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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo: - % *  of20 't Digidon
= ' S e i Applicant/s
(Advocate ......... e e A PR T ca s H s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............ccocceieneniinnne. o SR L ) .
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ' ; Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders t
: . 07.10.2016
0.A No 805/2015
Shri A.S Yadav - ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri Hémant Surve, learned advocate for
the applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurchit, learned
Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

It is seen that it is not clear on what
ground the Applicant was held not eligible to be
‘granted second benefit of A.C.P in terms of G.R
dated 1.4.2010. G.R states that second benefits
is available to a person after 24 years of
continuous service, which the Applicant claims
that he completed in the year 2008.

In the affidavit in reply filed by the
Respondents on 2.11.2015 this issue has not

_ \ . been clarified. Some letter dated 18 2.2014 is

* 6 mentioned. However, copy of that letter has. not

DATE : ‘7{ o\l M\ been appended. Similarly, in the 1862Y dated
CORAM : ' ‘| 10.9.2001 granting the benefit of first Time
Hou'ble Shri. RALY AGARWAL Bound Promotion to the Applicant, a

- (Vice - Chairman)

memorandum dated 21.5.1999 from the Revenue
& Forest' Department have been mentioned.
However, copy of the same have also not been
appended. -

APTEARA]

Advocats o7 ke Anplicent \“ {’_ . _ _
Learned . C.P.O " sought time to make
8t e Bl s, W.PQA : ght

Pl e available the copies of these documents and also
Cipa Lot e Renend - to file additional affidavit explaining in clear
’ ) ) & terms under what provisions the Applicant is not

S.eo:to 27 19 ; entitled to be given second benefit of A.C.P.S.

MR ellcey+- - f'j’/ S.0 to 27.10.2016. Hamdast. °

Sd/- X
{Rafiv Agakival) :

Vice-Chairman
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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
Applicant/s
(Advocate ...................... B S X T RPN )
versus -
The'State of Maharashtr‘é and others
..... Respondent/s
.............................. )

(Presenting Officer..........ccccovuervveeviiesenernnnn.

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

DATE : 7_\0\‘6..

Honhle Shei. RANTV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

Advnsaty Tor fa3 Applicant

Shr /St e G?.r E?lu BB

3, far the Respondents

Tribunal’s orders

07.10,2016

‘Akn

M.A 356/2016 in O.A No 995/2015

Shri V.K Jagdhane .. Applicant
; * Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri A.A Gharte, learned advocate for

- the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

This Misc Application has been filed
seeking amendmerit to the Original Apphca’uon
as per Schedule ‘A’ to the M.A.

Learned Advocate Shri Gharte stated that

he wants to bring legal position on record that

before ordering recovery from the Applicant,
notice under Rule 134A of the M.C.S (Pension)
Rules, 1982 was required to be given, which was

" not given.

After hearing Learned P.O, it is seen that
the proposed amendment does not alter the
character of the O.A and it is necessary to be
included to consider all the aspect of the relief
sought by the Applicant in this O.A.

M.A® is accordingly allowed. Learned
Advocate Shri Gharte stated that he will amend
the O.A within three weeks and serve copy of the
amended O.A on the Respondents.

‘

Place the O.A on Board on 27.10.2016.

Sd/-
‘(Rajav Agdiwal)

Vice-Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) L [Spl.- MAT-F-2 g,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
, - MUMBAI e

Original Application No. : of 20 /. Districr :
i ‘ ' e Applicant/s

(Advocate )

err‘S.uS
The State of Maharashtra and others |
Respdndent/s

(Presenting Officer................ ... ........................... B & it )

+ Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
., diréctions ‘and Registrar's ordery .

~ Tribunal’s orders

 RA.25/2016 in 0.A.1098/2015
- The State of Mah, & 6rs._ -+ Applicants
: (Ori, Resps.)

V/s.
Shri R.W. Dhakaq -« Respondent
; i 05, ol ~(Ori. App'licant)

é :
- DATE: ‘7)]0!' at the case would pe taken up for f
CORAM : disposal at the stage of admission hear; P nal

Feon"hic Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
i { ¥ice - Chaitnan)
Hou'biv i3 . B MALIK (Member) P\ e

