‘Original Application No.!™ ** """ ' of 20

(Advocate......,...rcrprersinnnes

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer...........oooveveveuieeeeeeeienn

- Districr
... Applicant/s

versus

Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders &

' MA.?;30/16 in C.A.41/16 ing.A.1225/10

DATE: 8| uli &
CORAJ : '
Hon’ble Jusitee Shria. . Joshi (Chﬁirma-n)

rA

APPEARANCE :
suifgmes 100 Laklen 9[\‘(‘0\1“5«,)

Advoesse fir the Applicant - v
7ol Ry

CPBFRG. for the Respondent/s Coody. A

Ad). To...,..q'z‘\u -

6.

Smt. Sujata Saunik ..Applicant

-Vs.

Dr. S.C. Gupta ..Respondent

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Special Counsel

for the Applicant-Contemnor and Miss S.P. Manchekar,

learned Advocate for the Respondent-original Applicant.

72. Shri  Lonkar, Ld. Special Counsel for the

Applicaﬁt-Contemnor‘prays for time.

| 3. Time granted.

Sd/-

A H. Joshi, I\ ™
Chairman
8.11.2016

4, S.0. t0 24.11.2016.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAILARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. - of 20 DISTRICT
e 7 e e Applicant/s
(A_dvocate................................l...‘ ........ )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondenus

(Presenting Officer........ Pl ke L LT sinbe L O MRS )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
. Appearunce, Tribunul’s orders or ‘ - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

' 0.A.105 to 107/2016

Shri R.K. Potle & Ors. ... Applicants
: : Vs. { W
- : . ‘The State of Mah. & ors. . ... Respondents

Heard Shri MD Giri, the learned Advocate for tne
Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. ‘

Affidavits-in-Rejoinder having been filed, the OAs
are admitted and the same are appomted for final hearing
to 6th December, 2016.

DATE : 5\,11\ & | : & S.0. to 6th December, 2016.
COR/M - C Q0 Mot L : e - =
oSt Hrfoshti-{Cheirmen) 2 i i Sd/ T

Hon'filr. /wsties

v (R.B. Malik) '
APPEARANCE ; : - Member (J)

ome s MDY | - : , 08.11.2016
St/ ot . / (skow)

Advocate for e Anphicdnt

At Kﬁ %"’M S

C.P U / PO for the Rw)ondent/s

Frdmy s
;—xd}. TOuuesssne . \.\wh 3
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) : : |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AﬁMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. i of 20 DisSTRICT
..... Applieant/s
(Advocate ......cccceereeeeenns ot soxain el et et )
_ versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........ooviiiviiiiinniii il )
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders : )
0.A. 102472016

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

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

The learned PO seeks an adjournment for reply. It
appears to me that on the identical set of facts earlier a
few OAs have been decided, and therefore, last chance 1s
being granted and regardless of whether the reply is filed
or not, this OA shall move on the next stage on the next

| L date.
?gTEP . ,ﬂ“ ‘?dl . ' S.0. to 22nd November, 2016.
CORAM v KLY ' ; -
Hon'hle lust ?h 155 et §MIJ)
| Hoalble Shi MRameshkemar-(Member-A : ek Sd/- —
APPEARANCE : ! : _ : (R.B. Malik) 75“\ \\5Q
g B 2ANAINEA T * Member (J)
Advocats for the Applicant : ’ : 08.11.2016
: ‘ (skw) :

i/Smi. : P .. Wb‘ﬁ!
C.P.O/ P.O. for the Respondent/s

Ad. To. Qr‘)/\‘ “\, Lk

Bl
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(G.C.P.)'J 2260 (A)(560,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No.

