IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

MISC. APPLICATION NO.87 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.201 OF 2016

DISTRICT : THANE

Shri Pravin Vasant Patil. )...Applicant

Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra & 4 Ors. )...Respondents

Shri S.T. Bhosale, Advocate for Applicant.
Shri A.J. Chougule, Presenting Officer for Respondents.

P.C. :  R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)
DATE : 06.04.2016
ORDER
1. This Misc. Application for condonation of delay which

according to the Applicant is of 126 days. The reply has not
been filed, but none was really necessary in the first placc
because the facts are such that no unnecessary protraction

N



would be in the interest of justice. Secondly, even without
reply, the learned Presenting Officer Shri A.J. Chougule was
allowed to make submissions which he did in good measure

and stoutly opposed the application.

2. It is not necessary to delve into the factual aspect of
the matter that squarely falls within the domain of the OA. As
far as this MA is concerned, the case of the Applicant is that
initially an OA came to be instituted before the Aurangabad
Bench of this Tribunal. It appears that there some issue about
the territorial jurisdiction was raised, and therefore, in the
ultimate analysis, this OA was presented before this principal
Bench.

3. Another aspect of the matter is that the Applicant
was in the process of collecting some vital documents which

took time.

4. As already mentioned above, the learned P.O. Shri
Chougule strongly opposed the application on every aspect of

the matter.

5. It is not necessary for me to closely examine the legal
aspect of the matter as to whether in so far as the proceedings
before the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (MAT) are
concerned, the issue of territorial jurisdiction in the sense, it is
understood in relation to those proceedings that are squarely

governed by the procedural provisions of the Code of Civil




Procedure are applicable or not. [ leave that issue undecided.
However, that is one aspect of the matter. In so far as thc
cause for condonation of delay is concerned, another aspect is
time taken for collection of documents. There is absolutely
nothing on record to show that the Applicant in the manner of
speaking slept over his right and just dragged his feet along.
There is nothing to show that the Applicant could be assailed
for being deliberately negligent or his conduct being
contumacious. Therefore, I think I must adopt an approach
which would be more attuned to do substantial justice rather

than technicality.

6. For the foregoing, the MA is allowed. The delay is
condoned and the Applicant and Office of this Tribunal are
directed to process the matter further, so that the OA is
brought before the appropriate Bench for disposal according tc

law. No order as to costs.

7. After the pronouncement of the above order, the
learned P.O. tenders the Affidavit-in-reply to the OA. It 15

taken on record.

Sd/-

(R.B. Malik)
Member-J
06.04.2016

Mumbai

Date : 06.04.2016
Dictation taken by :
S.K. Wamanse.

E:VSANJAY WAMANSELJUDCGMENTS, 201654 April, 201064 M.A 8716 11 O.A201 10w L. 20 T6.doc


Admin
Text Box


                 Sd/-


(Advocate ... .............. )

Uersus

_The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondoent/s

{Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appenrance, Tribunal’s orders or - Tribvmnal's ovders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 06.04.2016.
0.A.No.162 of 2016

Shri M.A.M.l. Sayyed ...Applicant
Vs. . . '
State of Maharashtra and ors. ...Respondents
1. Applicant in pe‘rson present. Heard Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. . Issue notice returnable on 8.06.2016.

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

4; Applicant is authorised 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

h‘earing.
' _ ) | 5. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
DATE: (f’ul\]I’ = ' of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure}

CORAM ;
hﬂm e dosti *r‘im *\ 1 }os‘u(Chalrmmﬂ

Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and
alternate remedy are kept open. '

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/speed

. A-w\iyxﬁengm“f‘k)e&k - post/courier and acknowledgement be ,obtained and
g mt far the Arseet produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
Sl 5 K.s qﬁnw within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
C.ra/ 1O eortm. fLecpomdent/s ' compliance and notice.

Ady. Ton. \Q’J@\b = 7. $.0.t08.06.2016.

5%_-/ - Sd/-
' —(A.H. Joshif 1.)
Chairman

sha ‘ 1710,
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(AdvoCate ..o s

versns

The State of Maharashira and othors

{Presenting Officer.......ccooiiiiiinniininisnnn

..... Respondent/s

Office Nohes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s ovders

DATE ; cly) tL
CORAM ;
Hon’hic Justice Shri A. H. Joshi ¢Chairman)

AFTEARANCE ;

ShrifSimt. “'A\LW!M\L\Q?,ACLE‘V
Advosate fur the Applicat |

Shri /Gaten. K P e -
C.P.C/P.O. for the Respondenst: '

Ady. (O ATAILY

Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.No.435 of 2015 with 0.A.N0.436 of 2015 with
0.A.No.437 of 2015 with 0.A.N0.438 of 2015

Shri Nitin Shivdas Patil {in 0.A.No.435 of 2015]
Shri M.M. Salunkhe  (in 0.A.No.436 of 2015)

-Shri K.D. Wagh (in 0.A.N0.437 of 2015)

Shri J.S. Shelkar (in 0.A.N0.438 of 2015)
o ...Applicants

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

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

for the Respdndents.

2. _Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri K.R. Jagdale

pfays for time to prepare and address.