PPEAY AR :
AT

Achvonste @t ree ArpHoant .
B deadalt

Sh;—éw...['f-' """" d obtain-ed and prodﬁcedj,:‘ along with affidavit * of

O for fhe Respondedts
&=/

This intimation / notice is ordered u'nd

/ 1y ‘ : er Rule
the Maharashtry Administrative Tribunal
o (_Prgcequre) Rules, 1988 and’ the questions such as

p S S

- \\Q \l G directed tq file Affidavit .of compliance
G L0 DA § 1 i .
—FeirTom,

S.0. to 27]st October, 2016,

fo Sd/- \
@ Sdr- i
M“"“’f‘ (Rajiy Agatsbal) A
ember (J) - Vice-Chairman
oy 07102016 07.10.2016
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‘(G.C.PV)- J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MA.HARASHTRA

(Advﬂcate ...-.........‘.......-..........:.-".;::‘ ...... Brrtiteeeenas

o t , [Spl.- MAV’I‘-F-2 E.
ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. ‘ “ of 20

DistricT
©eoo. Applicant/s

versus

'i‘hé State 61‘ Maharashtzl'a and others

: (Preéenting CHBER. .. cosviosoieeitbibaiss st

..... .- Respondent/s

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

DATE: 7 hb'(é
CORAM : ,
Hon’ble Shri. RABV AGARWAL

) {Vice - Chairman)
Hon'bic Shri R. B MALIK (Member) S

- APPEARANCH :

& < Dens
B s

H

Advovate fir G Applicent ¥

——EPB7PO. for the Respondents

— it M 28 Allscrod -

RN Ay, +o :2%/%;;

' Shri R.D. Pethkar

- the RA was heard. The delay

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.837/2014 N B

... Applicant
V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. -
: 7 .
This is &' MA for condonation of delay of
about four months in lodging the Review
Application. ' ' '

... Respondents

We have heard Shri S.8. Dere, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad,
the learned Presenting " Officer - for the

‘Respondents. |

The cause assigned being what it is. We
are of the opinion that instead of making a short
work of the RA, it will be better and in the
interest of Jjustice, if the delay was condoned and
3_accordingly
condoned. The RA is set down for hearing on -
25% October, 2016, No order as to costs,

- Sd/- Sd/- P
(RB. Malil ' (ﬁajﬂlz"AW |
Member (J) ~  Vice-Chairman

. 07.10.2016 07:10.2016

(skw) . _ i
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000——2r2015) ; . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL.

8 hyse gy LREY (1 ST T vy

- 'Original Application No.  * EARERS TSP l 7 Districr :
‘ 2 Apf)licant/s‘ )
(Advocaté ............................................................. )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others 1.
] e s ~ ... Respondent/s
(Presenting\Qﬁ_‘icer..............; ..... e e UL IR, 10 ) ' -

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tn'buna!'s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

. Tribunalls orders

 0.ANo 978/2016

‘Shri S.A Shevale ' . App]j;-ant
; . Vs. _

‘The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1. Heafd Shri S.S Dere, 'lea.rned advocate for the
applicant and Mrs Krantj S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. i

2. Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 25.10.2016. oo G ,
3. ° Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need
not be issued. i e are '
4, Appﬁcarit is authorized and directed to serve
on Respondent intimatipn/notice of date of hearing
duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete

DATE : _7|mh6

Hon'tie Sivi. RAJTV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

Paper book of O.A. Respondent is put to notice that
the case would be taken up for final dispnsal at the
Stage of admission hearing. - :

Han'hle L e AR e (:Vz.lllbcl; ) it : !
APPEA # ANCE - S. This intimation /. notice is ordered under Rule
— 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal

Shriuen. 280 RB2A
Advosare for tee Applicant

—She/Sit. L$$G‘Q&k‘?;'-?..q’-oj
—ERTTPO. for the Respondeats

T R I

G

$.025.10.2016, |

Sd/-

(Reiv Agllrwal
Vice-Chairman
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Vel veeo

The State of Mahar_ashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Présen,ting IR Lssaimmsintrseosetss ot e s )
_ Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or . : Tribuna]’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders - ; -
Shri G.J. Rasal & Ors. ... Applicants

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

DATE : 71’0“" Heard Shri BA Bandiwadekar, the learned

RAM - o Advocate for the Applicants and Smt. A.B, Kololgi, the
dn%.k‘“!' agni ! R‘Eel- l!:@ W C;m'j) learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

i Rejoinder has already been filed. Admit,
f‘ﬂ’-}i&-‘?ﬂ‘:}f# ' Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
Shyilfac, ﬂ? A.Mmé Y this stage and Separate notice for final disposal need not

: be issued. :
Advacaic for t:0 Applicant ' :
Shrirs AIQ)- Ko[d") ) : Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
C.RO/ PO, for the Respondent/s ; Respondents intimation / motice, of date of ‘hearing duly
. . authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
; A of O.A. e : ’

Ady. Ton. 22) ] 6~ e Wesit '
5{ ‘This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
5 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988. The questions such gag limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open. :
oL fp 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,

S/UdpUOdsay ay; 0d /0

"2 Mg/
e

Sur—rejoinder, if any, must be filed on the next date
and not thereafter when the matter appears before the
Bench. Regard being had to the nature of the OA, a fixed
dated is given for hearing, . "

S.0. to 27th October, 2016.