(Advocate

MUMBAI L e
of 20 - ‘ DIST;ﬂC'I‘
..... Applicant/s
........ )
- versus
’i‘he State of Mah;arashtra and others
‘ gy Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.....ccoooiriiiniinin

[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

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

Tribunal’s orders

pate:_ Sl IR
CORAMY o Ry Metiie <MY

i o Sk

Advous s ar ihe Applicany :

C.P.r, w4 {or the Respondent/s

Adjj‘fn. e i) &“6\0&)

e

~

'M.A.438/2016 in 0.A.1052/2016

Shri. D.P. Kathale & Ors.
. Vs. 4
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicants

... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Ldnkar, the learned Advocate ior
the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. :

: This MA has been filed to sue jointly. As all the
Applicants are seeking similar relief, the MA to sue jointly
is allowed, subject to payment of Court Fees, if not alreaay

paid. - :
Sd/-

R.B. Malik) g
&dember (J)) @’q 1 \ \ So
08.11.2016

(skw)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2 2015) g [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. ~ of 20 ’ 3 Yimier
i * i Appliéant/s
(Advocate ................ EO et =, S ,)
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondent/s

(PresentingOfﬁéer................................,,..‘ ................................. ¥ -

Office Notes, Office Memoranda-of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ‘ h ; : . Tribunal’ s orders
. directions and Registrar’s orders '

_' R.A.29/2016 in 0.A.266/2016

Shri R.K. Kunjir ... Applicant
Vs. 3
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri D.B. Khalre the learned Advocate 1or

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad holding for Shri K.B.

Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
Shri Bharat D. Thorat, the Respondent No.1 is present.

The Affidavit of service is taken on record.

S.0. to 24t November,, 2016.
pate:__ 2l &

CORAM ; v ‘ _ = s
- Hon'ble L % @md-o-lk4;n!j) 4 ‘ ')J //
Hon'ble Shii M. Rameshkumar (Member) A (R.B. Malik)
 APPEARANCE : LA e : Membezro(ilg
‘ kO]
I 7 Y, . \L'\Q] { e , (sl 0
Advocats for the Applicant _ i
SheH/Smt. . Kﬁ@ﬁ.

C P O /PO for the Ruspondent/s

| Adj. To 1‘}‘\“\‘%”"

#L

I



(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MIIMBAI

‘Original Application No. , of 20° : L DistrICT

bl ORURCHC SRR . ¢ " e e R R e e N e - T R Applicant/s
CAOVOCEEE i ol i v s ey AR L 155)

versus |
The State of Maharashtra énd others
..... Respondent/s

(?resenting Officer........... Pdises .......... )

Oftu,e Notes, Office Memoranda ot‘ Covhm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ovdats TR Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s Qrdera ]

| o |

“M.A.439/2016 in 0.A.1052/2016

Shri D.P. Kathale & Ors. ... Applicants
- Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

: Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, ‘the 'learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. »

Issue notice returnable on 22.11.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
‘|this stage and 'separate notice for final disposal shall not

b eeshlamar-(dentbery A
SRy & be issued.

= LO o Apphcant is authorized and directed to serve on
Shru,,ar N P av _ Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

Adyoow- i G hopiioms | I l ! of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
;,.._‘_: ’14‘5 ‘e"!! |be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
- ue Toegondent/s hearing.
3;'5&{(_ r\ot[re_ V“J\Wﬂc-WlL» Sy e
! Q,‘ ”hL’ This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
Ady. TOwsewaidionn 3] U‘ st a—. of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

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

4 -

P

phay _ The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
b post / courier and -acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is dlrected to file Affidavit of"
comphance and notice.

= T S.0. to 22nd November, 2016.

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)




lesponae S
(Presenting OFFLEOT....ooeeenavmrereneemiassranasnessssasses T :
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Prigunal s saalse

directions and Registrar’s orders C.A.37 0f 2013 in O.A.632 of 2011
Dr. Anjali S. Warke ..Applicant

Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri S.K. Warke. learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise. learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2.. Shri Sanjay Jadhav, Administrative Officer from
the office of Commissioner. ESIS. Mumbai and Shri S.R.
More, Deputy Secretary. Public Health Department,

Mantralaya, are present in the Court.

3. Shri Sanjay Jadhav. Administrative Officer states

that he shall come with a properly drafted apology.

4. Shri S.R. More. Dy. Secretary states that

appropriate orders will be issued tomorrow.

S S.0.109.11.2016. /2
503, for the Respondent/s “
Sd/- |
r o i
L4 hfl\“\!b....- /(}(H_‘joshi_ 33 3

ﬁ/ Chairman
: 8.11.2016

Q .
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(G.C:P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2010) ISpl MAT-F-2 E.

1IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAT
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
: . Applicant/s
(AATOBRER sty e ves svoanavasesSuat T dnsvnsvosatsnmadas arehs )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Preéenting DEFICRTLT. . iyl ansroneabimnidanstesss o eaaae o dym e s i n il )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 08.11.2016
0.A.No.602 of 2016
D.S. Kandekar . «... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting

\nl

DATE:
CQPJ\V
Heon'ble Shri. RAJIV AGAWVAL
. (Viee - Chsurman)
A??RA.I-’;M‘I CE: :
M et MBM/ M >r
—Sheilnt s o Pl‘ (m]—d—

Advooats for uac Applicant
Shyiut, & Q mc«\(\m R -
—ewap 0, for the fespondents -

6\7\7‘\\6

Adj. To

2

2 Learned P.O:

Officer for the Respondents. None for the Applicant.

for the Respondents Smt.
Archana B.K. states that though the amendment was
allowed on 22.10.2016, however, it has not vet been

carried out.

Mepicsal

a3t This O.A. may be kept for disgpesal after four

weeks.
4. S.0.t006.12.2016.
Sd/-
'(Rfljiv Agagval)

Vice-Chairman
prk
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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 DiIsTRICT
e A S Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ...ooornereeeannnas o A e o B oo )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
BRECT . R L S R T U Respondent/s
(Presenting Oﬂicer....,.“...: ........................................................ )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders - y
Date : 08.11.2016
0.A.No.863 of 2016
| M.S. Divekar : ... Applicant.

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

1.  Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise,
learned Presentmg Officer for the Respondents

2; Learned Advocate for the Apphcant Shri A.V.

Bandiwadekar files affidavit-in-rejoinder. The same

DATE - 1 I 1 \ ,6‘ ' . . is taken on record. ,
Q@;@fﬂ_ : 3. O.A. is admitted. - Respondents may file sur-
Fon’ble Shri. RANV AGAFSVAL :
(Vice - Chaitman) rejoinder, if need- be. To come up for Final Hearing
ATERAR = : ' after three weeks. Interim relief to continue.
r AR "vi‘« : '
S ..aw’@\m.‘. E’%ﬁﬂi@-‘.ﬂﬂi @ 4. . 8.0.1029.11.2016.
Ao A
= se__ ; Sd/-
2 aenand . v ; sl ">
lf m {he CA.W ;3 nd g&ts ) ' |Rdjiv Ag&wl}ll
W i : Vice-Chairman
W@m e bed S
A6 a-9 )11
oo S vz,

[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
Original Application No. " of 20 . ’ D{S_TRICT .
' B o Ll R [ E T e s T SRR Applicant/s
(Advocate ......................... e a0 )
- versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.......cuimriiieniniiini et )

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

Date : 08.11.2016.
o A.No.592 of 2016 with 0.A.No.593 of 2016

N. G. Phadtare (O.A.No. 592/2016)
V.B. Barge (0.A.No.593/2016) Applicants

Versus
“The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Reslpondents.

|.  Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned Advocate for the Applicants Shri A.V.'
%\\\\\g " A Bandiwadekar sought for leave to amend the title of

O.A. to include Principal Secretary, Planning as the

o1 Shri. RASIV AGARWAL Respondent No.5.
{Vige - Chairman) -

3 . Leave to amend the Original Applications is

APPEARANCE :
APPEARATRA ®
Bhti/Saat-Tn | RC]

i epradei<an. ‘granted. Learned Advocate Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar

undertakes to carry out the said amendment within
Advocete for Ues Applicant

rs,,- .. 1< S G—-QA\........?.:F’
.c}z\“z[‘()l\ ionts (bfgbq;,l(‘

w@ Lled QU) L fn&b’%llé) 4. 0. t029.11.2016.

one week and serve the added Respondent and

request to keep the matter after two weeks.

