Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Reglstrar’s ‘oyders

Date : 07.09.2016.

0.A.N0.881 of 2016

Shfi L.Y. Bhagale : - ..Applicant

: . Vs, .
The State of Mah, & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri N.P. Dalvi, the learned Advocate for

the Appiicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned -

presenting Officer for the Reépondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 14.10.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposa! shall

not be issued.

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

admission hearing.

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

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery/

M*E 71 "‘,“ L speed post/ courier and acknowledgement be obtained
S AN - - .
o i.‘ e , and produced along with affidavit of comp!lance in the
- Rb‘\\mef;i) | Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file
o ' ‘ Affidavit of compliance and notice.
. i . ) U 4 - . i
| AN paly.....e 7. $.0.t014.10.2016. )\
TRy P R S
o et st : _
: | ~(AH. Josh’i','J“'-" -
pg T VAN AN R i Chairman =
. S a -
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(G.0P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAIlARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Applicatior No. of 20 - " Digtricr
..... Applicant/s
(Adyocate.....,.A......,.....;‘...‘.,.1 ................. creen s L)
_versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCeT. ... rseicmeasian

s eeeenrorens)

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE ;

Adie -
coRAN:

Hor ™!, woon Bhet g 0] Ing
ng,“;x ',"'." PR A

ARFT

Sb“&" : V-S V\)oﬂ‘h(rylb .

Ad).To MA S "6@71\1’2’}7/
Abvmﬁ)u\

Date : 07.09.2016.

M.A.No.350 of 2016 in O.A.5t.No.1722 of 2016 (N'pur)

Shri R.L. Gajbhiye ..Applicant
. Vs, .
The State of Mah, & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri P.S. Wathore, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

5. In the midst of hearing learned Advocate for the

applicant states as follows:-

Apphcant would elect to prepare an appeal
before His Exceliency the Governor, and in the
event he may make statement to consider
whether he wants to withdraw the present O.A,
filed before the Nagpur Bench.

3. In that background, learned Advocate for the

Applicant did not press the present application,

4. M.A. is accordingly dismissed of. 7\

Sd/-

Pt -,
{A.H. Joshi, Q
Chairman®

sba
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(Advocate

(Presenting Officer................ e

TR S TR T LR AR P L AL L AR AR A

..... Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
A_ppeurance,"l‘ribdnul’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

......... e viveereaerneneerren)
Tribunal’ s orders
Date : 07.09.2016.
0.A.No.338 of 2016
Shri A.D. Borade ..Applicant

Vs,

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

1. None - for the Applicant.  Heard Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the jearned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Office report shows that notice to he served on

the Respondents is not collected by the Advocate for

the Applicant.
3. - Q.A is dismissed for want of prosecution.
Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, 4.X V"
Chairman
sha
[PTO.
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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
‘ . - oo e IR
Original Appleation N6~ """ U of 20 ' ? S Dgimier
‘ P ... Applicant/s
CAAVOCALE . eeveeeeieriene rivesereeeissetnegensssssinncsisessnabid
persus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presén;inngﬁcer...,..., ........ ereeeest e s TN v eeerer e ) |
thce Notes; Oftice Memqranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
dlrections and Reglstrara orders ' ’
Date : 07.09.2016.
0.A.No.783 of 2016
Shri L.Y. Bhagale ' -..Applicant
- Vs, .
The State of Mah. & Ors. ' ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri N.P. Dalvi, the learned Advocate for

" the Applicant and Smt. 5. Suryawanshi, the learned

' Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Offlce report shows that Appllcant has not

collected the notice for serving on the Respondents

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for
en|argem:ent of returnable date and undertakes to

serve the: Réqundents expeditiously.

CoRAM o 4, Réjturnab|e date is extended to 10.11.2016, if

notices are not collected within 15 days, O.A. shall

stand dismissed without further reference to the

Tribunal.
o Addeoosns D the Applichnt. ‘ '
Sl s RANY R‘M*)W) 5.  5.0.t010.11.2016.
Cro/patordsn em ndent/s : :
Al To....\a) )16, o - Sdr
| o - (A.H.]bshq:f)"‘
: - Chairma
sha -

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

Trihuhal’ s orders

DATE: 7\3\] f-

AL B feshi (Chairman)

; -
T T + o
FRREANEI L MR '.,muu)%\x

avy tL'W,‘).th/a‘ ‘
LEVE ?U-?a&ﬂ for o5
ho\A\lrd Rocht Prscle LR 6.

