposition of costs.

S.0 to 19.12.2016.

Sd/-
‘(’Rajﬂv Aga(r’\valj

Vice-Chairman

[BTO.
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(G.C,P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015) ' lSpl MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVIJJ TRIBUN
MUMBAI
3 f 1 . i
Original ApplicationNo.”" ~ """ of 20 | DistRiCT S
] i e, s Applieant/s
(Advocate ................. e I e S ) : 1‘
i 1
versus ' -
The State of Maharashtra and others \
% ..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfiCET. . ..oidubeemserieissssian sty e ) \ »
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, }‘
Appearance, Tribunal’s, orders or 'I‘it‘ibv.malﬂL s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders l
: 1
05.12.2016
'0.A No. 96 /2016
Shri B.A Pun ... Applicant
VS 3 \
The State of Maharash’tra & Ors... Respondents

m.ﬂl_%.\_‘f_
CORAM :
Hon'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL

; (Vice - Chairman)
St e B \<],\.ca_;~LL
Advooete for the Agplicant

_Mmﬁ“ﬂ.%
——CPOFPO. for the

41

and

1 .
Heard Shri D. B Khaire, learned advocate
for the applicants and Ms Savita Suryavanshi,
learned Presenting Ofﬁéer for the Respondents.

It appears that dae Applicant retired in the
year 2011 and he is seeking financial benefits on
the basis' of recommendations .of 5t Pay
Commission. He ha§ alleged in the Original
Application' that there 'has been inaction on the
part of the Respondents for 15 years. This prlma
facie shows that there: is a delay of 15 years in

filing the Original App jcation.

Learned Advocate Shn Khaire states that
he will file Misc Apphdatmn seeking condonation
of delay. : !

Sd/-
{Raiv Agatival) -

j Vice-Chairman

SOt021201‘§\
|
|
|
|
|

" [BTO.
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Admin
Text Box
               Sd/-


IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION 1127 OF 2016
DISTRICT : THANE
Shri N.D Bhosale )...Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors )...Respondents

Shri Amol Joshi, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Ms Savita Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE ~:05.12.2016 '

ORDER

1. Heard Shri Amol Joshi, learned advocate for the
Applicant and Ms Savita Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

4 "The Applicant is challenging the order Hated
23.11.2016 transferring him from Traffic Branch to Police Head
Quarters, Thane, passed by the Joint Commissioner of Police,
Thane. Learned Advocate Shri Joshi stated that the order is prima
facie illegal as it has been issued by an‘:authority who is not
competent to issue such transfer orders. Under Section 22N of the
Maharashtra Police Act, only the Police Establishment Board at
Commissionerate level is the competent authority who can issue
orders of transfer of the Constabulary. The Applicant has not

completed his tenure in the Traffic Branch nor the order has been




2 0.A 1127/2016

issued in the month of April-May. It is, therefore, a mid-term
order. No reasons have been mentioned as to why the Applicant

has been transferred by such a mid-term order.

3. Considering all these fats, learned Advocate Shri Joshi
prayed that the interim relief of staying the aforesaid order may be

granted.

4. Learned Presenting Officer stated that there were
serious complaints against the Applicant which could have led to
law and order problem as he was in the habit of arguing and
disputing with vehicle drivers and without taking permission of the
seniors, he used to file FIRs against such persons. In view thereof
the Applicant has been transferred from Traffic Branch to Head
Quarters.
"

9. As per Section 22N of the Maharashtra Police Act{is
very clear that the Competent Authority to transfer members of
Constabulary is Police Establishment Board at Commissionerate
level. In the present case the ox:der has been issued with the
approval by the Joint Commissioner of Police and it has not been
approved by the Commissioner of Police, Thane. There is no

approval from the Police Establishment Board.

6. Without going into other aspect, there is a prima facie
evidence that the order has not been issued by the competent

authority under the law.

Vit The Applicant is therefore entitled to interim relief. The
order dated 23.11.2016 transferring the Applicant from Traffic
Branch to Police Head Quarters is hereby stayed. The Respondent



'3 0.A'1127/2016

no. 2 shall post the Applicant back in the Traffic Branch within a
period of 7 days from the date of this order.

8 Issue notice before admission made returnable on
2.1.2017.
9. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

stage and separate notice for final disposal need not be issued.

10. 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

final disposal at the stage of admission heari.r.lg.

11. 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.

12. 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.

13. 5.0 2.1.2017. Hamdast.