\.I

<. -o-+o 9—%\\\\\@' . . Sd/-
%ﬁi—. ‘ - Rljiv Agdrway
Vice-Chairman

prk

[2TO:
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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 g DisTRICT
N e 7 I TR s s e R = R = o Applicant/s
(Advocate ............ IR Mt i ................ )
versus
' The State of Maharashtra and others v
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer...........cc... o O ek AR e i)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ; Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ‘
Date : 08.11.2016
0.A.No.886 of 2016
J.C. Shaikh .... Applicant.

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

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar,._ learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Advocate
for Respondent No.4 and Smt. Archana B.K., learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. .

6 \ “ ) : 2 0.A. is admitted. However, Respondent No.4
DATE : R i _
: will be allowed to file affidavit-in-reply on the date of
UVAGA" WAL Final Hearing which may be kept on 15.11.2016.
{%ics - Chairman) )

Wos bie Ghet n B MALIK (Member)
S . wikke r 4

3. S.0.to 15.11.2016.

T (\A pelnenzea

yAvorsie £ 135 Avpiicent Sd/-
‘.. .'QP';_E(-.B \.A.M Teveanes .

= v thio Hes pondenis Mo - “Rﬂi‘} Ag al)
P\Lumma\ é Q,?Q‘Q—@C'A_‘Beg\"s ! : Vice-Cha@

RN e

o -h wc«cﬁw-H—&c’ @iﬁ

[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
~ Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT ;
' .. Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .ierviiireersereieieresianassasnasssesssasasissnaisannes )
.versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer... ... i )

Office Notes, Office Méemoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, lr\lmnul’s orders or
chr(,u:luns and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

%\u\'\g |

{on' lue 9‘..{1 RAJWAGAD JAL
(Vice.- Cl\"u‘m“m

i\l\s‘ N G G_C,\ )

‘Date : 08.11.2016

0.A.No.899 of 2016

H.R. Das .... Applicant.

- Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondehts.

15 Heard Shri H.R. Das, Applicant in person and
Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Ms. N.G.
Gohad seeks time to file affidavit-in-reply.

3. Last chance is granted. If reply is not filed on
the next occasion, it will be presumed that
Respondents ‘do not wish to file any reply and the

matter will be heard finally after four weeks.

4. - S.0.to 06.12.2016. Hamdast.

Sd/-
"(REjiv Agarwal)

Vice-Chairman
prk

[
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(G.CP.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015). °

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AD

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applieant/s
(AAVOCALE civeiireiierineeseesniscrssssiesiasisssanssadansaiens Vi,
versus .
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.... ..ottt )

Office Notes; Office Memoranda of Cdaram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ol
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tyibunal’s orders

o \u\\'G
CORALE

Hon’ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
{(Vice - Cheirman)
Bon’blo Shri B. B. MALIK (Member) e

APYEARANCE: :
> N &cﬁu"%

Ady V;.»t: for ta Applicast
1. <. G_aLlLem&O)
[l\ 'l & -

M. M -onl-%vl " u%.- arearrusiane -Mn;t'!l‘-.ﬁn.
/M for the Respondents

-—Ad};—'Fc"

V]
-l

CA.87/2016 in 0.A.44/2016

P. Rathod
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

Shri T. ... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The CA is takeri up on Board today after having
been mentioned by the learned P.O. yesterday. We have
heard the rival submissions. It is not necessary for us to
make any detailed comments as of now. Whatever the 1st
Respondent wants to submit, he has. to file an Affidavit
| explaining his position in that behalf. That Affidavit must
be filed on the adjourned date which is 16t November,
2016. :

S.0. to 16t November, 2016. Hamdast.

\rl
b Sd/- Sd/-
: 4K B. Malik) Réjiv Addrwal) T\
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
08.11.2016 08.11.2016

(skw)

[PTO)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeérunce. Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE : ’8\”\\ S
CORAM ;

tig Shri. RATIV AGATIVAL
© (Vice - Chairman)

: i s &4 &
__CworTodhe qu:mndﬂms s

.0 {‘O !?—2-\\\“6

Haewncﬁa_%'\'_

.