S-6: 40 Vo\n)ie _
’{‘i‘—c/

Date :07.09.2016.
0.A.No.261 of 2016

Smt. R.R. Patil

© ..Applicant
Vs. ;
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri A. Gharate, the learned Advocate

hdlding for Shri D.V. Sutar, the iearned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. N.G. Gohad, the learned
Presenting Officef for the Respondents No.1 to 4, Shri
PV. Patil, the learned Advocate for the Respondent
No.S and holding Smt. S. Pokale, the Iearned Advocate

holding for Shri A. Sale, the learned Advocate for the

_Respondent No.6.

2. Office report shows that Applicant has not taken

the Tribunal’s notice.

3, Shri A. Gharate, learned Advocate holding for
Shri D.V. Sutar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
states that returnable date may be extended for

enabling him to serve the notices.

4, lssue fresh notice returnable on 10.11.2016.

5. If notices are nbt collected from the ‘offilce on or
before 26.09.2016, 0.A. shall stand dismissed without

further reference to the Tribunal.

6 5.0 t010.11.2016. - }

Sd/-

(A.H. Joshn&)
Chairma

sha -



Admin
Text Box
             Sd/-


(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

iSpl.- MAT-F-2° .

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. of 20 L ' DISTRlICT
: = S s 'Applicant/s
{Advocate .......... SUURUPUPRR ‘u‘/' .......... ) | |
e
e ; versus’ ‘

T Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer ..o e ) |
vOffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corvum, -
Appeurunce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ' '
0. A.877/2016
Ms. S.M.More _ ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri &B. KR Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit
holding for Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

* Issue notice returnable on 22.09.2016.

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
o : ‘ 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 fite Affidavit ol
compliance and notice. ‘ Lo

S F.:U,‘}‘Ri {Chrirman) - 7
LHEB onberya 1 - S.0. to 227 September, 2016,

e ——

G P ’:...‘...-.\s.‘ﬂ.u. j“ﬁ Aa‘l <. . Sd/
£ dssein Sr B Appticent |  ~ AKB. Malik) ~ ¢ . Uﬁ\\)

O
QL1 /5055 temeerrmeivssessssssp s _ ‘Member (J)
5= the Pesrondant/s : ’ N7 NO NN1A

AR MTERL



Admin
Text Box

                    Sd/-


ULl APpRLICAtion ING. . ot ZuU DisTRICT

..... Applicant/s
(ACIVOUIER « o oereeriieinr s oo )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting LT i tesS TUTT U U TV TT U U UU OO PPPOTOPPPPRT )
Ofjee Notes, Office Memoranda ot Covum,
Appearance, Tribapsats veders or Tribunal’ s orders
girections und Registiar’s orders
Q‘Z_0_9_@_1§
0.A No 1059/2015
Dr S.B Deshmukh ... Appiicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Applicant and Advocate absent. = Heard

Shii D.B Khaire, learned Special Counsel for

~ Respondent no. 1 and Shri K.B Bhise holding for

Shri A.J Chougule, learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents. |

DATE : ’7|C\ \ \ s The Applicant has been remaining absent
CORAM ; ~ for quite sometime. He was absent on 8.1.2016,
Howble Shii. RAJIV AGARWAL '

{Vire - Chairman) ‘ 26.3.2016, 5.6.2016, 296.2016, 20.7.2016, .