3. S.0.to 7.06.2016.

)

Sd/-
“{A.H. Joshi, }) &6‘0‘

Chairman
sha

K
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(AAVOCALE i s e e e b

versus
The State of Mabarashtra.and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OFFLCET e vt eeeresee et eeeeses e eseseeseseeessoeesneaensonestas v )

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

" Date: 06.04.2016. 0.A. No. 489/2009
Shri V.H. Meshram . | .Applicant
Versus |
The Priﬁcipal Secretary,

Home Mantralaya and Ors. Respondents

(1) None for the applicant. Heard Shri A.J.
Choﬁgule, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

(2) ~ The learned Advocate for the applicant has
filed pursis seeking leave to withdraw the
Vakalatnama. He can be permitted to withdraw
the Vakalatnama provided he - serves - an
intimation by R.P.AD or in the é\l_ternative

furnishes a letter to the appl_icaht conceding for

DATE: _ t\h\lb ‘ o withdrawal of Vakalatnama. Hence request for
CORAM :

Hon™ ic dosta S AL T Lot (Chairman) withdrawal is rejected. Let the O.A. come for .
Heoablail R Mkt hearing in due course. 3

AR BTN w fly\.e-—,r‘:w’:‘fht-a"(w]' . ' Sd/-

PP TR T +i(. He . . i (A H. JOShl, ‘j YU V\
N1 S AJ Uf\qu"‘l'-—’ JR. ' . Chairman

C.0 3/ PO I the Repponidents

Psz
Ady. To... \—b\— e, oh.. come-ter :

Nearing \n dye touse:
B2

(PTO,
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(Advocate

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

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Ofﬁcer

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE:__ Gh)3elb
CORAM ;
Hon'hle Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

SR -

seisrr, - koo fednes

Adbvoraie for (e Anplicant -

Shui /wﬁ‘ﬂq\ﬁ"‘ﬂ"{c“ |

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

Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.N0.276 of 2016 and 0.A.No.277 of 2016

Shri K.R. Dhuma!  (in O.A.No.276 of 2016)

Shri 5.B. Barudwale (in 0.A.No.277 of 2016 ...Applicants
Vs‘ . .

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Ms. Lata Patne, the learned Advocate for the

Applicantr'and Shri A.J. Chougule, the Presenting Officer for

‘the Respondents.

2. Learned p.0. for the Respondents'prays for one

month’s timé in view the excessive work load due to the

| recruitment of the Constables in the district and that the

sald excess work will continue till 22.4.2016.

3. Considering the request made by the learned P.O.

four weeks time is granted for filing reply.

4. The Applicant shall be free to join transferred post.
Such joining will not come in the way of Applicant for

getting restitution, if he succeeds.
5. S.0.t04.05.2016.

Sd/- \
= (A.H. J&éﬁ‘:ﬂr:)' -9

Chairma

sha

[PTO.
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{AAVOCALE «ootiiiiiieiie s et bce e et e e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........ovvevrioeeenenens EE T TP Iy SN )

Office N.o._tes', Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orders

Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.N0.167 of 2016 with O.A.No.168 of 2016 with
0.A.N0.170 of 2016 with 0.A.No.236 of 2016

Shri A.B. Dalvi (in 0.A.No.167 of 2016}
Shri S.A. Jadhav (in 0.A.No.168 of 2016}
Shri R.B, Pawr (in O.A.No.170 of 2016}
Shri 5.G. Palande (in 0.A.No.236 of 2016}
...Applica'nts
Vs,

The Addl. Commissioner ofAPoIice & Ors. ..Respondents

1.~ Heard Shri AV, Béndiwadekar, the learned Advocate
" for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

P. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri AV

Bandiwadekar has tendered reply. It is taken on record.

Q_AI? clahe e, 3. © For hearing, adjourned to 8.06.2016.
LURAM ' ' '
- Ren'le tustioe Slai AL Joshi (Chaimmampy | 9\
Porhle Sy g 0o e o X ' :
- T : Sd/-
DALEIEATLR: ‘ | - T AR Joshi 1A Y
Sy ‘A\) A4 “7\9\1“544[‘?7’ | ' | _ ("‘C:aijr‘:nar; J ) 0
sdvomats farthe Aratiogg sba '
Sit S 0 & % Wu‘j"‘le—

[T I A p
ARG Tor the Bavpomdeint/y

Ag m'F’Yh‘«“’/I"jn“"\JU“m‘é‘ Yo
8)4) 2.01b.

HE
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(Advocate ... S P ISP )

versis

The State of Maharashira and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer. . ..o )

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram, _
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or ' Tribuial’ s ovders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 06.04.2016.
0.A.No.103 of 2016
Shri M.S. Pawar Applicant
Vs, ‘ :
State of Maharashtra &Ors. ...Respondents

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

for the Respandents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for four

“weeks time for filing reply.

3. 5.0.to0 10.6.2016.
Sd/-

(A.H. Joshl,
Chairman

waam

sba 7

pate:___c\u\lé
Hon'kle feeriec nlai AL Yeshi (Chairman)
b wtas Cilaaker}A

‘s:‘.‘.._'{:-_ T L 6 ke
S \45 %\ch-o\
C; : T‘_L‘--‘ ke 1 &\?”" "‘

Ad). To va L)) b,



Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-


{(Advocate ....... e et ae e et e i rareans

versis

The State of Maharashtra émd others

(Presenting Officer..........oon

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE:__¢

Q'(lk e ‘

Hor' oo G GhALE bl (Chairmen)
Mo Samesniio. oy,

4 |

¢ WRideadale
fao - Appllear,

SRR Koo S we .