Date : 08.11.2016

0.A.No.880 of 2016

M.M. Surve Appliéant.
Vc-arsus

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

| % Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, 1earned Advocate

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

2 Applica.nt was transferred by order dated
30.05.2016 from Baramati to Patan (District Satara).
Applicant challenged order by filing this O.A. on
24.08.2016, before that he has made rebreseritation
that as his daughter is studying in Class 12 and he
4% be retained in Pune till the end of academic

session.

3. . As no reply of the representation was received
this O.A. was filed. On 26.08.2016, this Tribunal
directed Respondents to file affidavit till 26. 09.2016.
However, no reply is Lcommg Apphcanths also not

e,:[M'J\
xen B

request of interim relief stating that now if ithe

been relieved.  Learned Advocate
épphcant is relied it will cause even more hardship to
him and therefore interim relief of staying the order
may be granted till the disposal of this O.A.

4. It is seen that ‘the Respondents have not
followed their own order for 1ast more than 5 months
nor any affidavit-in-reply is forthcommg, ‘The request
of the applicant for grant of interim relief at this stage
appears to be rcasonable Interim rehef that the
applicant will not be ;el—led from the post till the

disposal of this O.A. is granted.

5, Learned P.O. seeks time to file affidavit-in-

reply for two weeks.

6.  S.0.t022.11.2016. Hamdast.

Sd/-

" (RAjiv Agatwal)
Vice-Chairman
prk
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

el €

DATE :
CORAM :

Honbis Shri. RAJIV AGAFWAL
(Vice - Chairman)
Clipi O

oot

/\\'p 3 Ana1 R

fmm"ﬁ \SS (5 ,,cnkq} wm ol

Advorate for fes Applicant

C!U’ at N AR - @\q_lp(m_.o\li*—

&uwﬂ’g’pc{g Liley
=0 1o 6‘1‘2‘7

£

P.G. Kadam

. 3.

5

Date : 05.‘_11.2016

0.A.No.1051 of 2016
.... Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ;;..R

espondents.

j Heard Shri V. Kulkarni,
holding for Shri P.S. Pathak, learned Counsel for the
Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

learned Counsel

2. Issue notice returnable on 06. 12.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal
at this stage and separate notice for final disposal

'shall not be issued.

4. Applicahf is authorized and directed to serve
on Respondents intimation/ notice of date of hearing
duly autheh_ticated 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 Adnﬁnistrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rulés, 1988, and the questions such as
li.mitvation' and alternate remedy are kept opén.

6.
speed post,

The .service may be done by Hand delivery,

‘courier and acknowledgement be

obtained "and produced along with affidavit of

compliance in the Registry within one week.

. Applicant is d.lrccted to file Affidavit of compliance

and notice.

g, S.0. to 06.12.2016.

Sd/-
‘(Rijiv Agaywal)

Vice-Chairman
prk
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections and Registrar’'s orders

Tribunal’s orders

.DATE: 6\ H\ \6’ ‘

CORAM:

Haon'ble Shei. RAJIV AGAFWAL
{Vice - Chairman)

Chet b B YR E X (AN i)
Az T

Poag bla

PITTROCTY

APPHARANCE :

sm-;/;w;r{ AN %Maﬂk@a«:ﬂm@u

Advecats for tes Applicant

_Sheimt, el R =) (J-EQDCD-CA

___CRatPO. for the Respondcnﬁg'
Zeon A

D b il
mc\\lb-P- bilea > :

RS

el o oo flIll6e.

Hawmdaes! -

o

J.L. Kshirsagar

Date : 08.11.2016
0.A.No.1021 of 2016
.... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar,
Counsel  for the Applicant, Smt. - K.S. Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Officer for the‘Réspondents and
Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
Respondent no.3.

2 Learned Advocate Shri M.D. Lonkar states that
he will file vakalatnama on behalf of Respondent No.3
during the course of the day.

: TR, uktﬂi’.'":k 4
3. The position as epted tdday 1s that Respondent
No.3 has joined as Additional Superintendent of
Police at Mumbai on promotion on 20.10.2016.