Hen bie Sha K. B, MALIR (Member)

APPTARANCE: 3.8.2016 and 29.8.2016.

w3 Blie . It is clear that Applicant is no more

sn&%ﬁ?ﬁ Q""’* Aoals oot gadel  interested  in'  prosecuting this  Original

PGP0, for the Re dent . . ] .
DB \4_1,0\@;._;‘5_?1%5\ cawngel Application and the same 1s accordingly

-Qmox,_p‘MQ‘P

i Fomn
O R cas Ais grissed Qoaz
&Q.QCDQD,H—. | %{4 - Sd/- Sq/-

B Madd T (Rafly Agardal) Q

Member (J) ' Vice-Chairman

dismissed in default with no order as to costs.

Akn

(170



Admin
Text Box
        Sd/-                                     Sd/-


THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

C.A.NO.64 OF 2016 IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.179 OF 2013

L.T. Khopkar ‘ ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Others. ....Respondents

Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

Smt. K.S. Gaik_wad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHR! A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN

DATE :07.09.2016.

ORDER

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.

K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Offi;:er for the Respondents.

2. The Contemnor, Respondent No.1, Dr. Shri D.R. Kulkarni, working as Medical
Superintendent, G.T. Hospital, Mumbai is present and has tendered the apology written
in own hand, signed and affirmed by him. Dr. Shri D.R. Kulkarni, Medical
Superintendent has expressed apologies for failure on his bart from quickly responding
to the Contempt notice, which he ought to have done by bringing to Applicant’s notice

his difficulties and limitations.

3. Apology tendered by Dr. Shri D.R. Kulkarni, Medical Superintendent, G.T.
Hospital, Mumbai is taken on record. Apology is seem to be genuine and has come
from the heart of the Contemnor.

In this view of the matter, upon accepting the apology, notice of Contempt is
recalled in so far as Contemnor, Respondent No.1, Dr. Shri D.R. Kulkarni, working as

Medical Superintendent, G.T. Hospital, Mumbai is concerned.

4. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents states that the draft

affidavits of remaining Contemnors are received, however, they are not present.




5. It has to be recorded that bare apology either type-written or computer
generated fails to exhibit / demonstrate that the apology has come from the bottom of
heart. Such apology creates impression that those are tendered sheerly for the sake of

compliance and with object to get out of the action.

6. This Tribunal would expect wiser counsel to prevail on the Contemnors, ant it is
hoped that the Contemnors file proper affidavits and record what action they \ rould

take to avoid the situation of being called in the Contempt.

7. It is hoped that the respondents would act prudently.
8. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents prays for one weeks time.
9, Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

10. S.0. to 06.10.2016. &

(A.H. joshi, J.)
Chairman




Uersas

The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondent/s
(Prescnting Officer........... ... . .................... )
-““'—-—-*“-'——nw__- - —m*—*‘hq“”_m“‘?_“h‘“‘h"‘_“ﬁ—‘—-‘-
Otiiee Nores, Oftico Memorandy of loram, - ‘
Appearunce, Tribunal's vedors e Tribunal’ g orders
dircetions und Registears om s ‘
— e —— — i‘,_%,__‘A;__.__,‘“_‘,_,_Lﬁ__E. _—
07.09.2016
LM I.4UL0
0.A No 656/2015
Shri D.A Puranik ... Applicant-

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

Heard Shri A.R Joshi, learned advocate tor
the Applicant and Shri A.J Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Presenting Officer placed on
! record a communication from the State

Government in  Home Department dated
7.9.2016 to the learned C.P.O, a copy thereof
has been furnished to Mr Joshi and t'.e same ;s

{!
|
|

- ' | & also taken on record of this 0.A and for record is
DAIE: | ‘ marked as Exh-X.
CORAM : :
Haa'hlz i, RANV AGARWAL ’ In view of the contents thereof more
Houble st e n (‘t'i‘ftsvj}CIXaé?lnaﬂ) particularly the contents of para 3 t_hereof, the
U TS R B MALIK (Member) same is accepted and the O.A 1s disposed of.
f‘:ﬂ‘iﬁflﬂ?_ The contents of para 3 thereof are treated as
shwﬁpdgs undertaking, It is further directed that the

e _— Application Form submitted by the Applicant on
Advocase for the Ssplicant . .
s Iy e Lk m_d_@ 4.8.2015 in whatsoever manner it may be, shall
SRS, Rondui SRR CO not be held against her for future recruitment.
CED/PO. fur the Respandents :

_' Original  Application s disposed o1

— At O+ A s olis POSEUJ accordingly with no order as to costs,

% Sd/-

Sd/-
" Ny
~(R.B. Malik) (Rafiv Ag&Twal)

Member (J) Vice-Chairman

- Akn

[R1o
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versus

The State of Mahérashtra_and others

(Presenting Officer.,.......cco vecorirerns peeereeararers

..... Respondent/s

........ eemrneeen )

Office Notes, Off e Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance Tribunal’s orders or
directio- s &nd Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

B

-~

Date : 07.09.2016.