— — - ‘ : '. = \C/ -
= T e g
‘ s ‘,(Z».B.’Mank) 8 -167%6
‘ Member (J)
07.10.2016

(skw)
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LB LIS APPUCALIULN 1IN, . or zZu _ v UISTBICT .o

..... Applicant/s
(Advocate R O S o)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

... Respondent/s

(PresentingOfﬁcer..........,.................; ....................................... )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,

. 5 3 o ’ .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders )
———— T 0-A-120/2016

Shri P.M. Jamadar .+« Applicant
' Vs.
The State of Mah. &ors. .. Respondents

LY

Heard Shri 8.5, Dere, the learned Advocate .for the
Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents,

See the order dated 22nd August, 2016 made by the

Hon’ble Chairman and my order dated 23rd September,

I have carefully perused the two Affidavits and in
my opinion, the apology that they have sought comes from

' ‘ I3 matters and accepting their apologies, the matter in that

DATE ; ‘7\‘0 ‘ behalf is treated as closed and since ag noted in my order
M: : of 23rd September, 20 16, the relief soughthas already been
%R:Tﬁ“ \ R‘ y ; <ml ) granted to the Applicant, the OA stands disposed of with

Ve A , w - 4 LQ_'
APJE.x i L L ' ' 5« // //\"C:}\\/T
Shrigses—. S 2. PCy « . ' o7 3 o\

101 the Applicant (R.B. Malik)
:::,0;:; A nggnd < * Member (J)

07.10.2016

.5
v/
C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s s

o O 15, Aulosd of-

[PTO.




(Advocate .............. e L e gy g TP )

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............. .. e ‘)
Office Notes, Office Memornpdn of Corum, |
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders : :
0.A.291/2016 j

Swai—. S ggll_in’_-(c \r\‘,\g};,a,&\./

shiis K Phie

CPO " e Raspondest. s

Ady T TH: l}ah}?ﬁfﬂi' ef -

o

Y
.

-Shri S.A. Tamboli :

-+« Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

Heard Shri S. Solanke holding for ‘Shri p.v. Patil,
the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri ‘A.J.
Chougule holding for Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents, -

.- Shri Solanke, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant makes a statement that his client has been
given' the' relief that he had sought for herein, and
therefore, he seeks . to withdraw the 0A.
accordingly granted and the OA is disposed of with no

order as to. costs, o : 1
| ada e
S
(R.B. Malik) ©7-10\k
Member (J)
] 07.10.2016
(skw) ‘
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e R ST IR

versus

The State of Maharashltra and others

Shess Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer...................._ 5B SRR et s e mmn )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Col'u;m, ) J . "
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders op Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders ) ! . ‘
; 0.A.479/2016 — L e
Shri D.J. Patil 7 ... Applicant

: Vs

,The_ State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri D.B. Khaire; the learned Advocate for
the  Applicant - and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the -learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents, )

Affidavit-in-rejoinder is not filed. Admit.

~ Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and Seéparate notice for final disposal need not
be issued. 5 y

. 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, el e .

This in'timation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

DATE . 2119])_’?__ i _ Rules, 1988. The questions such as limitation 'qn]
QORA‘&?__; ' *‘ n _“ m : N <ml J) alternate remedy are kep.t open,

O i
H i
AP v |

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

o ; _. N
Shifs.—, D Q_V—\\“l_l_\"" e 2 “compliance and notice.
Advocae - 1 15 Anplitan, S.0. for hearing on 27t October, 2016.

RO P for the Respondent/s o ~ Q / / L
Al To-.u...?:z-hih'é i "“%""a . (RB. Maﬂ) 1
‘ 2, - Member (J)

j‘-’(/ , 07.10.2016
(skw) - -

x
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: ‘

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer......................._ SRR S

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

directions dnd Regisirur’s orders 4 ) :
) O.A.918/2010

The State of Mah. & Ors. ... Applicants
(Ori. Resps.)