PRIl / e

( )0/ e _(
Rajiv Agarwal) '
Vice-Chairman
Place : Mumbai

Date : 05.12.2016

Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\1st Dec 2016\0.A 1127.16 Transfer order challenged,
SB. Int order 5.12.16.doc




(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50 000—2-2015)

(Spl.- MAT- P2 E
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
) o “ ; e i
Original Application No, of 20 - | DistricT
' ; T Applicant/s
(Advoeate ........... ciceenenens SRR T ) |
versus
‘The State of Maharashtra 'and others |
..... Respbndent/s
CHresPTItInE OTRORE. 11 5, i sert ines s I S B et vt maneet s i oS ) j
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunalls orders
directions and Registrar’s orders i
05.12.2016 |
0.A No 646/2016
Shri S.P Sable ! .. Applicant
. Vs. i '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri
advocate for the apphlbant and Shri K.B Bhise,

AJay Deshpande, learned

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Advocate Shri Deshpande files

affidavit in rejoinder.

[

. : ¥ Original  Application is admitted.
APPCARANCE : ’Deﬁ\ Ao 7 Respond'entj,s may file sPr-rejoinder‘,_if need be.
Shri | ]

Advowe for the Agplicant _ | Place for final hela‘.ring on 18.12017.
M&:‘-\ﬁ‘-—p‘ G\ . I :
3 '0" \L 1 V 3
Pﬂ . Sd/-
"5 = -kcs \3—€ | ‘ 4
i R (Raljiv Agafiwal) i

Vice-Chairman

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

|
|
|
| [Spl.- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVId TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI '
Original Application No;+ - ‘o« of 20 :D[S’I‘RICT ;
et 'Applicantfs
LAV OTBE 1 iren erosbinisnryia st kIR Shapigsn ersstpheronsissponsibes )
versus
|
The State of Maharashtia and others |
A ... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........coveiieeeisinnnnns TR P e AT R L ) |
Qfﬂce Nott;s, Office Memoranda of Coram, ‘
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders i }
05.12.2016 |
0.A No 1128/2016
Shri S.B Mahaclik .. Applicant

DATE: 51l>l\g

Hon'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL -
“ (Vice » Chaitman)
APPEARANCE :
ol i) "y

Advocate for the Agipticant \
ST, b AL L ORI
—-—(‘—.EOH’.O.formele;mns

g0 e lalizle

The State of Maha_rashtLa & Ors... Respondents
| :

3 H.Eafd Shri R.M Kolge,‘learned advocate for
the applicant and Ms Savita Suryavanshi,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

" | '

2  Issue notice lz‘wéforc- admission made
returnable on 19.12.2016.

3: Tribunal may take the case for final
disposal at this stagé 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 -
final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

S. This intimation 1/ notice is ordered under
Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the
questions such. as 11m1tat10n and alternate
remedy are kept open. ;

6. The service may 'b'e done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier }nd 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. 8.019.12.2016.
| | |
Sd/-

"(Rejiv Aghfwal)

Vice-Chairman [~70O.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No, * = " " of 20 : . |Dmstricr.

: [ Rt Applicant/s

[ 0 e R R R e T e, ‘

: ‘ I

versus ‘

The State of Maharashtra and others |
e Respondent/s

Tow

(Presenting Officer........c.coovrinivininiinannnn, PATE

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dlrectlons and Reg‘lstrar’s orders

Tribunall! s orders

DATE : LSl(‘J—l'.lé

THon’ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

APPEARANCE ; =
Shri/Sen-2 :E:zl(& |< acuﬁ Q.

mm&m&’ k&cb

___—-C—PG-HO fonhe Respondents

F\ = &“&EEC)

g bl

05.12.2016

|
O.A No 553/2016

Shri K.C Sharma f Applicant

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

Heard Shri D.B Khaire, learned advocate
for the applicant and Ms Neelima Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for tHe Respondents.

Learned Presentl‘ng Officer has placed on
record a copy of cheque paid to the Applicant as
his salary from May 2016 to 3¢ September, 2016
and the  receipt given by the Applicant
acknowledging of havin‘g received the same.

As the main gr1evance of the -Applicant
does not survive, th1s‘ Original Application has
more or less worked out‘ except that he requires
to be paid for the period for which he was on
compulsory waiting. = Respondents may pass
necessary orders and make payment to him for
the said period within two months from the date
of this order. :

Original Apphcatlon accordingly stands
disposed of with no order as to costs.

