THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1056 OF 2016

DISTRICT : RAIGAD

A.S. Jagz : .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for the Applicant.

Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN
DATE :10.11.2016.
ORDER

L Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for the Applicant
and Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, Applicant has challenged order passed by Collector, Raigad dated
09.09.2016 transferring the applicant temporarily to her office to do
work of improvement and development of Raigad fort which is under

Archeological Survey of India. Reliance is placed on G.R. 19.03.2016.

3. Learned Advocate stated that Applicant is an employee of Public
Works Departmqnt (P.W.D.) and Collector of District have no authority to
transfer him. Order dated 09.09.2016 is therefore without any authority
of law and void ab initio. Learned P.O. sates that she has not received
any instructions in this matter and sought time to file reply. At this
stage learned Advocate for the Applicant stated that the Applicant is only
seeking relief of stay to order dated 09.09.2016, which is prima facie
illegal.



2

4 Considering the facts that the Applicant is an employee of P.W.D.
and the G.R. dated 19.03.2016 relied upon by the Collector declares the
Collectors as Head of Department and empowers him to give instructions
to District Level Officer of ' various department for effective
implementation of various developmental scheme, I do not find that this
G.R. will enable the Collector to transfer the service of employees
working in other department for implementing the scheme which are
required to be implemented by the Collector himself. This is however,
prima facie, observation subject to confirmation or otherwise when final
view is taken in the matter. Prima facie, case has been made out to
grant interim relief and order dated 09.09.2016 is stayed till dispose of
O.A.

5. Issue notice returnable on 24.11.2016.

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

7. 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. Respondehts are put to notice that the case would

be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admiésion hearing.

8. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the Maharashtra
Administrative Tribunal (Pi"Ocedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as

limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

9. 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.

10. Applicant will be also allowed to work in his parent department as

if this order was not passed. Hamdast. S.O. to 24.11.2016.

Vice-Chairman
prk d




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1058 OF 2016

L]

DISTRICT : PUNE

B.B. Pote ' .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Counsel for the Applicant.

Ms. S. Suryawanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN

DATE :10.11.2016.
ORDER

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Counsel for the Applicant

and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned ‘Advocate for the Applicant is seeking Interim Relief of
staying the order dated 18.10.2016 re-fixing the pay of the Applicant.
Learned Advocate stated that the Applicant was granted time bound
promotion w.e.f.' 01.10.1994 in terms of G.R. dated 08.06.1995
considering the post in'lwhich he was working was an isolated one.
However, by G.R. dated 17.12.2011 some promotional channels have
been created and on that basis his pay, which was fixed way back w.e.f.
01.10.1994, has been revised. The recovery of more than Rs.4,00,000/-

has been ordered.

3. Learned Advocate stated that no G.R. can be applied
retrospectively and also in view of the judgment of Hon’ble Supreme

Court in the case of State of Punjab and others vs. Raffique Mashiha

(white washer). etc. no recovery is permissible from a Group ‘C’

employee unless there is misrepresentation or fraud alleged.

"




4. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply. However, considering the
submissions made by learned Advocate, I am inclined to grant interim
relief of staying the order dated 18.10.2016 regarding recovery of alleged
excess payment made to the Applicant. The aforesaid order is hereby

stayed till disposal of this O.A.

5. Issue noticé returnable on 08.12.2016.

6. 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

be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

8. This intimatidn/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.

N

9. 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.

10. Hamdast. S.0O. to 08.12.2016.

Sd/-
(Rafjiv Agafwal)

Vice-Chairman

prk by



Admin
Text Box
             Sd/-


y
(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. 5 of 20 o DistricT
g e B RS R e el SRl o ST R Applicant/s
(Advocafe ......................................................... 2

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others -

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer................. LR SR s vhes B )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal's orders or g Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders - :

Date : 10.11.2016.

" 0.A.No.839 of 2016
S.S. Naik : .... Applicant.
‘Versus '

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

T Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Counsel for
the "Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

\ g g 2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has filed
DATE : (! affidavit-in-reply ‘on behalf of the Respondents.
g(-\-?ﬁ“h—"[ﬁ . Learned Advocate for the Applicant states that he
Hot'hi¢ Shri. RAJTV AGARWAL . | o ;
{Vice - Chairman) does not wish to file any affidavit-in-rejoinder.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIQTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT

g 1 Applicant/s
T Rh L - e P L L O (PRSI SRR 2

versus
The' State of _Maharashtra and others
' ; 1
. Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer......... o NI e e R )

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

Tribunal’s orders

V AGARWAL |
¢z - Chairman)

J Advooas for (e Anplicant \,\:&'\—
shri (s NN B ?.S.%’.’.:Q

L & POH‘E&{ the Rﬂspond&ts

o

Date : 10.11.2016.

0.A.N0.975 of 2016
R.T. Chavan .... Applicant.
Versus

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

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, 1éarr_led'Counsel
for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, lea_lrned
Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents has filed
affidavit-in-reply on' behalf of the Respondents. '

Learned Advocate for the Applicant states that she

does not wish to file any affidavit-in-rejoinder.