C.A.No.11 of 2016 in O.A.N0.1053 of 2013

Shri A.R. Jadhavar ..Applicant
‘ Vs.
Shri K.P. Bakshi,
'A.S.C. Home and Ors. ‘ ...Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Lata Patne, learned Advocate

holding for Shri V.B. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant ‘and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit states on instructions received from Shri
P.B. Sawaﬁt, Assistant sub Inspector, Director General
of Police és follows:-

(a) Amount of Rs.51400/- is creadited in the
account  of Applicant towards leave
period.

(b) For the payment of remaining due, it
become necessary to reprodue the bill
and it has been submitted on 12.08.2016.

3. For reporting further compliancé, S.0. to

J

22.09.2016.

| / L) bl
(A.H. Joshi, J.} «
Chairman
sha o : (PTO



(AQVOLALE —cvierererereeninyrrnrcraaas s sy rrreereres )

versits

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
‘(PlesentmgOfﬁcer.............. TP TP PPPPPRPPP veens )

Qffice Notes, Offir ¢ Memoranda of Coram,
Appearange Lribunal’s orders or

\ : Tribunal’s orders
directions i.nd Registrar's orders

Date : 07.09.2016.

0.A.No.785 of 2016

Shri V.V. Wadekar ..Applicant
Vs. : ]

The Director Superintended of Land

Record and 1 Other. ..Respondents

1. None for the Applicant. Heard Smt. S.

Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

5 Office report shows that notices are not collected
by Advocate for Applicant for serving on the

Respondents.‘

. 3. Original Application is dismissed for want of
' inehi {Chatrmany "
prosecution.

Advurrie g usApplicant
..qS‘J.Ti'(’~ 3 9"3. | AN W‘ ‘ .
Ch U L. Ul \l - \.““_;‘ UL‘UVT{/D » . (A H Joshl l{l “ ﬂv‘)
\ hIE . ' Chairman
Ady. ToQYl\.ie.\ﬁW’ﬁ:‘l ...... - sha

(PO,




" DISTRICT

Original Application No. ' of 20 :
Apllalicant/s
(Advocate ......c.ocorrienn. e )
L versus
The State of Maharashtrﬁ and others
. Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfff COT......covvvieneivriieiar i)

Office Not. i, Office Memoranda of Corum;
Appea unce, Tribupal’s orders op
directic ns and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

D'E;TE ;
(_Luf ‘
Heas

Hsmrmm s e

Z\qe

<t {Chairman)

b A

A\!‘

She ,(! ﬁ 1% vzfje\mkﬁ.-.

Cke

A 4. Tow, VLS. 2ecod) J'Br}j/

[T

AsysSed,
Y

Date : 07.09.2016.
M.A.N0.350 of 2016 in 0.A.St.N0.1722 of 2016 (N'pur)

Shri R.L. Gajbhiye .Applicant

Vs.

The State qf Mah. & Ors. ...Réspondents

1. Heard Shri P.S. Wathore, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Inthe midst of hearing learned Advocate for the

applicant states as follows:-

Applicant would elect to prepare an appeal
~ before His Excellency the Governor, and in the
event he may make statement to consider
whether he wants to withdraw the present O.A.

filed before the Nagpur Bench.

3. In that background, learned Advocate for the

Applicant did not press the present application.