Sd/-

(Rafyv Agagwal) -
Vice-Chairman

[FZO;
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(G.C.P,) J 2260 (A) (50,000—~2-2015)

[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE‘ TRIBUNAL
\:‘ R
Original Application Ng. = "~ """ of 20 " | Districr ] »
' ‘ o e Apphcant/s
T RO o A e LI ) ‘
- |
versus |
. F
' The State of Maharashtra and others |
[ S Respondeht/s
8o 7T Y S T TR Lt .l o o ) i
pfﬁce Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal s orders
directions and Registrar's orders :
05.12.2016
\
0.A No 564/2016
. 9 {
Shri T.D Hirve , .. Applicant
Vs. \ : '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

CORAM ; ;
Hon’ble Shri. RANTV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman) -

MWQU%
Advocate for e Afiplicant

oW W Vb rrpype SRR

 Adi T S.a ko |

2|t
Yulsn Qiled &
i%th‘cWQQl d. \k) E;'é/i i

'

i
Heard Smt learned

Pl‘ﬁnam Mahajan,
advocate for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise,

_leamed Presenting Ofﬁli:er for the Respondcnts. ‘

! %, g Maba jar '
Learned Advocate Shk&ﬁghpadde files
\ _

affi 1dav1t in rejoinder. |
e g

Original Appliicatiorn © o is admitted.
Respondents may file s\-‘tir-rejoinder, if need be.

Place for final hearing on 18.12017.
|

| Sd/-
. (RajfvAgaryal)

Vice- Chalrman

[BTO. -
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versus

The Sﬁate of Maharashtra and others

"..... Respondent/s
(PreslTmp OITI0OT. . iniimcsn it on s nss swseoesionhsbrdonsisanbesasnanisstsbs )
_Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders oy Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.1129 & 1130/2016
Dr. M.D. Pawar & Anr., ... Applicants

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

\

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

learned Presenting Officer and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the

learned CPO for the Respondents.

The Applicants seek urgent relief to avoid a
possibility of what can be described as summary removal.
They came to be appointed initially in 1998 and 2004

. respectively as ad-hoc Medical Officers and ever since then

till date, they have been given extension by written orders
for 11 months on each occasion, The last such extension
was given on 8.11.2016 and 25.10.2016 respectively. [t
appears that these posts have been withdrawn from the
purview of MPSC and District Level Selection Committee
headed by the District Collector as Chairperson is to
conduct the interviews today: 'In these circumstances,
sensing peril to their continuation on account of they

‘having become age-barred having crossed 38 years of age

seek urgent relief. Mr. Bhise, the learned PO strongly
objects to grant of any relief and seeks time to file

Affidavit-in-reply and contends that till then, no interim

relief be granted. He invites reference to the Notification of
2nd February, 2009 and submits that if the Applicants
were not absorbed in- accordance therewith, then they
should have moved the Tribunal within the prescribed
period thereafter. ]

In my opinion, as far as the last mentioned
submission of the learned PO is concerned, the point still
remains that with whatever the Respondents might
contend, they went on giving extensions to the Applicants
and the issue of central importance would be as to
whether the benefit of several Judgments in the field
including Sachin Dawale Vs. State of Maharashtra and
2 others in Writ Petition No0.4872/2012, dated
14.3.2013. The learned PO interjects with permission to
submit that Sachin Dawale arose in the context of
Teachers in Polytéechnic or in any case Engineers while
here the matter will be governed by 2009 instrument
above referred to. In my opinion, however, the central
issue would- be the basic principles enunciated by the
Hon’ble -High Court which came to be upheld by the
Hon’ble Supreme Coum, and therefore, as of today, the

[RTO.




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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : ﬁ\"/‘) L. T

CORAM ; L
Hon'ble ) i b)

AF!’E&RANCE "
ShrifSane: T AN ﬁw\o\,\)w\.-,uw

Advecate for the Applicant . H’)
hn /St F\ K. ‘QF)V\"\

o A %?5-
Ady. To. j} x]\?:t Hamdsil

: Apphcants cannot be left entirely unprotected and the
" interim order for the present to hold till the next date will

have to be made. The Respondents are directed to let the
Applicants continue to function as they are doing at,the
moment till 9.1.2017.

Issue notice returnable on 09.02.2017.

Trlbuna] may ‘take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final d1sposa1 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 hmltatlon 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 notlce

S.0. to 9t January, 2017. The learned PO do

waive service. Hamdast.
-
Sd/-
K_\/ (R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
05.12.2016
(skw)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

0.A.No.614 of 2014
With
0.A. No0.938 of 2016

Shri D.E. Hirde
Shri V.V, Chavan & 3 Ors. ... Applicants

V/s.

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

Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the applicant in O.A. No.614/2014,
Smt Kranti Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the respondents 1 & 2,

Shri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.3 to 7.

Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the applicant in O:A. No.938/2016,

Smt Kranti Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondent Nos.1, 2, 3 & 5.

Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for the Respondent No.4 therein.