" Applicant’s claim is that she should have been posted

to the post_'which is pécupied by Respondent No.3 as

- per recommendations of the Police Establishment
Board-I (P.E.B.-I).- '

4. Applicant continues to remain in the lower
post at Pune by virtue of interim relief granted by this
Tribunal.

5. Learned Advocate Shri M.D. Lonkar states that
he- will file affidavit-in-reply within two - weeks.
Respondents No.1 and 2 should also file affidavit-in-
reply during that period. In the meanwhile, the
copies of }/h; relevant record i.e. minutes of the
P.E.B, metings of the file by the Government should
be made available to the learned Advocate for
Respondent No.3 Shri M.D. Lonkar as well as to the
learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri A.V.
Bandiwadekar and the copy méy be plaéed on record
b\7 included in the affidavit-in-reply.

relief to the. Applicant

6. Interim will be

continued till the disposal of the O.A. Hamdast.

& S.0. to 22.11.2016.

Sd/-
(Rdjiv Agafwal)

Vice-Chairman .
prk

learned

A
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) . ISpl.- MAP! -2 'E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINTQT’RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAT
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
] ' S T T LT | - Ul Applicant/s
(Advocate........... T R oy ek )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........icovueuenns LTI e i T s )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, -
Appearvance, Tribunal’s ovders or - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders !
Date : 08.11.2016
0.A.No.1105 of 2015
N.M. Dhumal ' .... Applicant.

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

T. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar learned Counsel
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. '

2 Leamedr Advocate for the Applicant Ms. S.P.
' Manchekar expresses regret that on last occasion she

was not able to remain present in this O.A. Learned

DATE: -‘B\Iﬁllé

o P.O. files affidavit-in-reply. The same is taken on

_ i

Hp«m ﬁ"' Qhri. R AFV AGAFWAL record. Learned Advocate , seeks time to consider «he
(‘.”i =2 - Chairman) L

st‘* e Shel BB, ALK (Member) reply; whether to file rejoinder or not.

,\n AR ,\m

APRE .(\A% QP!V\ ool | 3. S.0.t022.11.2016.

Advocat far 1an Ageticant b | .
Siri [Sawrer A @\ QJ\M$€M | Sd/-
(g&{r&};) O_l s the Respopdents P* MO Y ' ) v(R#{V x ‘

§2| [ | ( l G ‘ Vice-Chairman
A e Jrc 3 | prk -
7

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(0 §770 T 0 PR R e PO S T e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(PfesentingOfﬁcer.................; .................................................. )

Office Notes, Office Memovanda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribonal’s ordevs or

directions and Registrar's orders

‘ T
Date : 08.11.201

!bunal’s orders

shile
CUh ,;4

Hon'k- [hri. RAIIV A(“Aﬁ‘]‘l’“_L
{Vige - Chairmen)

fer gan ¢ A,
T ST iy )

A_?f}l BA

Shr'/«,.—/" ‘P\-M LA@\%Q’“‘“
Advocsis
elise

Shri [Sestetemad Al D

;Qe’@bf é_;-.(.é;jc*omlems a2
i Q RS. (o B, 5. 55 QMM

S .o 4@ \ﬁ_ll\l‘é‘%

iz Apphioant

0.A.No.980 of 2015 with 0.A.No.981 of 2015

G.P. Patil (0.A.No.980/2015)

M.B. Patil (0.A.No.981/2015) .. Applicants.

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

1, Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, learned Counsel for the
Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Shri K.B.
Bhise files affidavit-in-reply. The same is taken on
record. Learned Advocate for the Applicants Shri

R.M. Kolge does not wish to file any rejoinder.

3. Both the Original Applications are admitted
and kept for Final Hearing on 17.11.2016.

Sd/- '
(Rejiv Aglrwal) °

Vice-Chairman

prk

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 20]5) |Spl.- MAT-F2 E.

'IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAT
Ori_ginal Application No o of 20 . DISTRICT
: ' B Las M Applicant/s .
(Advocate ............... R e g g Ry BRT | 7 |

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer...........cccc.e SOOI PRI SO 1 TP )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,

Appeuarance, Tribonal’s orders or unal’s orders

Date : 08.11.2016

directions and Registrar’s orders

0.A.No.833 of 2016

S.R. Ahire : .... Applicant.
Versus
_The State of -Maharashtré.‘ & Ors. ....Réspondents.