Tribunal’s orders

Vs. X
Shri S.B. Gaikwad ke Respondent
(Ori. Applicant)

Speaking to Minutes

.Heard Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Applicants (O, Respondents) and Shri
‘AgaWene, the learned Advocate for the Respondent (Ori.
Applicant). .

By consent, it is directed that in Paras 6; 7,8, 9,
13 and 14 of the order dated 8.8.2016, the word,
“LIDCOM” be substituted for the words, “LIDCO, LITCO

DATE:_ 2|1glt

i fidicsaly | - | Sl
ST -\ o
:Whmmw , \ . (RE. Malik) Q"? \ |

AT| 2 NCE: } | Member (J)

wo Akl e B po. | ~ 07.10.2016

fiﬁ!’.‘:m:;'.'ﬁthe,ﬂmm f%-‘('ff-) (sicw)

Sha e L3 AMANE 1oty

ml—g?the Respondent/s 5999”“”,}

m\— A Vo M‘-/!’bf’;‘é)‘. He
GYved( s Ve o ppoct) tnVhe |
/N jta}yh'\u{b‘ : Fon

—

[PT0.




—<—

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others .

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer...........onn..... 0 e JUarREE )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, )
“Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or : - Tribunal’s orders
‘directions and Registrur’s orders
0.A.804/2016
Shri A.R. Wakde ... Applicant

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

Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Ms. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant submits that the Applicant does not want to file
Rejoinder. Admit. 55 :

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

ot . Applicant is authorized Vand 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

. iy : : of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

DATE ; 7\}1‘] L Rules, 1988. The questions such as limitation and
: j alternate remedy are kept open.

CORAM: Shwy 2., . &Lt“f_' e
£ K x'ﬁ"ﬁfﬂﬁ—ﬂ—km(ehmm The service may be done by hand delivery / speed

4N Mﬂtﬁmmmbﬂﬂ 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

Sheli 9 émn Ebg_uq?:_ compliance and notice;

£Gvin - v Applicant ‘ S.0. to 20t October, 2016,

s At i)

PG -“‘-mReswn‘def;US s | . | ~ &g_ffl//&%k

Ady. To... ‘%\YW‘,M_ - . Malik)
g{/ : Member (J)

¥ 07.10.2016

(skw) - . ; .
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(Advocate

versus

il - The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............o.........\_ e 4 e s SRS e s b )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, . .

Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders & E D
S 0.A.244/2016
R s ‘Shri LLR. Mulla - " ... Applicant
s Vs. ’ -

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

_Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned Prcsenting Officer foxj 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
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.
f ! L This intimation / rnoti.ce is ordered under Rule 11
DATE ;. 42‘\\0\‘ foras - of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
COPAM: _, « ; Rules, 1988. The questions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open.

KT RN R S The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
A7 A RANCE _ Post / courier and ackng'wlcdgerner.lt be obtained ‘and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

QHIW_M.,&QZ‘%I\)%Y within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
e i3 Y compliance and notice. ‘
Advocats Tor the Applicant : s ‘

i Sstdads g < i : REE \ ,
2';.{;,'()19.0.for the Respondeit/s : A : QC{ / ////\'J;'/

g - ~RB. Malif

Ay T0wray Member (J)

Wi ; ~ 07.10.2016
. (skw) : o
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r

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... . Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................... I s i s ettt R, )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 7 y i’ :
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders oy Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ) :
T T 0.A.902/2015
Shri N.G. Kondhalkar ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. A.B, Kololgi holding for Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. y

'Shri Khaire, the learned Advocate for the
~ Applicant submits that the Applicant does not 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 disposal need 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 0O.A. :

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

5 : N i Rules, 1988. The questions’ such as limitation ‘- and

o'hls 1 Shei nl i&ll MI AESI ".< C;ﬂ ’7) alternate remedy are kept open. :
Do Shel MN ar {Member) A i The service may be done by hand deli\}ery / speed
i post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
st L i , produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
Shit . R . Vora)r within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.

Advoc . the Applicant 3 ‘: i . i

Sshrrir . AL Wy : , e iy oxﬁx\b .

C.P.G/ 2.0, for the Respondent/s . gffz : A \o \ ‘Q
: ' . 10 : Ty .B. Malik)

Adj. To... fam)t _ : Member (J)

#l . 07.10.2016
W .