CORAM : RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN
R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)

DATE : 05.12.2016

PER . R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)

ORDER

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the applicant in O.A.
No.614/2014, Smt Kranti Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for‘ the respondents 1 & 2,
Shri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.3 to 7 therein. Shri
S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the applicant in OA No.938/2016, Smt Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondent Nos.1, 2, 3 & 5. Shri C.T.
Chandratre, learned Advocate for the Resﬁondent No.4 therein.

We have perused the record and proceedings and heard the submission at
bar. There was a hint in the order dated 9.10.2016 that both the Original
Applications may be heard together. Now, we direct that both of them shall be
heard together.




Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the parties above referred to
submits in response to a query from the bench that the said applicant does not
want to implead the candidates who according td the seniority list and as per the
submission of the Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate will stand superseded in
case 0.A.No0.614/2014 were succeed. We have recorded that statement but we
make it clear that this judicial forum has independent powers to order
impleadment in a deserving case for which there are legal principles that are
applicable. As of today, we would add nothing more of our own.

Further in the first O.A., the affidavit-in-reply of the State was filed in
February, 2015 then on 26.5.2016, a Government order came to be issued
regarding fixing of seniority of the original applicant in O.A. No.614 /2014, There
are contentions and counter contentions about the conduct of the said
respondents. We had directed the State to formally place that order in O.A,
No0.614/2014 as well as in O.A. N0.938/2016. Till date that direction has not been
complied with and the learned P.O. seeks a further short adjournment for filing the
affidavit-in-reply. We are not concerned with whether the State has filed any
affidavit or not because \;\re have already granted sufficient time for filing the reply.
Still further, Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate submits and for which we as of
today, make no observations or determination that in essence the Government
order just referred to would be contrary to the stand of the Government manifested
by the affidavit-in-reply filed by them in O.A. No.614/2014. We make it clear that
it would have been much better had the state filed afﬁdavit—in-reﬁly but even then
since the said Government order and pleadings will be before us, we will be in a
position to evaluate them.

Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate and Shri M.R. Patil, the learned
Advocate insist on interim relief. It appears that their object is that by an interim
order the promotions should not be affected and the seniority list should not be
disturbed as on 8.1.2014.

Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate opposes this application firstly
because accordingly to h:1m there is no plea in the affidavits of the clients of Shri
S.S. Dere and Shri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocates to give justifying reasons for
the grant of interim stay. Secondly, according to him the order above discussed of
26.5.2016, is a well reasoned one and there is no prima-facie material to grant any
stay thereto. He also points out that the said order itself is based on G.R. of
26.3.2004 and issued with the concurrence of Finance Department and G.A.D.

Therefore, there is no room for our intervention at this stage.




Learned P.O. opposes the grant of aﬁy stay relying upon the affidavit-in-
reply filed in February, 2015. The status-quo such as exists today, in our opinion
should be maintained till further orders and liberty is reserved for the client of Shri
C.T. Chandratre as well as learned P.O. to seek any alternation/modification or
vacation thereof. @~ We accordingly in these terms direct the parties to maintain the
status-quo. All concerned are acted on Steno-copy hereof. Hamdast. S.0. to
19.12.2016.

A TN L
-
Sd/- Sd/-
(RB. MALIK) (RAJIV AGARWAL)
MEMBER (J) VICE-CHAIRMAN
05.12.2016 05.12.2016
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CAAVOCALE .. conisemisanirisissiriosnansisin AL

: The State of Maharashtra and others

- (Presenting Officer..........ccocceviviviurueeriinnnnn,

Ap_plicﬁnt/s

versus

e, Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders’

Tribunal’s prdel's

- DATE : ‘S’i’ﬂtb
SR g Malyic ¢ M]9)

Hoa'bie
Hm—wﬁ—ﬁmwmrﬂ' o Shyt femborA
APPEARANCE : :

Shi/Smt. ; .Q\LMW} TL\G)\G.]C:Y)

Advonaie for the ApphcanQ

Shri /S, 1, K05 fakiod

C.LO/PO. for the Respondent/s

AdLTo 16112 261k -

‘till now, reply has not been filed. The OA proceeds

0.A.488/2016

Shri M.K. Bahaddarpure
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad holding for Smt.
K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the ;
Respondents. ;

This is a matter which was filed on 8.6.2016 and

withthout reply and is appointed for final hearing without
reply to 16t December, 2016

'S.0. to 16th December, 2016.