CF 7 itheRessr

Ady. To.... + 3\ﬁ)i’

B

Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.No.221 of 2016

Shri S.D. Shewale - ..Applicant

Vs, :
State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

1. Heard Shri K.R, Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.5.Gaikwad, the Pfesenting Officer for

the Respondenté.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered

re‘ply for Respondent No. 1 and 2. It is taken on record.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for three

weeks time for filing rejoinder and addressing.

3. $.0. to 3.05.2016.

Sd/-
(A.H. ﬁ?ﬂz‘l’.f vy

* Chairma
sha

270,
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(Advocate ............ e e

versils

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer........vriiiinnsiniinnns

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

DATE: __Cinj i

ORAM ;

Hon’ble Justice Shri A. M. Joshi (Chairman)
AVEARANCE : |
Strbiseee - DM S e ).
Advoeate fur the Applicant | |

Shri /Smt. : Y. e
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respoudsnt/s

Adj. To,, '1-\\"1\ 1k

13

. Respondent/s
............................ )
Tribunal’s ordexl-s
Date : 06.04.2016.
0.A.No.23 of 2015
Shri Vijay Pawalu Suryawanshi & Ors. ...Applicants
, Vs, :

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. . None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for a week’s

time for filing reply. It shall suffice feply to paragraph'

no.7.16 is filed and_record‘is produced.

3. . 5.0.to21.04.2016. 3\
Sd/-
- I o
(A.H.Joshi,ﬂ) :
Chairman _
sbha
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(Advocate T

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer.. it

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’ s orders

oare: . (\hlb

COR

L S FIN U R ¥ feaby 1

\*G..l LR -E\l' EORAN ' B I ’.’. !0.;;‘11 {Chalrmaﬂ)
Mgt syt R (Mcm-hé;)-A_
ALTEARANTE ¢ .

Ehdilany, K.,R‘_jc‘ﬂ.im ..
Advosats for the Applicant

Shri /Smit. “»JW%\JL

LR S TN : o
G sl Ton e s a2 Tis

Ady. Town EXS B

Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.No.194 of 2015

Shri C.J. Kamble & 44 Ors. ...Applicants
Vs, | .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.  ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the Presenting Officer for

the Respondeﬁts.

2. Learned P.0. for the Respondents prays for time on
the ground that the officer who has issued impugned order

has sought guidance andrclarification from the Hon’ble

See. :

Chief &&b:istelr\and V15 awaited.

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for month’s

time. | '

4,  Time as prayed for is granted.

5. 5.0.t06.5.2016. _ }
Sd/- '

(A.H. JosHT, 'J!’Q'M”ﬂ

Chairman

sba

IPTO.
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{Advocate ...... v eeanaare e e i .

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

{(Presenting Officer.......cccoccovnicriarcncennnnn

...... Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appesrance, Tribunal’s orders or
‘directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribupal’s orders

pate;__ Cinlib
CORAT !

Hop'ble fooviae S1or a0 Nl {Chairman,

[ et ia

AV ARAND Y o

- - ke e : . L]

ety mﬁ“mdw‘.war)dm‘bddzg(

Lo Ty T Apodicao

Shyi S5t ﬁ\mjuf\au'ﬂ\“‘lt—

UL PG, for the Raspondent’s

Ag. 1o 3l 6) 20l

Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.No.20 of 2016 with O.A.No.55 of 2016

shri Vijay Sahebrao Baharwal & Ors.{in 0.A.N0.20 of 2015)

Shri V.P. Kashid (in 0.A.No.55 of 2016} ...Applicant
Vs,
The Director General and Inspector
...Respondents

General of Police & Ors.

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Afdvocate‘ for the Applicant Shri AV.

Bandiwadekar prays for time for filing rejoinder..

Sd/-
- (A.H. Jdéﬁi’,"kj"" )

Chairman

3, S.0. t0 9.06.2016.°

sha

[£27.0.
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(AAVOCALE oo oevirrin e i es b as ey e )

Versus

" The State of Maharashtra and others

_ e Respondent/s
{(Presenting Officer.....c..ccoviiiiiiiininin e v e e a e aenns )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, . )
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or ' ' Tribunal's ovders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 06.04.2016.
0.A.No.162 of 2016
Shri M.A.M.|. Sayyed ...Applicant
Vs. : .
State of Maharashtra and ors. ...Respondents
1. Applii:ant in person present. Heard Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 8.06.2016.

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

4: Applicant is authorised 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

h_earing.
' \ N _ 5. - This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11

DATE ; (9\11 1 L , ' of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Sy X . . .
CORAM ; . , . . Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and
Hon e Litioe Shri AL Joshi (Chairmany 4 :
Honth i e Moirorsl s | alternate remedy are kept open.

e AN S .| 6. The service may be done by hand delivery/speed

" Aw\;y\{’en;m_‘f)’e)u«h - post/courier and acknowledgement be  obtained and
fogie i Tar i Arplicant produced along with affidavit Qf compliance in the Registry
S i XS, Carwad. . o within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
ciru/ Ea’). for the Fespondent/s ' compliance and notice.
A, Tou 21 G200 o 7. 50.t08.062016.