(skw)
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DATE : '7{ \Q\l 6

CORAM :

Hon'tiz SLri. RANV AGARWAL
{Vice - Chairman)

et g.é-{-o (.O(\O_(lé.

i e Bt D D&e—

© Advoasis for s Applicest |
St S M 5 Saun:l-&
—GHEOHE G, for the Respondeats

=3P

Sl

07.10.2016

O.A No 984/2016

Smt Dr Ratna D. Raokhande Applican-t
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors...- Respondents

1. Heard Shri S.S Dere, learned advocate for the
applicant and Ms Savita Suryavanshi, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 It is seen that the notice of Original Application
has been served on the Respondent no. 1 today only.
Learned P.O, therefore, requested that the prayer for
interim relief may be considered after notice is duly
served on the Respondents. - This request  is
reasonable. Learned Advocate Shri Dere stated that
Dr Kharat, who has been asked to take over charge of
the post of Deputy Director of Health Services from
the Applicant has not assumed the charge and
therefore, till Monday the date on which issue of grant
of interim relief will be going to be heard, status quo -
may be granted. Accordingly, it is ordered that status
quo be maintained till Monday, i.e. 10.10.2016.

3. Issue notice before admission made returnabie

on 10.10.2016.

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

5. 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. -

6. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule

-11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
“(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as

limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

i The sérvice 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.

8. S.0 10.10.2016.

(Rdjiv Agldrwal)
Vice-Chairman




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION 981 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SANGLI

Smt Padmavati S. Kadam, - )...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra ‘ )...Respondents

Smt Punam Mahajan, 'learned advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE :07.10.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B Bhise, learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

2 Learned Advocate Smt Mahajan stated that the
Applicant is challenging the transfer order dated 26.9.2016
by which she has been transferred from Kolhapur to Mumbai.
Earlier, by order dated 24.5.2016 the Applicant was
transferred from A.C.B to Solapur City by P.E.B No. 2. That
order was challenged by the Applicant before this Tribunal in
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O.A no 481/2016. By order dated 27.7.2016, D.G.P, M.S,
Mumbai cancelled the transfer order of the Applicant. As a
result, sh: continued to remain in A.C.B and being posted at

Kolhapt r.

3. Now by the impugned order passed by D.G.P,
A.C.13, the Applicant has been transferred from Kolhapur to
Mumbai. The transfer order does not mention thé provisions
under which the order has been passéd, nor is there any
mention of the approval from the concerned P.E.B. Under
ﬂ\ Section 225%) of the Maharashtra Police Act, a P.E.B at the
level of Specialized Agencies is envisaged. The order does not
mention that approval of this Board, if constituted, was
obtained. The Applicant is of the rank of Police Inspector,

who has been given one step promotion as Dy. S.P.

4. Under Section 22N (1)(a), the normal tenure of a
Police Personnel of the rank of Dy. S.P is two years at one
place of posting and for a Police Personnel of the rank of
Police Inspector in a Specialized Agency is three years. As the
Applicant was posted to Kolhapur by order dated 18.3.20 13:
even if this is taken that the Applicant as LDY S.P Lhas
completed her tenure,as the order is issued in the month of
September, 2016, it is a mid term transfer and as per Section
22N(2) of the Maharashtra Police Act, it could have been done
only in the circumstances mentioned in Section 22N. None of

this is mentioned in the impugned order.

o Learned P.O stated that the Applicaht’s posting
\\x was at Mumbai and she was attached to Kolhapur and now
\ .
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she is being brought back to her original post. He also
sought time to file affidavit in reply.

6. In a number of cases, this Tribunal has held taat
so called “attachment” are in effect transfers and the so called
“attachment” of the Applicant to Kolhapur for last more than
2 years in effect amounted to transfer. In any case, this issue
can be examined in detail at the time of final hearing of this
O.A.

T Prima facie, it appears that the provisions of the
Maharashtra Police Act mentioned hereinabove have not been
followed and the Applicant, is therefore, eligible to be granted
interim relief. Respondent no. 2, is therefore, directed to
allow the Applicant to continue to work as Dy. S.P, A.C.B,
Kolhapur till the final disposal of this Original Application.

8. Issue notice before admission made returnable on
10.11.2016.

0. 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 hearing.
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11 This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharash ra 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. S.0 10.11.2016. Hamdast.

f -
(Rajiv Agdrwa
Vice-Chairman

Place : Mumbai

Date : 07.10.2016

Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Ju dgments\2016\1st Oct 2016\0.A 981.16 Transfer order challenged SB.1016, Int
order.doc




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.69 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.254 OF 2015

Shri Sanjay T. Mete ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri C.T. Chandratre — Advocate for the Applicant.