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

2. Learned Advocate for thé Applicant Shri A.V.

is taken on record.

DATE: %\Hh & : 3. O.A. is admitted. - Respondents. may file sur-
CURAM rejomder, if need be. To come up for Final Hearing
Hon'ble Shn RAITV AGARWAL | = after three weeks. Interim rehef to continue.

(\fu" -_’ h axr"zan)

4. S.0. to 29.11.2016.

y : , Sd/- I
Arvoosss fariee ApnL . [} -
. )
(Rafiv Agarwa
_SherfSmat, MM& Vice-Chairman .
M ’) far the B 2‘“"‘ldc\‘ll’:3 d

MW\M Qﬂw\l

prk

[PTO.

s Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned

Bandiwadekar files affidavit-in-rejoinder. The same

AR
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\

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB U NAL

MUMBAL = .
Original Application Ne .- © = "~ ik of 20 ' DISTRICT .
' ' j & o Apphcant/s
(Advocate .,.cooeveereree T SO - A - )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
_ (Presentin g (Mficer,.....cocoveviiiiminnnnine B er st TS s s b ) o
Office Notes, Jffice Memoranda of Coram, .
Appeara ce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders .
direction: and Registrar’s orders CA No.59 of 2015 in O.A. No. 101 of 2014
Shri R.S. Mahale 3 _ ..Applicant
, Vs, ' ' ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri JN. Kamble, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K:B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

o' By: consent adjourned to 17.4.2017 with liberty to

circulate before due date, if occasion arises.

Chairman
8.11.2016

(sgi)

‘(‘D# A

Tt

s _i,-.’.w\ _i.;f"‘_ A
= v, £4

_ .»rg-ﬁﬁ@%&x.ﬂm..
A Applifam*" e Apphi '

Shri Zowr '< hut——
;". # })- ¥ el ’7 o ok
CRC: 7 20, 5 thd PLsL‘ondeinfs W Bessondengd

174%\\1; w;mhm, g Lk
c\m»\c.b, Vefrre qne ok - o




AR

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

Tribunal's orders

pate: _ #lulo-olt

CORAM :

Hou'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi {Chajzman). ,
Hon—b%e—bhrr&-!—hme&%uam—(ﬂmrbmjﬂ
APPEARANCE ;

S/t s -..\.:Q.':l.é&!@\-

Advocate for the Ap licant

SuetSme. 1. K3 %ﬁ;\‘;’wo—%_._,*
C.P.O/PO. fort ic Respondent/s, '

é"h\ = Namdest 13
qi\ow«\ Q?Z, ‘{‘

e

B |

C.A.No.25 of 2015 in O A. No 558 of2013

Shri S.T. Marakwad . Appllcant
' Vs. ' .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents

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

2. Ld. PO state§ that communicatibn is received
from the office of Accountant General addressed to Joint
Commissioner, Sales_ Tax (Professional Tax) which is
dated 28.9.2016 ‘informing that since “judicial
proceeidings ~are pending” final pension cannot be

sanctioned.

3. It is seen that bbservation of the office of AG is
contrary to law and record inasmuch as that judicial
proceedingé as defined by Section 27(6)(b)(i) of the
MCS (Pension) Rules, 1982 cannot be said to be
pending. | |

4, - Ld. PO ‘'states that she will take instructions as to

- the basis on which the office of AG has observed that

judicial proceedings are pending.

5. $.0.1010.11.2016.

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

directed to communicate this order to the respondents.

~TA H. Tésn’ ‘
Chairman

8.11.2016

© (sgj)




DATE:

$_Lul_1.aL_
CORpY:
B i Gt s 30 3, H. Joshi (Chasre s
Ayr T e M Elaen nlnmar_(hﬂpnnm-- ; Py
= i Je R AN ) '
o - "’b w&ubﬁugi‘{%w
Advin o s Apilicant | '
e PO ey ghi Rcspondentfs