B - | | Sdi-

' ~(AH.loshif§)
Chairman

sha : ‘ IPTO.
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(AAVOCALE . oo e s )
versis

The State of Maharashira and others

. Respondent/s

(Preseﬁting Officer.....coviiiicinicienenens GOSN S VOO )

Office Nufes, Office Memoranda of Corams,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.No.435 of 2015 with 0.A.No.436 of 2015 with
0.A.No.437 of 2015 with 0.A.No.438 of 2015

Shri Nitin Shivdas Patil {in 0.A.No.435 of 2015)
Shri M.M. Salunkhe {in 0.A.N0.436 of 2015)
‘Shri K.D. Wagh {in 0.A.N0.437 of 2015)

Shri J.S. Shelkar (ln 0.A.No.438 of 2015)
- ...Applicants

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

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

for the Respbndents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri K.R. Jagdale

prays for time to prepare and address.

3. S.0.to 7.06.2016.

)

pate: _ G\yhs | B <
CORAM ; , , -

—-— - - ..,(V\
Hon'ble Justice Shri A, H. Joshi {Chairman) : (A.H. Joshi, I') §
Hon*bic-Shri-b—Ramosirkummar thtember-A- Chairman
ARTEA2ANCE: *be
Shr/S, - AV A A ad eMay

Advosate far the Applicact |

Shri /Sint-c., 00 BNIe
C.PO/PO, for the Respondenels:

AL Townn 7L A1

Gt

[PTO
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(Advocate ............... e nera ity rerae it etea it tareariatres )3

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

(Presenting OffICer. ... e )

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

. Date: 06.04.2016. O.A. No. 489/2009

Shri V.H. Meshram . ..Applicant
Versus |

| The Principal Secretary,
Home Mantralaya and Ors. | Respondents

(1)~ None for the applicant. Heard Shri A.J.
Choﬁgule, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

(2)  The learned Advocate for the applicant has
filed pursis seeking leave to withdraw the
Vakalatnama. He can be permitted to withdraw
the Vakalatnama provided he’ serves an
intimation by RP.A.D or in the élternati‘ve

a furnishes a letter to the applicant conceding for
pATE: _ Clwlib S

: withdrawal of Vakalathama. Hence request for
CORAM ;
Hon™hle sostice i, 1 Tushi (Chairmem) withdrawal is rejected. Let the O.A. come for .
Heaele Bbp 24 Bograzhiumpye Morahor) A | hearing in due course. '
AL AR 3
Eestme ﬂﬁ.ﬂ%w"!ﬂﬁhc-o'ﬂw’ S Sd/-
PR RN the KEPATT Al - : (A.H. Joshi, jx v '7'\ _
Sl St AJWU@‘!‘—" ‘ . Chairman

C.00 )/ PO o the Reypolident's

h‘q”lr’j M dve Couse
S

Psz

[PTO.
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{Advocate , ...........

et}

versits

The State of Maharashtra and others

_ {Presenting O_f'ﬁcer ............................. s

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: G301l

CORAM :
Hon’ble Justice Stri A. H. Joshi (Chairman;}

Hen'hle Shii b RameshkumartMember) A

shaigo, - bodeo edn e
Advoesie for S Anplivant

Shr /$te o Bk SN
C.P.O/ BO. for the Respondent/s

Ady. Too A\ M

Date : 06;04;1’016.

0.A.N0.276 of 2016 and O.A.No.277 of 2016

|Shri K.R. Dhuma!l  (in 0.A.No0.276 of 2016}

Shri S.B. Barudwale (in O.A.N0.277 of 2016 ..Applicants

Vs, .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard" Ms, Lata Patne, the learned Advocate for the

Appi'rcant.'-and Shri A.J. Chougule, the Presenting Officer for

-the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Reépondents prays for one
month’s‘timé'in view the excessive work load due to the
recruitment bf the Constables in the district and that the

said excess work will continue till 22.4.2016..

3. Considering the request made by the learned P.O.

four weeks time is granted for filing reply.

4, The Applicant shall be free to join transferred post.
Such joining will not come in. the way of Applicant for

getting restitution, if he succeeds.

5. $.0. to 4.05.2016. ' y

Sd/-

N

ﬁﬁ. Jé{ﬁr:’:FT 9
. Chairma

sha
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{(Advocate ......................... )

versies
The State of Maharashtra and others

e Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer...... ..o s )

Ottice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, _
Appearance, Tribunal's ovders.or Tribunal’s ovders
- directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 06.04.2016.
0.A.No.103 of 2016
Shri M.S. Pawar ‘ ..Applicant
‘ Vs. . .
State of Maharashtra &0rs. = ..Respondents

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

for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for four

" weeks time for filing reply.

3. 5.0.to 10.6.2016.