Smt. Archana B.K. — Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 7th October, 2016
ORDER

1 Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Ld. PO has pointed out that affidavit in reply is filed by Shri Ashish
Kumar Singh, Principal Secretary, Public Works Department, Mantralaya
on 4.10.2016.

3. Contemnor No.2 Shri Dinesh Kumar Jain, Secretary, Finance
Department, Mantralaya has filed affidavit. In the affidavit he has

answered various queries put by the Tribunal.
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4. Perusal of both affidavits reveal that inspite of receipt of intimation
dated 13.4.2016 Exhibit A-2 and notice dated 18.7.2016 reply was not
given to the Applicant. Had the reply been given punctually, and the
applicant would have been told that the process or action is going on, the

Applicant may not have filed the contempt application.

Bs The affidavits do not express any reason why the notices have not

been punctually replied.

6. It is thus evident that on account of recklessness on the part of the

contemnors the applicant was forced to file contempt application.

7. The act of failure to respond to the notice or intimation that the CA

will be filed is in fact a concluded act of contempt.

8. The respondents have not shown in the affidavit as to what had
precluded them from responding and answering to notices. Later
compliance does not in any manner purge the contempt much less nullify

the contempt.

9. Ld. PO was called to state the reasons as to why action against
contemnor should not be taken for not taking cognizance of
letter /intimation notifying that Applicant would file a contempt petition,

because said failure is 15t stage where contempt has occurred.

10. Ld. PO has taken instructions from Shri Prakash Surwase, Deputy
Secretary, P.W.D., Mantralaya and Shri S.D. Londhe, Under Secretary,
Finance Department, Mantralaya and learned P.O. states that appropriate
response including affidavit of proper apology and preventive measures as

would be adopted will be made on the next date.
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11. S.0.to 10.11.2016.

12.  Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO is directed to

A

Sd/-
4&.H. Joshi, J

Chairman
7.10.2016

communicate this order to the respondents.

Quk‘v\

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:AJAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\10 October 2016\CA.69.16 in OA.254.15.J.10.2016-STMete-S0.10.11.16.doc
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.55 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.930 OF 2014

Smt. Suvarna A. Joshi ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar — Advocate for the Applicant.

Miss Savita Suryawanshi — Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman.
DATE g 7% October, 2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant has tendered affidavit in rejoinder. It

is taken on record.
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3i It is pointed out that order is passed whereby it is disclosed that
applicant’s candidature was examined and certain relief is granted and
certain relief is declined. The decision is communicated to the applicant

by communication dated 18.8.2016.

4. Ld. PO states that the order passed by the Tribunal is complied with

to its letter and spirit and the contempt application may be disposed off.

S. Ld. Advocate for the applicant has pointed out that in spite of
service of personal intimation on the contemnor Smt. Medha Gadgil,
Principal = Secretary, Medical Education and Drugs Department,
Mantralaya, the applicant was not informed that the matter is being
processed, else applicant would have though ten times before filing

contempt application.

6. Ld. PO wants to rely on affidavit filed by contemnor Smt. Medha
Gadgil which is at page 48, and urges that the application be disposed as
the order passed by this Tribunal is complied with.

7. Perused the affidavit.

8. It is seen that the affidavit of contemnor is totally silent on the
cause or reasons due to which the notice of action for contempt, was not
responded to, by the contemnor. It is also silent on the facts as to reasons
due to which the applicant was not communicated that the action
furtherance to order of Tribunal was in process and the time frame within

which the decision may be taken.

9. It is thus obvious that the failure on the part of respondent to
respond and reply the notice of the advocate had resulted in leading to

filing of the contempt application.
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10.  Even now it is not shown as to what steps would be taken in future
whenever a notice indicating that due to failure to obey the order of

Tribunal a contempt petition would be filed.

11. In the present case a vague, slipshod and casually tendered apology

has come, which does not exhibit any repentance or remorse, whatsoever.

12, The apology out to show awareness towards exact failure to do an
act which act may have been echusively within the power of contemnor,

repentance thereto and an apology with assurance to avoid recurrence.,

13. It is thus evident that it was perfectly within the personal knowledge
of the contemnor that order of this Tribunal was not complied with, and
prima facie, case of contempt is made out. Belated compliance does not in
any manner purge the contempt much less nullify the contempt, or
absolve the contemnor from liability of being tried, by taking cognizance

thereof.