3. 0O.A. is admitted. To come up for Fiﬁal

Hearing on 24.11.2016.

Sd/-
(Rajiv Agartal) ~

Vice-Chairman

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015)

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADM[NIQTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
...... Applicant/s
CAAVOCRES ity srse-cisniencolisaii8hinersrssntsraais e e )
versus
The State of Mahar.ashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Ofﬂcer...; ................................................................ )

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

Tribunal’s orders

o\l\hé

BATE :

CORAM :
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Date : 10 11.2016.

0. A.No 635 of 2016
S.D, Jagtap .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
ik Heard Shri A.S. Deshpande, learned Cquﬁsel
N.G, Gohad,
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

for the Applicant and Ms. learned

2 In this Tribunal, the métter was before the
Hon’ble Chairman on 11.08.2016 and learned P.O.
has stated that decision regarding pension of
Applicant will be taken within the period of three

months. However, no reply on the assurance given °

: by learned P.O. is fort_hcommg, no affidavit-in-reply is

filed. Costs of Rs.5,000/- E imposed of\Respondent
No.2 i.e. Director of Prosecution. If no reply is filed

on the next date, appropriate action will be taken.

3. S.0. to 06.12.2016.

Sd/-
(Rajfiv Agakiwal)
Vice-Chairman
prk
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Date : 10.11.2016.

0.A.N0.1050 of 2016
S.V. Kshirsagar .... Applicant.
Versus

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

. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar,
Counsel for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,

learned

Chief learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Issue notice returnable on 08.12.2016.

3.. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal

at this stage and separate notice for final disposal

shall not be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve
on Respondents intimation/ notice of date of hearing
duly éuthenticated by Registry, along with complete
paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice
that t'he‘ case would be taken up for final disposal 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 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 t'o file Affidavit of compliance

and notice.’

7 S.0. to 08.12.2016.

Sd/-
“(Rdjiv Agarwal)
Ri?e Chairman



Admin
Text Box
              Sd/-


(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E:

MUMBAI -
Originél.Applicati.on No. of 20 - DisTRICT :
: .... Applicant/s
(AdVOCALE .voonnvennnisns ook et i e SR LTS W i) |
UB"SUS‘

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting OFfiCer......c.ocoiiviiesansinsiainssins Tryranst

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders
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Date : 10.11.2016.

0.A.No.814 of 2016
S.G. Bhil Applicant.’
Versus . _ ,
The Stafe o!L Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.

il Heard Ms. S. Suryawanshi, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. None for the Applicant #

2 ‘The matter majp be kept for dismissal after

four weeks.

3. S.0. to 08.12.2016.

Sd/-
(Rafjiv Agdrwal)

Vice-Chairman
prk :

[PTO.
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-Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Regls_trﬁr’a orders

Tribunal’s orders

Hen'bie Shri. RANIV AGARWAL

’ { k )c’ v.,!":rman)

Date : 10.11.2016.
'0.A.N0.932 of 2016 with 0.A.N0.933 of 2016

D.L. Dhodi (0.A.No0.932/2016)

R.P. Mokashi (0.A.N0.933/2016) .... Applicants.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra ...";Resﬁondent.

it Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Counsel
for the Applicants and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondent.

2. On the last occasion this Tribunal has passed
the following order :-
=8. Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate

insists on granting of interim relief. Considering
the submissions, I direct that regardless of whether
the replies are filed or not, on the next date, I shall
be hearing these matters for interim relief and if
the affidavit-in-replies are filed or not filed, T may
even consider to finally dispose of these OAs at the
admission stage itself that is because such are the
facts herein.”

3, In both these Original Applications clear
directions were given that reply should be filed on or
before next date and in absence of replies matter will
be heard finally or atleast for interim relief. However,
despite clear instructions from Tribunal no reply is

© filed.

4. I g&* inclined to hear the matter finally. The
personss who are representative of Respondent
namely Shri Surendra S. Nawale, Tahsildar (Revenue)
and Shri Narayan Shinde, Clerk (Estt.) are. present
and have not brought full papers in this Tribunal.
They are not able to show service of charge-sheet on
the applicants, so it is not known whether the
charge-sheets have‘already been served on them or
not. It appears that some enquiry officers have been

" appointed to conduct enquiry into the charges °

against the Applicants. This attitude of Respondent
is highly irresponsible and hampers the working of
this Tribunal. Cost of Rs.5,000/- in each case is
imposed on Respondent which should be deposited
in the Registry of the Tribunal before next date.

5. Learned P.O. prays for a Week’s time for filing

‘reply. Hamdast. S.O. to 17.11.2016.