\

4.  M.A.is accordingly dismissed of.

3 - 7 n(‘—
(A.H. Joshi, )@
Chairman?

sba



Uriginal Application INo. or 2y : ‘ S LSRG

L Applicant/s
(Advocate ..,cccoeeeenynns frrenenans ,< ................................ !
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
wr... Respondent/s

(Presenting Offi .or...... [T RO PO TP U USUP PP TP e )

Otfice Not s, Office Memorgnda of Coram,
Appe: rance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
dire:t ons and Registrar’s orders

Date : 07.09.2016.

0.A.No.259 of 2016 with 0.A.No.260 of 2016

Udyog Sanchanalay Kshetra

Sahayak Sanghathana ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondénts.

1., Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate for
‘the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents

has tendered affidavits. It is taken on record.

3. Learﬁed Advocate Shri D.B. Khaire for the Applicant’

prays for time to examine and argue on the next date.

In vi'e‘w of the foregoing, adjourned to 14.11.2016.

\ <ol el iemon) . ‘ :
E : \ - . ' e \vur % y
p 6 Vyrave | | (A.H. Joshi, 1.) k
, ‘ - Chairman _

prk

\

o




(Advocate

.......................
seny . N N T R P T R TR Y

versus -

The State of Maharashtr;a and others

(Presenting Officer........... ... feeereera et

..... Respondent/s

FERPTOTSTRPTRRR Y

Oftice Notes, Cfti . Memoranda of Coram,
Appearr .ce Tribunal’s orders or
direc_ic s and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

S et irman)

£l : 5 5_‘&7516\).5“?%.]\,,.

| “‘“ﬁ

-

Date : 07.09.2016.
' ‘ 0.A.No0.606 of 2016

Shri A.R. Kharat ..Applicant

Vs, , .
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. S. Suryawanshi,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

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

weeks time saying that para-wise remarks are received.

3. ‘Office report shows that Advocate for the

Applicant haé not coilected the notice.

4. 1tis seen that office reportis signed by Research

Officer Shri Shende.

5.  Registrar is directed to issue suitable warning to
the officer concern because he has made the report
without reading the Tribunal’s notice, order regarding

and waiving of service.

6. S.0.t027.10.2016. ﬂ

/ e . A
(A.H. Joshi,”JQ »

: Chairman

sha

[ D27



Office Notes, Office Memoranda ef Corum,
Appenrunee, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s vyders
directions and Registrar's orders

Date : 0_7.09.2016.

0.A.N0.261 of 2016

Smt. R.R. Patil ~ ..Applicant

Vs. _
The State of Mah. & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri A. Gharate, the learned Advocate

holding for Shri D.V. Sutar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. N.‘G. Gohad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents No.1 to 4, Shri
p.V. Patil, the learned Advocate for the Respondent
No.S and holding Smt. S. Pokale, the Ieafn_ed Advocate
holding for Shri A. Sale, the learned Advocate for the

Respondent No.6.

2. Office report shows that Applicant has not taken

the Tribunal’s notice.

3. Shri A. Gharate, learned Advocate holding for
Shri D.V. Sutar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
states that returnable date may be extended for

enabling him to serve the notices.

DATE : '7\‘)\] L

T

FL e ey Cha 4, lssue fresh notice returnable on 10.11.2016.
PRl e {Chairman) :
Thtal ‘i\‘i‘.‘i !."3-"“.111}',\,1}7‘-'\ . )
AFTEAR T 5. If notices are not collected from the office on or
ST S M‘\‘Z‘d' Lyl before 26.09.2016, O.A. shall stand dismissed without
o ON.Sxkory :
S.i. , L H §§ ‘_ he- ! furthér reference to the Tribunal. ;
Croodo lae o, Mhorianada \p}gL‘ '
PPy ekl £y Roys 6 5.0.t010.11.2016. - %
g L VAT ] YRR 7 25 |
O\Mra foredd Pscle R0 6. . :

= | , (A.H. Joshi;g.)
. Chairman@



(Advocate....,,., - )
........

persus -

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Qffice: ,...,cccccviiinimrnpmnnnn,

OOV -

Ofiice Notot Offive Memoranda of Coram,
Appeu ance, Tribunal’s orders or
directi ms and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

13

o Mone R the ef(),

et v L aol
W, o 1 1A
=4 - L . N
T e P PRt SO R
/o B T Y TRV YV

'dJ—TOC/Pf :.}dum\if’ﬁ*

Y
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Date : 07.09.2016.