14. Ld. PO states that:-

(a) It is likely that detailed affidavit has not come forward due to
lack of knowledge as to the manner in which affidavit be filed;

(b) She would speak to the contemnor to ascertain if any
explanation, excuse or justification exists, which has led to
failure to respond to the notice served on her before filing of
the application for action for contempt, though it is not
disclosed in the affidavit which is already filed.

(c) Hearing may be adjourned to receive further response from
the contemnor.
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15. In view of the request of learned P.O. for the Respondents, hearing
is adjourned to 17.10.2016.

16. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO is directed to

A

Sdl-
AKH. Joshi, I

Chairman
7.10.2016.

communicate this order to the respondents.

u&\’\r

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

DAJAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\10 October 2016\CA.55.16 in 0A.930.14.J.10.2016-SAJoshi-S0.17.10.16.doc
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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. 7 of 20 DisTRICT.
' L e R AT s e, - Al T Applicant/s
CAAVOEATE .l it s st vt e e e 1T )
versus
- The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........;.ccccouraiieriveeranans . W 0 s e )
Office Notes, ()fﬁcé Memoranda of Coram, .
© Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 07.10.2016.
0.A.N0.901 of 2015
|N.G. Kondhalkar ..Applicant-
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. =~ -.Respondents
41, Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Special Counsel

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned CP.0. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the
Respondents states as follows. :-

Hearing be adjourned to four weeks, awaiting for
final order on the appeal of the applicant.

3, In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 05.12.2016.
L . :
DATE : 7\'0“ b ’L—f—“v_vvr 7 A
_(_?QRAM; ke (Ié.:..]oshl, J)"‘Ft Vv
o fusige Shri A, H. Joshi (Cheioman) | . PRI
Hﬁ-ﬁtmhkmrfw——m-),g )
T KB ek
PRI .15 (o 7 \Lhawc-

Atz for the Applicant

Shri . ;.:.a——. ..... :-RM‘.;HZML

C.BC 7 2, tor the Respondent/s

Ady. T S_I; h/l | k’

[BTO.




..... Applicant/s
(Advoéate ......................... S LA e U )

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

( Respondent/s
(PresentingOfﬁcer.......w...................................................... )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders oy Tri ’ der
. directions and Registrar’s orders v £ ngiegs
Date : 07.10.2016.
0.A.No.444 of 2016
Dr.R.V.Jadhav - ond ..Applicant
Vs. _
_The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ' ..Respondents
4. Heard Shri P.S. Bhavake, the Ie‘arned Advocate for

the Apblicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. . Llearned Advocate Shri P.S. Bhavake for the
Applicant ‘States that some time may be granted for

J enabling him to study and address the court.

&3 In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 18.10.2016.

DATE: _ >hall b /
CoRam;” T S/ —

o pio e . e e

' hicdustice Shri A, H. Jbshi {Chairman) %, , (AH. Joshi, ] k’\ ]
Sl : , Chairman l ~

\ A 2P .'i':CF

S TS i
Sivisass fur the Applicant
TS & N G. QUM

C&C 724G, for the Re‘sponl‘lent/s

g

R4 - (PTO.




Original Application INo. uL 2u . 0 R e e ST T O R

..... Applicant/s
(AANOCEEC h vy resss chss sooersaesgmsals ........................... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer............. e L e v P M s g b g B s )i

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, <
prpe;-u'unce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders L Date : 07'10 2016

M.A.No.215 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.326 of 2016 with

0.A.No.611 of 2016
Dr. Y.M. Kokadwar ' ...Applicant
Vs. ; '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. : ...Respondents
1. ‘Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting Offiéer for the Respondents.

'y, Learned P.O. for the Respondents Smt. K.S. Gaikwad
has tendered the affiadvit-in-reply on behalf of

Respondents No.1 and 4. Those are taken on record.

=y Learned Advocate Ms. S.P. Manchekar for the

Applicant prays for time to consider and file rejoinder, only

DATE:__>|1e|lL

CORAM: :
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Jvshi (Chairman)
Ham't—-s-M-Remeshkumar (Mectber)A

- if necessary.

4. 'S.0.to10.11.2016.

s\

ARV CE: | '

s _SpManthdlay » Ty
Advozaes or the Applicant (A.H. Joshi, J)

Shri /Stat. 1. XKoo S Q;.IKM)AA _ . - Chairman

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

Adg. To \O!Illl b V prk

L

[PTO.




CAICIVOCEEC 1. s it isves s rons oot fessos o en st sionnesn AR )
versus .
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer

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

Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders "

Date : 07.10.2016.