"
-

Sd/-

(RB. Malik) >/' 7| b
Member (J) ’

: 05.12.2016
(skw) :

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT[VE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 =l DistriCT
: ¢ B 8t S U RR ) S TN e Applicant/s
(Advocate ..... a1 N A Sk )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others.
e Respondent/s
(Presenting Ofﬁcer ....... R O e SR i e e, S 5
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of C;‘irum,
-Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or _ . " Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ;
. , 0.A.919/2016
Shri H.R. Jadhav ... Applicant
Vs. '

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

: Heard Shri S.N. Gawade, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Special
Counsel for the Respondents.:

Shri Gawade, the learned Advocate refers to some

’ orders made by the learned Additional Sessions Judge,
DATE : ‘5_\\9—'?\,6 s Thane dated 3.11.2016 which on his request is U/talned
CORAM : - on record and submits that because of that order; the
T modification whereof is under consideration of the learned

Hon'ble Justic H-TashiAG | Judge, the Rejoinder could not be prepared. Shri Lonkar,
HOMMMMM*)A ‘ the learned Special Counsel for the Respondents objects to
y : ' ‘ the grant of any adjournment. I have considered the rival
APPEARANCE : submissions. The OA stands adjourned for Rqomder
Shri/Sa (-5 'r“— QQNML 2l : finally to 2nd January, 2017,
Advocste for the Applicay ‘ , ! .
Shri /St -, 00,10 'j‘w " ,,,,EQELY'W - | Sd/- i
. for the R ' ' ! ; - 7 R . : ; 1A
sposcent's | (RBMalik) § -1 & 15
' tia "L - - Member (J S
Ady. To 0—1\117 ’?7?’ '“/W"*I‘/ _ | ' 05.12 20(1%

~

| e
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(G. CP) dJ 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - _ of 20 DistricT :
' ¢ e v T T S U e Applitant/s
(Advocate ........... ..... R 10 e il
i
- versus 2
The State of Maharashtra and others
" s Respondent/s
(Prosenting QfBeen...........c..isorsssiisemsis smion i SR 11 . B S )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda_of Coram, !
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders )
directions and Registrar’s orders : '
' 0.A.336/2016
Shri B.R. Rangari ' ... Applicant

DATE : S“\\L\\ L

it A wrskwtw,f
05’ hic J

Hon'hle Shri M. Ramesh}fumar(Mumbcr)A
, APPEH\ANCE ’
_Shet/Sint. ; K. Q\S\I\("J"“#

Advocate for thc-Apphcam. e e

St /ST, Jmmssienssesesssens
C. PU /20. for the Respondcnv’s

Ths w a Bvsiim Wenth metler .

Tn

M~y

Wherdy > gravdid to paude: |

ANcther Seb- o»(-‘ Gh~
D/@'—_II

-

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

Heard Shri B.A. ‘Bandiwadekar, the learned

‘Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents

: This is a D1v131on Bench matter. The Applicant is '
.permitted tq mention it before the Division Bench. leerty

is granted to provide another set of OA.

LW

Sd/-
(R.B. Malik) =/ "'~ !
“Member (J)
05.12.2016

(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. oy of 20 DistricT '
: ' : ... Applicant/s
CANOBBER boisir e oiormegaitinensesasaion’ h e ! T e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer....................... W cer st ol TR e M ).

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram;
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders oy
directions and Registrar’s ordeis

"~ Tribunal’s orders

0.A.40972016

Shri K.G. Sarang
1 Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

; .. Applicant

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. e 7

Shri Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant

informs that the Applicant does not want to file Rejoinder,

- The matter is admitted and’ is appointed for final hearing
to.19th January, 2017. '

Tribunal may take the case for final disf:)osal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not
be issued. : ;

. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly

DATE : ﬁM‘\ L

CORAM : Shi \ <
S | p S,
Hon’bic'hﬁﬁ%@hﬂﬂrﬁm b)

Honbie-Shsl M. Rameshkumsr-(Member) A
APFFARANCE : |
ShrifSts. M LR v

Adwvocate for the Applicant

C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s

Adj. To.. JTM 5Le[’7

authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book :
of O.A. : ; : 4 :

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

'8.0. to 19t January, 2017.

VW

Sd/-

“"rﬁ’(R.B. Malik)'
Member (J)
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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. Hgty “of 20 DisTrICT
' ¢ o A - WS S, (AR el gt abe ol Applicant/s
CARVOSREE .o roiints i FE L T e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... - Respondent/s
'(Preser'xt'_ingbOfﬁcer...‘-.........................'..’.....;...............Q ........... e

~ Office Notes, Office Memoranda 6f Corath, '
Appearance, Tribunal’s ordets oi"
~ directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

- APPEARANCE -

~...—-...—...,

StriSeet. TN, AQ with E\M’; pPVhape

Ad‘vow.:e fur the Applicant

S JAnam Mehaya vy v for|

the Respogdent/s V‘fd |.