- Sd/-

(A.H. loshl, T
Chairman

o sba -
pAtE: e\l e
Hon'rle tntioe bai 2 L Yoshi (Chairmen)

R P WE VA P TPPR v 3. P 0L FL AW, |
b e el b R B

LTS T

FOFYELAE R YR N SR

Co T op dhe Dasipnbent/s

Adj. To vl i\ b
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(AAVOCALE ..ooeeieiioriieiarecaraeiiiinnr e e e irerar s b )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer......... .................................................... ),
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Covam, ,

Appearance, I'ribunal’s orders or Tribunal’'s ordevs

directions and Registrar’s orders :
Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.No.23 of 2015
Shri Vijay Pawalu Suryarwanshi & Ors. ....Applicar)ts
_ Vs. - |

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. . None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for a week’s

time for'fiiing reply. It shall suffice reply to paragraph

no.7.16 is filed and record’is produced.

3. S.0.to0 21.04.2016. }
Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, W
Chairman
sha

DATE: (’\11‘ Lb
ORAM:
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. B. Joshj (Chairtan)

L]

- AP EARANCE :
StrbtSeet, - XS N0,
hl

Advosate for the Applicant |

Shri /Smt. 5...¥$: .. o hae- |
C.P.O/PO. for the Respondentls - !

Ad). To. '1-\\}\ \ 1.

(PTO.
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(Advocate ....... v eenans et ee et e e e tne e ea s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer............... e et ere e ) \
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribural's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
. Date : 06.04.2016.
0.A.No.221 of 2016
Shri $.D. Shewale : Applicant
Vs. ‘
State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ...Respondents.

pate.__clalie

COk: -,
How o+ L S AL Jeahi(Chairmen)
He: o . i 14,
gEiss
% K“’} ..icﬂ dee
e to
ST \&.S.;ﬁ"\\\(wc_)
Cr. . 7 theResun -

A T 210N )

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the tearned Advocate for the

.Applicant and Smt. K.S.Gaikwad, the Pr'esenting Officer for

the Respondents,

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered

reply for Respondent No. 1 and 2. Itis taken on record.

3 Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for three

weeks time for filing rejoinder and addressing. -

4. 5.0. to 3.05.2016.

Sd/-
(AH. JBERHRY Y

" Chairma
sha

PTO.
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(AAVOCALE .o

Versis

The State of Maharashtra and others

{(Presenting Officer.......ccoicviiniiiiniinniicnanronenee

. Respondent/s

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

Tribnnal’ s orders

werey syi L Y toshi (Chairman)

ot - r}
AT TR (htemher) A
) .

AT 18 s vt s s
0

Shes, 1 KR ) ed dale

Addvosats for the Applicant

Shyi /Smt. ’p‘*jw\‘-‘a}""‘c—

Ca 0 Pl I i mespundd il

Date : 06.04.2016.

0.A.No.194 of 2015
Shri C.J. Kamble & 44 Ors. ...Applicants
Vs. |
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.  ...Respondents

1. | Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the Presenting Officer for

the Responderits.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for time on
the ground that the officer who has issued impugned order
has sought guidance and clarification from the Hon’ble

Seeveleram :
Chief Mirister and Vs awaited.

3, Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for month’s
time. A
4, Time as prayed for is granted.

5. S.0. 10 6.5.2016.

)

Sd/-
{(A.H. Jos "i’,']f“"‘-""q
Chairman
sha

(PO,
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Original Application' No. ™~ * - of 20 | - Lo Dr's;rm'd'ﬁ o e
| | o 'Applicant/_s
(AAVORELE wervvevrreererreerseo s sssseesssssees s, coend)
versus
 The State of Maharashtra and_dthers
..... Respondent/s-

(Presentmg Ofﬁcer ................. ................. - }

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - - '

‘pped Tribunal’ s order

directions and Registrar’s orders ‘ ’ B l E’ oraes

Date : 06. 04 2016

C A.No.08 of 2015 in O.A.Ne. 1038 of 2013

Shri D._R; Bhamre o ..Applicant:
Vs. ’

The State of Maharashtra & Or. ...Respondents

. o 1 Hea_fd;‘Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate for
the ,Applic':antl_and Shri K.B. Bhise, the Presenting Qfﬁ_cer for

the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states as fottows -

The questlon as to whether review should be filed in
the High Court to the judgment rendered in Writ
petition No. 175 of 2015 is pending before L & J.D.
and a week’s time may be granted for making a
statement, as to time whlch L & J.D. needs to render

its oplmon
3. Learned p.0. fdr the _Respbndents prays for a week’s '
pate: ___ el L time.
CORAM: | » o .
Hor b fustin2 St/ K. Jashx(t.‘[m ) 4. | Sten'o_ copy and Hamdast is ailowed to learned P.O.
HH-Hﬁln-r-h‘—-ﬁ;.mf hicwﬂ.hmm © | to communicate this erder to the Respondents.
APPHARLHCE , o . "
St - P ?om\\é/a; | 5 50.t027.042016. }
. Ad""ﬂ-" RN r‘t -, cug | . . . ’ . -' . .
Siu‘uf:u ni ; . Y}p p)\\bu o ---.... . o Sd/-_
CLO/ P for e et jonlientis R : : -~ (A.H. JDShQ)_
‘ _ ; - ' Chairma
AQ" Tﬂ"‘ ""D::;l-,:‘l-l.@u‘..n.-......,...'............. . . . Sba ‘
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{GCP) J 1726(B) (20,000--10-2013)

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 K,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

M.A/R.A/CA. No.