O.A.No.338 of 2016

Shri A.D. Borade ..Applicant

. Vs, ,
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. None for the Applicant. Heard Smt. K.S.

- Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Offi;‘e report shows that notice to be sefvéd on
the Respohdents is not collected by the Advocate for

the Applicant.

3. O.A. is dismissed for want of prosecution.

N

/ - ey Y e
(A.H. Joshi,"f.

Chairman
sha
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Office Notes, Offi ;e Memaoranda of Coram,
Appedrar 2e, Tribunal’s orders or
directior . and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders
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Date : 07.09.2016.

0.A.No.783 of 2016

Shri L.Y. Bhagale ..Applicant
Vs, .

The State of Mah. & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri N.P. Dalvi, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. S. SuryaWanshi, the learned

presenting Officer for the Respondents.

5 Office report shows that Applicant has not

collected the notice for serving on the Respondents.

3, Leérned Advocate for the Applicant prays for
enlargement of ceturnable date and undertakes to

serve the Respdndents expeditiously.

A 4. Re“turnable date is extended to 10.11.2016, if

notices are not collected within 15 days, O.A. shall
stand dismissed without further reference to the

Tribunal."

5. S.0.to10.11.2016. \

’/(A.H. Jo_s,hw.) o

Chairma
sha
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(Advpeate ...,.ooeearvneanene e e e e verers)

versus

The State of Maharashtra%and others

e Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiC fT. ... oereers s eeeenere e )
Office Notu s, 01’;icé Memoranda of Coram,
Appen Bnee, Tribunal’s orders or - : Tribunal’s orders
directi ns and Registrar's orders ‘ ‘
Date : 07.09.2016.
0.A.No0.246 of 2016
Shri J.V. Kadam ..Applicant
Vs, ,
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt, K.S. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Abplicant Shri K.R.
: 7'5,]5 ‘ ' | Jagdale prays for four weeks time to find out whether:-

Similarly situated persons i.e. Government

TR
) Servant who was suspended, had succeeded

abeiyrA

o h ' ~ before this Tribunal, before Hon’ble High Court
AR " and though the Government has gone before
Gl gt \74\9\)%44‘}" ‘ the Hon'ble Supreme Court, such employees’
pdve s : | period of suspension is treated as period spent
S Gt on duty.
Claio. o T e ‘

) : 3. For making statment, $.0. to 25.10.2016.
TR =\ L S—— | |

- “TAH. Joskhi, 1 ([ *M

: ' ‘ _ ~ Chairman
sha '
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| Q... s reere ey feereerrenenenires

persus

* The State of Mpharashtra and others '

(Presenting Officer......cc.iveirevirsinnn vereesarens

..... Respondent/s

.............................. )

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

Tribunal’s orders

o4 Jeshi {Chairman)

i PR S SR W . U g g b
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Date : 07.09.2016.
© C.A.N0.99 of 2014 in O.A.N0.684 of 2011 |

Shri D.N. Jadhav - ...Applicant

: ‘Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ' ...Respondents
1 Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt. KS Gaikwad, the learned

Présenting;Officer for the R‘espo‘ndents.

2. I_earined P.O. for the Respondents Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad pfays for time on the g_round that she wants
to contacfc‘with the Contemnor. as well as the
Commissio:ner of Police and wants to ascertain the

steps and stages of compliance.

3. For reporting compliance, 5.0. to 23.09.2016.
© ‘

/1- TR .

(A.H. Joshi, J) 2\
Chairman

sha

LRTO.




Date : 07.09.2016.

0.A.No.881 of 2016

Shri L.Y. Bhagale ' - .JApplicant

. Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri N.P. Dalvi, the learned Advocate for

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

pPresenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. lssue notice returnable on 14.10.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
th s stage and separate notice for final disposal shall

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.. Respondents are put to notice that the
case would be taken up for final disposa'i at the stage of
admission hearing.