%r. 0. thyse (o e i
Ads-To.. R0 LS .\.ﬂmmm

e

R.A. 29/2016 in 0.A.266/2016
- : : i
Shri R.K. Kunjir ... Applicant’
Vs, e _ ,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

* The Apphcant w1th Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Smt. Punam Mahajan, the

- learned Advocate for the Respondent No.1 and Shri K.B.

Bhise, the learned Presentmg Officer for the Respondents
2 & 3. -

‘Affidavits-in-reply are taken.on record. Mr. Khaire,
the learned Advocate submits that the Applicant wants to -
withdraw this RA.  On Applicant’s request, the RA is.
allowed to be withdrawn and as such disposed of with no

order as to costs.

v I
Sd/- &
T RBEK) S
: Member (J)

‘ - 05.12.2016
(skw) :
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(G.C.P)) J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2 2015) j i : © ISpl.- MAT: - 2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 : : DiSTRICT , :
i ' ' i g Appli¢ant/s
(Advocate S ST SR e, ] Fpbessriin ............. )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

e ey s e T e D R = e A R L i e " Respondent/s
(PreRonting OFFIORr. . .....0. . o mieivisioesiissiiisin bbb st o iarari )
" Office thes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ordéi's oy Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ‘ AR
0.A. 897/ 2016
Shn M. P Idekar ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri Mishra holding for Shri V.R. Bang, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. Gohad holding
for Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

. Rejoinder. is taken on record. Admit. Liberty to
mention granted.

: Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
' this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not
-+ W be issued. ‘

i ' 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.

DATE : “ﬁn{\c

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11

CORAM : : t
Hoa'bic J of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure}

: . Rules, '1988. The questions such as hmrtatxon and
Hon'ble Shri M. Ramcshkumar (Mcmber)A ~ alternate remedy are kept open.

*PEARAN A : i,
MPE—- ‘ The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
Shs JSﬁ: NLY\WQ W G’\Q\L"} %Y post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

oy produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
Adlvocatigot e icant £ within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
Shri/Smt. Th Q ﬁ?{.)N‘A V\G‘A\l"#. M compliance and notice.
C.P.O/PO. for the Res ondent/s ‘ ‘ -
smb.K 8. ﬁq,léw&-c‘ of </
Ady. To..... MU ' ‘ e e e B R W) S RS T P
ﬂ ) o " Member (J)
- ooy  05.12.2016
‘ (skw) A
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(GCP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) : [Spl.-- MAT-F-2" E.

IN 'I‘HE IVIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ot of 20 DisTrIcT
[ ] «.i. Appli¢ant/s
(AQVOCALE .......crireniaiinnsioniionanasess s S et e - 4 )
versus
‘The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

o ST T 00 T e TR S e Lk TR e e o ).

Oftfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions’ and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE ﬁ\LPlG

CORAM : 5‘ &
Hon’ble JusH :

l-ga;._h{»e-s-hﬂ-M—kmshtmmrtM?mbﬁH
: APPr ARANCE :

<SLE#Smt. . ?‘V\Gm Ma’»\"*qﬂ

‘Advoeate for the Applicant

Shst#Smt. 2w Tohe % ﬁc/hc'd‘. ieosess

C.PO/PO. for the Respondem/s

 Ad.To Aede. Hamdegts, -~ |

0.A.1062/2016

Shri C.C. Darade & Ofs.
- Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicants

. Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. ‘

~ There has been insistence on behalf of the
Applicants for grant of interim relief during the last few
hearings hereof. . Despite opportunity, the Affidavit-in-
reply has not been filed. " The learned PO in fact submits
that Parawise reply has not been given and nobody has
approached her..  Therefore, she prays for further
adjournment.. The said application is stoutly opposed by

" the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

If the reply is not filed, then it goes without saying
that by virtue of the doctrine of absence of traverse, at
least the interim relief will become difficult not to grant
and with this very clear observation, the OA stands

" adjourned reply arid consideration of interim relief to 13t

December, 2016.
S.0. 13th December, 2016. Hamdaét. ,- s
. b=
Sd/- Ak

(RB Malik) 2
Member (J)

, 05.12.2016
(skw) L |
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(G.C.P.) d 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ; 5 ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 . DistrICT , 7
: : e ' B S Applicant/s.
(Advocate ........ S ropest Sfenndy i ek P ey 42+ s
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... . Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............. i A S L e e Ly b S, I
Office Nutes; Ot;t'i(:e Memoranda of Coram,
+ Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or. : Tribunal’s orders
" directions and Registrar’s orders ;
0.A.1000/2016
ShriR.S. Patil .. Applicant
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:.