IN

Original Application No

MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET N()

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : @‘:[‘*[ ‘(5 '

COMAM -

et b by

Haonbie Shui. R sV A.GARW:\L
" {Vice - Chairman)
.

ATTEARANCE :
S Y o 11 | X
Advogoe | rﬂ.g‘, Spplicant .

C.RU /PO fur the Respondents

.-«—Ad;r—?ur*o AR "\CQM‘M

)6.04.2016

P}

0.A No 1042/2015

Heard Shri\J.N Kamble, learned advocate
or the applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned

—

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Advocate Shri Kamble files

" affidavit in rejoinder.

O.A is admitted. Respondents are at liberty

to file sur—rejoinder, if need be.

Place for final hearing on 28.4.2016.

Sdi- ,<
(Rafiv Agdrwal)

Vice-Chairman
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corain,
Appearence, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

paTE: il .

CORAM

' eﬂfblﬂ-htstl—o-Shu.A_HJnshi-#Cham

Hon’bis Shri M—&memtilember}&;
{SA .AN(‘ F.

Advoests for the App icant

S he SSAL e .f&;j.:.m&;ﬂhiﬁmm..-.m

C.EQ/ P for the Respondent/s

- Ady Tom S MR

0.A.310/2016

Shri B.D.‘ Solanke
Vs.
The State of Mah, & ors.

.. Applicant
- .Respdﬁdents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learne:i

 Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J.

Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for Lht,
Respondents.

Issue notice retumable on 05.05.2010.

Tribunal may take the case for [inul
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 af
0.A. Respondents are put to notice that the
case would be taken up for final dx%posal ar
the stage of admission hearing.

This  intimation / notice is ordvri.!
under Rule 11 of the Maharasht.a
Administrative Tribunal (Procedure} Rules.

1988 and the questions such as limitation

and alternate remedy are kept open. -

The service may be done b) Franud
delivery / speed post [/ courier and
acknowledgement be obtained and pwdu
along with affidavit of compliance in the
Registry within four weeks. Applica:!
directed to file Affidavit of compliatice wund
notice.

S.0. to 5% May, 2016. The learned
P.0O. do waive service, '

v Sd/- —_
o 0\b
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

| 06.04.201%
(skw)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

MISC. APPLICATION NO.120 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.265 OF 2016

DISTRICT : THANE

Shri Prashant J. Ganjale. )...Applicant

Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra & 3 Ors. }...Respondents

Shri V.S. Deokar, Advocate for Applicant.
Shri A.J. Chougule, Presenting Officer for Respondents.

P.C. :  R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)

DATE : 06.04.2016

ORDER

1. Heard Shri V.S. Deokar, learned Advocate for the Applicant
and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. This is an application for condonation of delay which

according to the Applicant is of 1 year, 5 months and 15 days.



3. The case of the Applicant is that he came to be appointed as
Kotwal énd when he went to report for duty on 1.10.2013, he was
not allowed to do so. At that time, a fresh order of cancellation of
his appointment was handed over to him. It is his case that
thereafter he had beén continuously trying to persuade the
Respondents to let him join the duties but in vain. Another limb of
his case is that his aged mother was seriously ill from 2011 onwards
for which a huge bunch of medical documents came to be submitted
today though there was a reference to that aspect of the matter
earlier. Some of the medical documents are also of 2014 and 2015.
Those documents do indicate that the lady had multiple health
problems. Mr. Deokar, the learned Advocate on instructions from
his client who is present in the Tribunal informs that the mother of

the Applicant passed away on 20th March, 2016.

4,  Another aspect of the matter is that in the OA which is yet to
be registered having been blocked by the delay, there is a challenge
to a publication of 26.2.2016 issued by the Respondent No.4 which
is also challenged. It is not necessary for me to examine in detail
that aspect of the matter in deciding this MA. But the fact remains
that the said publication of 26.2.2016 has been challenged. There
is a specific prayer in that regard in the OA. Mr. Chougule, the
learned P.O. in stoutly opposing this application invited my
attention to the fact that in the MA, no specific prayer is made in so

far as that publication is concerned.

5. Now, as to the above submission of the learned P.O, I find that
there are pleadings to that effect clearly made in Para 8 of the MA
and without getting too much hide bound by the procedural aspect

of the matter, it is very clear in my view that it is not as if the other



side has been taken completely by surprise just because there was
no prayer pertaining to the said publication. In any case, as far as
that publication is concerned, there is no relief as such sought in
this MA save and except that the said publication by itself gives him
added strength to sustain his OA and as far as the challenge (o the
said publication is concerned, examined in isolation, there is no vice
of the Bar of limitation because it came to be published as recently

as on 26.2.2016.

6. Therefore, if it is found that the facts pertaining to the said
publication and the other aspects of the OA are so neatly
intertwined as to make it almost inseparable, I am of the opmlon
that in totality of circumstances, it will have to be taken into

consideration.