C.A.No.85 of 2013 in O.A.N0.788 of 2012

R.T. Patii ...Applicant

Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri C.T..Chandratre, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Special
Counsel with Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

% Learned Special Counsel Shri D.B. Khaire states that
the draft of Review Petition is still not finalized and a week’s

time may be granted for the same.

GATE : ZhQ“ E ' 3. Time as prayed for is gra‘hted.

<ORAM :

.1 Mo Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 4 S.0.t019.10.2016 Q
Vedlan NMCE: i - 5//' (Za\
o Sl G Mﬁ‘b/‘—— . ﬁm‘;—sﬂrj‘)r\{—".
BRI, 3 ﬂxmm < . E Chairman N
it St R haly, :
.00 720, for the Respondent/s .
prk
A, Tommmd I .
[RTE).
~




- versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(PresentingiOffioer. ... a0 Ll o e Rt )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s ovders or

. . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders ¢

Date : 07.10.2016.

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

A.R. Jadhavar _ ...Applicant

Vs. _

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ...Respondents
1l Heard Smt. Lata Patne, the learned Advocate

holding for Shri V.B. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. " At the request of learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for
the Respondents, adjourned to 18.10.2016, for reporting
progress and steps completed till next date.

Q

e ‘- A=y
%‘M , ; | ﬁfs\h.,n&'

Chairman

prk

!:Aé;;».,; LR o ,.A

K\s.”g:g,w

St the Respondennuum-mn

Ay Ta. \Q)MM

CPO

[PTO.




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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE 7\\0)! L

uic;e Shat A, 4 Yoy 7 y; i

s _‘&m[\)dd(qv
Sleoneas mrthcApplicm
Y b

:2;‘.2% for the Respondes, -

/.\éij: Threerne .\2-‘,10\167, W%
Ramdest > gpled) -

~
tN

" The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

C.A.No.52 0of 2015 in O.A. No.315 of 2014

Shri SE. Pawar “..Applicant
Vs.
..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

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

Officer for the Respondents.

- 2. Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate states that for

processing remainder of compliance, which is liable to be

done by the respondents, certain actions were required on

‘the part of the applicant and the applicant has taken steps.

3. In view of the statement of Ld. Advocate for the
applicant, it is hoped that respondents would expedite

remaining compliance. -

4. Ld. PO states that so far no instructions are

received.

3 S.0. to-17.10.2016, for enabling the respondents

* to make a statement as to what steps would be taken.

6. Steno’ copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO is

directed to communicate this order to the respondents.

“(AH-Joshi, J. ’—B ;
Chairman
7.10.2016

(sg)




versus

.

The State of I\/Iaharashtra and others

(Presenting OBCer. ......vooivireeeiermesmeiearnacsss

..... ~ Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Co.ram,
. Appearance, 'I'ribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE ; 7[\0\\ C

CORAM ;
Hon fie 2 i,

RAITY l‘/‘i\f’b‘ AL

{108 - Chairman)

Advng «’:'i.e,

D s A dicans C__A-em_m Suoar )

m U lL \.il.. lxub"h) ‘dbp “\-“\_93 8
wl W

W —e Aau._H

o-h ey ko 9_7[2/2

Shri .G Mulani

07.10.2016

M.A 378/2016 in O.A No 886/2016

... Applicant
.+ Vs, ‘ :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri D.B Khaire, learned advocate ‘for
the applicant (Intervenor), Ms Archana B.K, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondent 2 to 4 and Shri
M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for Respondent no. 1 in
this M.A. |

Learned Advocate Shri Khaire stated that
the Applicant is likely to be affected by the
outcome of the O.A and therefore, he is seeking
to be made as party Respondent no. 4 in the O.A.
Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar has nc objection.
Learned P.O has no instructions in the matter,
Considering the sand taken by various parties,
this M.A is allowed.

Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar stated that
he will make necessary amendment in the title of
the O.A within one week. Shri Khaire, learned
advocate for the Applicant in the M.A waives
service of notice of this O.A.

O.A to be placed on Board on 27.10.2016.

Sd/- i
(Rajlv Agar@él)
Vice-Chairman
Akn

[ETO



Admin
Text Box
           Sd/-


	07.10.2016 (D).pdf
	07.10.2016 (4).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2

	07.10.2016 (C).pdf
	07.10.2016 (3).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11

	07.10.2016 (B).pdf
	07.10.2016 (2).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5

	07.10.2016 (A).pdf
	07.10.2016 (1).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7

	07.10.2016.PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6





	07.10.2016 (5).PDF
	Page 1