Shri Lonkar the learned Advocate for the Apphcant
informs that the Applicant does hot want to file Rejoinder.
Admit. Liberty to mention granted.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final dlsposal need not

be issued.
DATE : 3“‘2' : Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
CORAM : Q 1\,\ ]l( (M’J) Respondents. intimation / notice of date of hearing.duly
Hoa'ble I ~ authenticated by Reglstry, along with complete paper book
Hon’ble Shei EIF " E” l )’A : of O.A. ] .
APPEARANCE : 7 ) This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
M D. an : of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
‘-.}mlﬁmt _ - Rules, 1988. The questions such. as limitation and
: Advocate fur the App!:czmt altemate remedy are kept open.
"(5 QD\\\(\A) , The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
,CJQ@/PO for the Respondcnt/s post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
: ' - " produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
: ! - m Vi - within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
Ady. To Admrk: L"\Oq? ® U;b 7 compliance and notice. '

Dmm’ - o i - Sq/ -
i 52 ' e (R.B. f) . ‘\&a
: o ember (J)
05.12.2016

(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 Applicatio;d No. - of 20 B 3 DistricT
: ' ' B e m o e R e e Applicant/s
(AAVOCAES (i ssoiiobeihiaalst Ay . e
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
5 e Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................... s TN DR )
Office Noies, Ot‘t'icé Memoranda of Coram, .
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or - ' Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ;
0.A.999/2016
Shri R.S. Patil - ... Applicant

Vs, _ :
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad holding for Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Offlcer for the
Respondents

Shri Lonkar the learned Advocate for the Applicant
informs that the Applicant does not want to file Rejoinder.
Admit. Liberty to mention granted. ‘

DATE : sh'),h(, G C TR Tribunal rﬁay take the case for final disposal at,
ARAM - S -- : this stage and separate notice for final dxsposa] need not
CORAM : be issued.

Hon’ble Jyshi

MMMWW{M@HW ; " Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on

=K ' Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly

APP);ARANCE ; authenticated by Regtstry, along w1th complete paper book
l,J.ZQ . . of O.A.

ShrilSme .., ALK L" 5 i ‘

Advocate fur the Applicant ~ This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11

]Clg): & »F{ of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Shei/Sint. o2 ﬁ'ﬁ'“ g \'"g Rules, 1988. The questions such as limitation and

C.RO/P.O. for the Respondent/s - liertiate reme dy abe kept open,

MKk e, 0. R Renf

A d_] To gdmﬁ Ly he,ﬂ':{ "_O The service may be done by hand delivery / speed

i g i post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

m(ﬂ«ﬂ(m \> j’)’q : . produced along w1th affidavit of compliance in the Registry

: bl y : within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
ﬁ(/ comphance and notice. L

.p

Sd/-

“:/(B/B’Nfahkb ke
Member (J)

NS 1N NN1 &
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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
: i
Original Application No. 7 of 20 - g ; DistriCT :
' AR SR Applicant/s
ST e DR e et S gl |,y o )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e i Respondent/s
APreRpntBg THEBEr. ... o tetinn i i LS e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coriym,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ordérs or = - y : Ti‘ibmnal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders -
" 0.A.861/2016
Shri D.T. Karche ... Applicant

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

2 KRR &  Heard Smt, Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
ot . for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Smt. Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the .
Applicant makes ‘a statement that the Applicant does not -
want to file Rejoinder. Admit. Liberty to mention granted.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at

D ATE' g-hq,h 'Q, : ‘ this stage and scparate notice for final disposal need not
: e el be issued. :

CORAM :

e S R WA L)) i, 2 e o

Hon'ble lustie Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on

Hea’hl 5{' MR .H (Mombei . Respondents intimation: / notice of date of hearing duly
e . authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

~ APPEARANCE : , of O.A.
ShefSmt. ¢ W‘{V\m Mg M . £ ThlS intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
Advocate fis the & i . ‘of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
. ép{&lcm q , - Rules, 1988. The questions such as limitation and
SheH/Smt. 2, ok alternate remedy are kept open.

C.F.G/PRO. for the Respondent/a
The. service may be done by hand dehvery / speed.

MMY\‘ L\\OWT‘J "\"O post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

mu\;\:‘ (m 15 mc:\:al _ within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.

\L/ 1 ) »S_’ ’ (> \k
Member (J)
05.12.2016
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&

(G:C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) K ISpl - MAT- F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA A_DMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ' of 20 DISTRICT
' : R T o LTl B " i T Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ....ovvvivrerrrereri) o RN A el
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Of‘ﬂcer ................................... )

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

Tribunal’s orders

o ~

DATE : st b

COBAM. oh ) RgﬂA\KCMb)
Hon'blc J
Hm—b&c—émM&m%Heuﬂm-{-Membef-)-A
APPEARANCE:
TR0 Lo = 2o L

Advocate for the Applicant

~

HSIL. ol
CPO/ P.O. for the Respondem/s

Ady—To. A'd(‘m.l’f L\b@""]— A mcwb\m? |

'S Wd@)~

0.A.264/2016

Shri C.B. Sawant ... Applicant

Vs.