5. This intimation/notice is orderedlunder 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. $.0.t014.10.2016. \

(A.H. Joshi, £} -

/ JQ«.\V")
Chairman

sbha



versts

The State of Maharvashtira and others -

(Presenting Officer

Respondent/s

Office Notes, Otfice Memornndn of Cortom,
Apponrance, Pribunal’s ovders or
directivns und Registrar’s orders

Tribunsl’s orders
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0.A No 65, 89, 90, 315 & 894/2015

Shri 8.C Sonawane & ors ... Applicants
Vs,

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar with Shri
K.R Jagdale, learned advocate for the Applicants
and Ms Neelima Gohad with Ms Savita
Suyravanshi learned P.O for the Respondents.

The compliance with our order dated

£ 9.8.2016 for which yesterday the matter was got

adjourned for today is mnot fe. thcoming.
Yesterday learned P.O ‘Ms Suryavanshi on
instructions from Shri D.R Bhokare, Inspector,
Vocational Education and Training, Mumbai,
informed us that the only reason why the
Applicant in the matters (except Q.A 315/2015)
were not continued was that thdre ACRs were
not received. Now even that aspecf of the matter
relapses into uncertainty. The compliance of our
order above referred to, as we can visualize it
was quite simple, but found difficult by the
Respondents.

The compliance must be made on the next
date, when the matter shall beﬁﬁ?dless of
compliance or non-compliance closed for final
orders and in case of non-compliance there shall

‘be the point of consequence of non-compliance.

S.0 to 14.9.2016.
Sd/-

®RBWalik) |

Member (J)

Sd/-
' (Réjiv Aglwal) V( |
Vice-Chairr_nan

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS TRATIVE TRIBUNAL ’
MUMBAI
Original Application No._ _ of 20 : | DisTRICT _
..... Applicant/s

yersus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... R:espondent/s‘
(Presenting Officer.............ccooiiiiiiiiieninnn. OPTTIUTUURUPIOPRRRUPRS |
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
‘Appeatunce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s ordexrs
directions and Registrur’s orders ' '
0.A.724/2016
Shri E.J. Barshinge ' ... Applicant
Vs,

- The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondénts

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadékar, “the learned
"Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

On the request of Shri Bandiwadekar, the learncd
Advocate for the Applicant, the document at Exh. ‘B’ to the
OA is allowed to be withdrawn and substituted by a
correct document.

S.0. to 231 September, 2016.
pate:__ 7141k

‘. hatman) | o / : Sd/- ﬂ——C\—"\\o
’“‘)*J I (R.B. Malik)’

PR Member (J)
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Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or )
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders
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M.A.336/2016 in O.A.887/20 16

Shri M.P. Deshmukh
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

Smt. Gaikwad, the learned P.O. is being instructed
by Shri K.D. Utale, A.C.P, Dindori.

This matter is placed before me for consideration of
interim relief. I have heard Shri A.A. Desai, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The Applicant is at present working as ASL. He was
appointed as Head Constable on 18.7.1992. The cause of
action relates to a peril in continuing to hold the post to
which he has been promoted because according to the
Respondents, he has not been able to submit the Casle
validity Certificate. He was born as OBC although he
claims to have applied threugh Open category. - Mrs.
Gaikwad, the learned P.O. has submitted a document in
the form of first page of the Service Book which shows that
his caste was “Kunbi (OBCJ)". Shri Desai, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant counters by submitting that he

- was born in the caste but he has not applied through OBC

category. As of now, there is no material on record and
that aspect of the matter is required to be left open for the
Affidavits on both the sides to be complete and docurnents
presented. The learned P.O. in stoutly opposing grant of.
interim relief submits that the Applicant has relied "upon

" an intra-departmental communication at Exh. ‘E” (Page 22

of the P.B.) from the Office of the Additional Director
General of Police which inter-alia mentions that unless the

" Police Personnel named there in which list the name of the

Applicant appears at Serial No.11 submitted the Caste
validity Certificate by 25" August, 2016, the proceedings
to revert them would go underway. Smt. Gaitkwad
submits that, that by itself can give no cause of action to
the Applicant and further the Applicant has madec a
representation which is  pending consideration, and
therefore, also there is no cause of action to the Applicant
to move even for interim relief. .