7. In so far as the other aspect of the delay is concerned, it needs
to be noted that unless there is some element of lack of diligence,
there would be no delay in the first place, and therefore, the delay
itself cannot always be cited to contest the issue of condonation of
delay. The issue is as to whether the Applicant makes out a case for
condonation of delay and as far as that aspect of the mﬁtter 1S
concerned, one has to remain alive to the established legal position
that the approach should be to advance substantial justice rather
than insisting on technicality. The present facts have already -heen
mentioned above. They are such that by no stretch of imagination
can it be said that the conduct of the Applicant wauld- be so
contumacious as to make the Applicant disentitled to be heard in
the OA.

e



8. The learned P.O. raised the issue of matter being what can be
described as Division Bench matter. In my opinion, however, when
it comes to the hearing of the OA, that aspect of the matter can be
considered and even otherwise, it is not as if, it is an issue of

jurisdiction affecting the validity of a judicial order.

9. In view of the foregoing, the delay is condoned. The Office and
the Applicant are directed to process the matter further, so as to
make it possible to decide the OA to be heard on merit. The OA be
placed before the appropriate Bench on 18t April, 2016. The MA is

accordingly allowed with no order as to costs.

Sdi-

s
(R.B. Malik)

Member-J
06.04.2016

Mumbai
Date : 06.04.2016
Dictation taken by :

S K. Wamanse.
E:\SANJAY WAMANSEA\JUDGMENTS\2016\4 April, 2016\M,A.120.16 in_O.A.265.16.w.4.2O 16.doc
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MAT-I*-2 L.

{GROPY T 172680131 (20,000--10-2013) iSpl.-
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
SIN
Original Ap}ﬁlication No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE - é, H }(5
——

CORAM{

Hen'bie Shyi RANY AGARWAL

Yioe - Chaj
Hen'ble ghp R D Irmai)

Hii_l Moy
APPEAR A R (Member) J™
TS cﬂclub\ B Lacecd
0 C\:'/E:l P O(JL ‘J‘ Ad &Ln
RO v 3 31;-1!1,.? - SLLJ]___Q___
( fU,L.a,la-ir—:: m »a,,q,.j M_,M[m“f
Benclon U‘JGELSB'S Co i -t
— G_QUJ\/L\A .

ke ,;.. sortiny
¢z )

ISRE=

Haclas %
L. U Bqu_chcmr cﬁ,ef" con

(Lop o

M - Lwov\al,g%

06.04.2016

0.A No 211/2014

Heard Shri Siddesh Biradar holding for
Shri Ravindra Adsule, learned advocate for the
Applicants, Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned C.P.O
for Respondents 1 to 6, Shri A.V Bandiwadekar,
learned advocate for Respondent no. 7 and Shri

IM.D Lonkar, learned advecate for Respondents

no 12 to 14.

This Tribunal by order dated 30.3:2016
directed Respondent no. 3, 4 & 5 to file their
affidavit in reply and it was stated that if
affidavit is not filed on the next date, i.e.
6.4.2016, we have imposed cost of Rs. 10,000/-.
That order was self speaking one and by way of
operationalizing - the same, the Respondents,
Social Justice Department and Finance
Department are imposed, cost of Rs. 10,000/- in
accordance therewith to be deposited on or
before the next date.

S.0 to 13.4.2016.

L
| N N
Sd/- Sd/- ¥
(R.H. Malik) (Rajif Agaluii™”
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
Akn
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(RGP T 1TIRRY (20,000-—10-2013) ’ ‘ |Spl- MAT-T-2 L.

IN THE I\’IAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

06.04.2016

0.A Nos 229 & 269/200%-

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar and Shri G.A
Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the
Applicant in O.A 229/2001, O.A 269/2001 and
Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

The matter remained sine-die‘ because
Writ Petition no 903/2001 is pending. It is now
set down for hearing before the Hon. High Court
on 11.4.2016. It is as a matter of fact that stay
to these two O.As has not been granted bj} the
Hon. High Court. But in view of the pendency of
the Writ Petition above referred to, in the year

2005 tﬁese two O.As were kept adjourned sine-

dié.
DATZ: (& / il J (&6
CORAM ; :
Torote Shri. RATIV AGARWAL All concerned are ad-idem that whatever
~{Vieo - Chairman) decision rendered by the Hon. High Court in the
Hon'hle Shri R 12, MALIK (Member) J™ )
ADPEARANCE: pending Writ Petition will be binding even on

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

%WWD L—O fmlLC‘LL @J«Cb these Applicants. Therefore, these two O.As are

now set down for final disposal on 13.4.2016.

S Rapendents Nt /&\\[\ " \0\(-"‘

, Sd/- i
I 2L
o s ' (R.B. Malik)~ _ (Rafiv Agarwhl)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman

Akn
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1G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) - ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Qriginal Application No." R o of 20 7 : Digrricr = _
' e Applicant/s
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.....c. v, . )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Hegistrar’s orders ’

Date: 06.04.2016 (ID.B. Matter)

C.A. No. .134/2015 in O.A. No. 406/2014

S.S. Naik .Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra and Ors. Respondents,

(D Heard Shri M.DD. Lonkar, the learned

' Adyocate for the applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohélcl,
the learned . Presenting Officer for the
Respondents State.

2) The learned P.O states that Affidavit
affirmed by Shri K.P. Bakshi, A.C.S is bxfught.

(3) The affidavit was called for perusal.
It is seen that failure to take action is attributable

to “Inadvertence”.