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

Heard Smt. V.K. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presentmg
Officer for the Respondents.

Rejoinder is taken on record. Admit. Liberty to
mention granted. :

Tribunal may take the éaSe for-final disposal at
this stage and separate .notice for final dlsposa] need not
be 1ssued ;

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. ;

¢

. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

Rules, 1988. The questions such as llmltatlon 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. :

<o sdr-
b MIK)_S /1518
Member (J
05.1_2.2016

(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
' ... Applieant/s
(Advocate .................. Al A IO SO e s ot )
- versus
The -State of Maharashtré and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........ T SR v 5 OO

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or.
directions and Registrar’s orders

- Tribunal’s orders

APPEARANCE :
PRSI YT\ W”W“"?

Advocate for the Apphcant

Shei/Smt. 1.5, S AW GY)?"\I..
C.P.G/PO. for the Reupcmdent/s

¢R.Ls ri;,_sl‘?méﬂ o

Ady. To

- The State of Mah. & ors:

0.A.253/2016

Shn B.D. Koli
Vs,

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Mrs. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshl the learned
CPO for the Respondents

The learned PO is being assisted by Smt. Vidya
Bhoite, Assistant, .Home Department. The Affidavit-in-
reply of 34 Respondent is taken on record. Para 6 thereof
needs to be reproduced

i< It is subrmtted that this ofﬁce on 19 7 2016.
has sent a proposal to the State’ Government for
taking decision for grant of consequential benefits
in the cadre of A.P.I. and on the post of P.I. Hereto -
annexed and marked as Exhibit R-1 is the copy of
the proposal sent by this office to the State
Government and orders on the same from the State
Government are awaited. ' It is submitted as soon
as the orders on the aforesaid proposal from the
State Government will be received, this office would
issue the orders.”

In my opinion, therefore, by adopting the course of
action of accepting the said statement as an ‘undertaking
and laying down the time limit of three months from today

* to comply, this OA can be disposed of.

The contents in Para 6 of the Affidavit-in-reply filed
by Mr. Anil P. Sawant, Desk Officer in the Office of
Director General of Police, dated 3r December, 2016 is

. treated as an Undertaking and three months time from
~ today is granted for compliance.

The OA'is accordingly
disposed of with no order as to costs. e

Sd/-
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(G.C:P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ° [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV E TRIBUNAL

MU MBAI
Original Application No. of 20 £ DISTRICT
; ; ' : ... Applicant/s
(Advo_cz_tte ............. ..................... )
versus -
The State of Mah‘arashtra and others
' ..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.................. TSR ) O WA, )
Office Notes, Office Memorundn;ut Curum, -
Appearance, Tribunal’s oli‘”Pg or e Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s "9ders !
A e :
[ ; ) .
Lt ' 0.A.1132/2016
Shri A.M. Atram ... Applicant
Vs. ' ‘

The State of Mah. & ors. Respondents

Heard Ms. S.P. Manchek'af, th(:' learned Advocate
. for the Applicant and:Smt. K.S. Gaiikwad, the learned
CPO for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 20.12.2016.

Tribunal may take the casé for final disposal at
] ‘this stage and separate notice for ﬁnal disposal shall not
4 be issued.

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on

- Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
q fo : authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

D:’ﬂ'h Ah=d of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would

Sy RD G_hk’ Cm b) - be taken up for ﬁnal dlsposal at the stage of admlssmn
Hon' blumwsmwbléhmm)- hearing. 7 :

.MMWMM)A This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11

of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

AP“;MNCF s, Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and
Skt 1 ns..f M@Y\Uf\#&y ‘ alternate remedy are kept open. S

Adwizate for the Applicant C—A - The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
“Sh_}‘—‘din[ K—S Qﬂlk\?\) ' post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

‘C.R.G/PO. for the RGSpondent/s _ produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance ahd notice. -

Ady-Town ESU G N zgm.xg;hw\alylc,
Liberty ‘reser’ved for the "Applicant to renew the

o 9'6\ LMQ : & request for interim relief. The Respondents must file an
o F ' ' ‘ gL - appropriate Affidavit to assist the Tribunal in a proper
determination of the said issue and keep the record, if

% any, ready for perusal.

S.0. to 20™ December, 2016.
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