In my opinion, however, once it is clear that there 1s
an arguable case as far as the Applicant is concerned, he
cannot be left entirely unprotected and I, therefore, direct
that no adverse action shall be taken against the
Applicant unless his pending representation 1s decided
one way or the other and its outcome is communicated to
him and in case it is adverse to him, it shall not be
effectuated for two weeks after the service thereof to the
Applicant. All concerned to act in accordance with the
Steno-copy hereof. The MA and OA stand adjourned for
Affidavits-in-reply with liberty to both the sides to mention
the maiter earlier with reasonable notice 1o the other side, -

if need be. St .
€ RJ’- mu/!y

S 4o Gero-lCo
R m Ty 14



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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS’i‘RATIVE* TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 h ' DisTrICT
‘ «.... Applicant/s
(AdVOCALE ..cooeeviiieeiiiee e, e d¥be gt e, )
h M ) _7:3!.‘,‘:_‘,
R versus
: ) .\ )
The Stake of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........uiieoeicriioncene e crnnen JRURUUIRY ) |
.Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, -
Appeurunce, Tribunul’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directigns and Registrur’s orders ‘ '
O. A 87712016
Ms. S.M.More ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri &B. KR. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit
holding for Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the. learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

- A o " Issue notice returnable on 22.09.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal al
this stage and separate notice for final digposal 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 / specd
‘post ./ courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Regisliy
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. Co

il i g e
IR

1 Sl &n) .
_M"tx‘iﬁ?ﬁ:cmber)a*J S.0. to 22 September, 2016.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHA_RASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . . of 20 DisTrICT
R Applicant/s
{AAVOCAtE ... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

| I Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer...... ..... F P )

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

dirvections and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : 7\':1]) ¢
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Shri R.S. Patil

0.A.901/2016

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

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chiet
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 22.09.2016.

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

- pe 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 Hmitatior and

alternate remedy are kept open.

The service may be done by hand delivery / spead
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. ‘

S.0. to 22 September, 2016.

- Sd- L
(R B-alik) © | Al
Member (J) -
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

C.A.NO.64 OF 2016 IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.179 OF 2013

L.T. Khopkar ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Others. ...Respondents

Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN

DATE :07.09.2016.

ORDER

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.

K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The Contemnor, Respondent No.l1, Dr. Shri D.R. Kulkarni, working as Medical
Superintendent, G.T. Hospital, Mumbai is present and has tendered thé apology written
in own hand, signed and affirmed by him. Dr. Shri D.R. Kulkarni, Medical
Superintendent has expressed apologies for failure on his part from quickly responding
to the Contempt notice, which he ought to have done by bringing to Applicant’s notice

his difficulties and limitations.

3. Apology tendered by Dr. Shri D.R. Kulkarni, Medical Superintendent, G.T. .
Hospital, Mumbai is taken on record. Apology is seem to be genuine and has come
from the heart of the Contemnor.

In this view of the matter, upon accepting the apology, notice of Contempt is
recalled in so far as Contemnor, Respondent No.1, Dr. Shri D.R. Kulkarni, working as

Medical Superintendent, G.T. Hospital, Mumbai is concerned.

4, Learned P.0O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents states that the draft

affidavits of remaining Contemnors are received, however, they are not present.



5. It has to be recorded that bare apology either type-written or computer
generated fails to exhibit / demonstrate that the apology has come from the bottom of
heart. Such apology creates impression that those are tendered sheerly for the sake of

compliance and with object to get out of the action.

6. This Tribunal would expect wiser counsel to prevail on the Contemnors, and it is

hoped that the Contemnors file proper affidavits and record what action they would

~ take to avoid the situation of being called in the Contempt.

7. It is hoped that the respondents would act prudently.
8. Learned P.0O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents prays for one weeks time.
9, Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents,

0 10.  S.0.t006.10.2016. \

S ey W
(A.H. Joshi, J.)

Chairman
prk
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