DATE : 2 i\.\)L

CORAM : ' 4 At this stage, the learned P.O states
Hon e fosnee Shii 40 1L Inghi (Chainman)

that she will reconsider the contents of the

affidavit é.nd discuss with the officer concern and

<

) MD,L..GNW advice for taking the candid approéch.
Ao g R LY !
(5) S.0to 26.04.2016.
éra'rr’:\ H Q‘ w............. - 3\
CCP R e Raspidentys : ‘ :
o Sd/-

Ad). T B} 1) 2.006: .~ (AH. Josm'Jv

% . Chairman

-

Psz .

PTO.
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()ffiué Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directjions and Registrar's orders |

Treibunal's orvders

DATE: __ (b %
CORAM : .
Hon'ule Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman)

1t

Advoaale Tor Do Loslicant :

Stri o, KGo fapcwad

C.RO /2. Tr ihe Respondent/s

Ady T 2316

Date: 06.04.2016 D.B. Matter

‘C.A. No. 1632014 in O.A. No. 307/2014

P. U. Bisen : ..Applicant
Versus -

State of Maharashtra and Ors. ..Respendents

(1) * Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Ms. K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents-State. _

(2) This O.A. is circulated by the learned

Advocate for the applicant in view of dismissal

~ of Writ Petition No. 6347/2015 filed by the State
challenging the order passed by this Tribunal in

0.A. No.307/2014.

| (3) " The learned P.O states that since the O.A.,

has come on board with a day’s notice, a week’s

time may be granted.

t4) | Time is granted expecting that the State
should come with a plea as tb whether they have
decided to acquiesce with the orders’ of this
Tribunal and the Hon’ble High Court and are
deciding to implement the orders, and if not,

what is the alternate design they have.

(5) Statement be made on affidavit on the
next date. In the event the order is to be

acquiesced, due compliance ‘of the order is

expected.
(6) S8.01w2504.2016. 3
Sd/-
“ ¢AH Joshi, H|*
- Chairman

Psz

m
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(G.C.P.) 4 2260 (A) (50,000-—2-2015) 18pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
Original Application No. A of 20 - c D_isTRICT .
: - I Applicant/s
(AAVOCAte e bt )
suersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFICer ... ..o ee e e e e eveeeeas v e smeeees )
Oftice Notes, Office Memorvanda of Covam, .
Appeurance, Iribunal’s orders oy ' : Tribuﬁal's orders
directions and Registrar’s oprders '
Date: 06.04.2016. (D.B. Matter)
0O.A. No. 656/2015

Shri D.A. Puranik - . Applicant
Versus

The State of Mah.. And Ors, .. Respondents

[0} " Heard Shri AR Joshi, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Shri A.J.
Chougule, the .learned - Advocate for the
applicant.

@ The learned Advocate for the applicant

has tendered sur rejoinder. It is taken on record.

3) . The learned Advocate for the
applicant prays for time to address.
pATE:___ G\u\l6 LY
CORAM : ' . .
“tlon’ble Justice Shei A, H. Joshi (Cha;rman) (4) 5.0 to 02.05.2016.
HMM-@HWMMA . ‘ )\
APFELR A0 - -
: S Sd/- .
© s i (AH. Josﬂ(,/n’j"
e Chairman
Shri /i I Aesers oo Sovr Y
C.P.()!I‘.O r‘ 1 f\uhpf}"l CRY/s p
4

R Asi_;, Ta 0_.\7\143\ b
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{G.C.P.} J 2280 (A) 150,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No.' S of 20 o letlé'mléfl" S
' ' R Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE oo iv et crvenan i) b taeianns }
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......cccvrininiiiiiinnnnn. s SO )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda Vof C01'an1,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or . - Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar's orders
Date: 06.04.2016. (D.B. Matter)
O.A. No. 11372016
Shri §.D. Murkute . ...Applicant

Versus

The State of Mah. & Ors. .. Respondents

(1 Heard Shri J.M. Murkute, the learned
Advocate for the applicant- and Ms. K.S. -
Gaikwad, the learned P.O for the respondents

. State. '

(2} Admit. To come in due course.

pate:__ GWWIIE 1P \

CORAM P | , Sd/-

Lo ke dotiee Shei AL o Fushi {Chairman) ‘ _ - (AH. Joshrg v 7
‘ H. Lip i)
ISP PR NPT S IELTE LT SR L ) , Chairman

Psz

C.p3 /10, for oy Baspondoni/s
Pen - .
Ady. Tomm g LA 00 dug,, (rufse.

N i

LS

[BTO.
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2013) - ' {Spl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
Original Application No.' S of 20 o | DI:S’I_:RI‘C'I;I R
| ’ . -Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE -.oeyevrire e e e )
| UE.‘P-.‘:'L-«'-S

The Btate of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFICET et ree e e eeer ettt eeee e )
Office Notes, Office Mecmoranda of Coram, i
Appearance, Tribunal’s vrders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date: 06.04.2016. (D>.B. Matter)
O.A. No. 1068/2015
Shri V.S, Muthe ' Applicant

Versus

The State of Mah, & ors. ..Respondents

(D Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the Igarned
Advocate for the applicant and Shri AJ.
Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.
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