.:»,d;. To_..,...\.ﬁl.u\.\! a

"N

* Original Application No. of 20 District
R 5 R S R S . Applicant/s
BNEIVORIIE I el o ovissgvsevsanisivinsiaiossipase v )
versus : - y
The State of Maha;ashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
EEROREEIIRE CILITRY . ..o covocondsvrsnessnnsssivinsssvenssansisbassarhossussvinsssans )
Office Note ., Office Memoranda ;)t' Coram,
Appea ance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directi :ns and Registrar’s orders O.A.No.756 of 2016
Shri S.D. Mane ..Applicant
T '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. "..Respondents

Applicant not present. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. After perusal of the application it appears that

applicant’s claim is that he is denied the benefit of higher

pay scale on the ground of want of training. The crux of

the maltter appears to be denial of the benefit of Assured

Career Progression Scheme.

3. Ld. PO is directed to take instructions and make a

statement on the next date.

4. 8.0.1010.11.2016, 9

ﬁ Ioshl 'TS‘Q

Chairman
8.11.2016

(sgj)




M.A/R.A./C.A. No.

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 Registrar’s orders )

MA.330/16 in C.A.41/16 in O.A.1225/10

Smt. Sujata Saunik ..Applicant
' Vs. ,
Dr.S.C. Gupta ..Responaent

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned-Special Counsel
for the Applicant-Contemnor and Miss S.P. Manchekar,

learned Advocate for the Respondent-original Applicant.

2. Shri - Lonkar, Ld. Special Counsel for tne
AppIicantQContemridr prays for time to consider wnether

this MA should be pursued and if necessary to address.

|
3. S.0.t09.11.2016. X
Sd/- T
, | . “TAH Josh"i,"JQ'
f{:‘ii -8 2ol & i R 5112015
;;un R , in ..SfmA H. Joshl(Chaeran) g |
Ar - NCE:
e DDl sl counsef

ke - wApphcam CGY\'b.WIV\d’Y

C-#b——.—ﬂ fin, ﬂ Respondent/s horg I"r?’;’

ad). T 30}

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRiB UNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. =~~~ " of 20 2t s Pirmer . .
: SETVREIS | B Applicant/s
(Advocate ..... ey eesanianeiss e T e A Y L e )
versus
The State of Maharaéhtlja and others
..... Respondenws
(Presenting CMICEY. . xrii-inniiraiash ssovimrr siessnsmarorats imsmasnssdntnbanesss )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . . : Tribunal’s orvders
directions and Registrar's orders  C.A.No.84 0f 2015 in 0.A. No.781 of 2013 with

CA. No.88 of 2015 in O.A. No.150 of 2015

Smt. P.M. Waghmare & Ors. (CA.84/15)

Dr. F.H.R.H. Haidry (CA.88/15)..Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, learned Advocate 1or
“the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. ‘

2. Ld. PO states that' the order passed by this
Tribunal is"ca’rried before the Hon’ble High Court and in

view théredf the héaring of this CA be adjourned.

DATE- 3\ l\l T S 3. By consent adjourned to 17.4.2017 with liberty to

circulate before due date, if occasion arises.

X

Sd/-

: o (7 (723 0 /) AN A <A 1. J.oshi,J
: Chairman
Adyis e ﬁlrghe Applicant | ‘ i 2.11.2016

i o Mo, N (e

- OO/ 0. for the Respondent/s

Ay,

. \7\Ah? W K0 11"941“]7117 g

Je



Admin
Text Box
                  Sd/-


(Advocate s £y DTN o o B Tt

nb}lllluall wo

.....

...... )

versus -

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer..........ccovevevimeresrerveerirens

Respondenws

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

Tribunal’s orders

MA.142/16 in C.A.33/16 in O.A.796/12 with

_slulie

+ dutigg Shri A, HL Joshi (Chairman)
TETTA

A Do Wed o

Ackiits ool Applicant
Shri (5w K~5‘§"Sl ...........
C.pae . Ush Lo the Respondent/s

Ady. To. .ﬁ\l\l’—*‘] b,

P

b}

C.A33/16 im O.A796/12

Shri R.P. Bansod & Ors, ..Applicants
: Vs. ,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learnea
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 9.11.2016.

Sd/-

j I V. WE W A AN 3‘.“ ok
_ Chairman
- 8.11.2016

(sgj).
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