Sd/-
“(Refjiv Agarwal)

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: [0 ( (1 ‘\é

CORAM : :

Bon’bie Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL . !
(Vice - Chairman)

TR = )
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APPEARANCE:

Shisarrm M B Lol e

"Advovats for Gss Applicant !
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—— 0710, {ur the Respondents
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Date : 10.11.2016.
0.A.No.945 of 2016
G.M. Madaké_ .... Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Rgspoﬁdents.

i Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Counsel for
K.S. Gaikwad,
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. -

the Applicant and Smt. learned

2 Learned P.O. for thé Respondents is being
_instructed by Shri V.D. Suryawanshj;, D.F.O. and

C.D. Bharmal, Director, Shahapur Training Institute.
On the last occasion Shri V.D. Suryawanshi, D.F.O.
who ‘is present today had made it clear that no

inquiry is so far ordered against the Applicant.

3. This Tribunal on 06. 10.2016 has ordered that
Interim Relief sought by the Applicant that his
gratuity may be released in full \E&eé granted,
However, by order dated 03:11.2016 only 90% of the
amount of gratuity has been released. The order of
this Tribunal has not been complied with. Hence,
the cost of Rs.10,000/- is imposed on  Respondent
No.2 which should be deposited in Registry of the

Tribunal before next date.

4. It is also made clear that if ‘the balance
amount of gratuity is not released before next date,
this Tribunal will be constrained to take further

appropriate action in this matter. ;

5. Learned P.O. prays for two weeks time.
Hamdast S.0. to 24.11.2016. '

Sd/-

\(Rafiv Agarwal)
y Vice-Chairman
prk ‘
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

(Spl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN;I'STRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI

Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT

e A e (T RS S B -1 (e | Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE «ecvrireisssusasimsamnsasasasiensisssessmmiy s inana e )

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

(P}‘esenting Officer....... P e e . L Sl e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Pribunal’s orders or
directions und Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE:
CORA

winll b
Sy RO Mol
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CROI b fucths Res{wndcnt/s‘ '
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M.A.411/2016 in O.A.314[2016

Shri S.P. Kadam
Vs. ;
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

... Applicant

Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents 1 to 3 and
Shri . M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for original

-Applicant.

Issue notice returnable on 01.12.2016.

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
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 file Affidavit of
compliance and notice.

S.0. to 1%t December, 2016.

Sd/- e
_(R.B. Malik)
‘Member (J)
10.11.2016

(skw)
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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 e
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALR <vrcevssriesessmsnsrspiaessasassassessmsasbagisassasasnees )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OfflCer. ... i sesbssss s )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Pribunul’s orders or

 directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

"

pats:___yolnllb

A {
COR&M ¢ .

koM Sk ﬂ@gim\(
Hon bic Just =H- &)

Hoatble-Shi M —anmsiumar-tMembes) A
APPEARANCE : '

Shui/Su, i TN Sz Hszeqf).

Advocate for the Applicant
Shri /Sot. <. Kb NI
¥/ P.O. for the Respondent/s

i Tou FEe. Nl YRR NNE]

M gltre
s

0.A.1017/2016

Shri S.S. Chaudhari
Vs, ¢
The State of Mah. & ors.

Shri SS% learned Advocate for the
Applicant"'hna Shri K.B. ise, the learned Presenting

Officer for ¥fie Respondents.

5 Appliéan‘t

... Respondents

Issue notice returnable on 08. 12.2016.

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

~ 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 / 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. i ‘

3.0. to 8th December, 2016.

Sd/- —
RB.MakK | 51| 1k
Member (J)

10.11.2016
(skw) _
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS‘TRATIV E TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
‘ AR S e BT S Applicant/s
(Advocate )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
T T e Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.......oceumsstsmssesmmenpassiyseassenisnspasassiosamr e ees )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of 'Corum, . )
Appug:{l:urxc\-_-, Tribunal’s orders or ~ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.1049/2016
Shri A.G. Bhosale ... Applicant

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

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

Shri Bhise, the learned PO is being instructed by
Shri D.D. Panpatil, Chief Administrative Officer, Thane.
The Applicant having served in whatever capacity did it for
about 30 years. He has Dbeen admittedly terminated
without even a show cause naotice:- On the fact of it, it is a
serious matter requiring urgent consideration of the relief.
The post rendered vacant by the reason of the impugned
action is still vacant. I direct that a short date is being
given for reply and on that day, regardless of whether
reply is filed or not, the matter will be heard for effective
: interim relief. Till then, the post lying vacant be kept ke Ty
DATE : \o\‘!\\') G such, so that depending upon the order made at
SORAM : U o interim stage, unnecessary hassle is not brought and third .
L‘:Q"%" '%G V), &‘,’b] '-!m\(mé m_ b) party rights are not unnecessarily created. But I make it
-Hon'bic " clear that these are the prima-facie observations without
l{wmwmw*— | the benefit of the Affidavit-in-reply. 1 understand that
. APPEARANCE : ‘I there was already about 10 days advance notice and

Y . 2 5
e Sibcisimbelaie | therefore,. looking to the urgency involved, the
A~<\1- (bG\Y\A]\jo.AM')/ Respondents must file the Affidavit-in-reply and | have

Shri/geat
: already made it clear that regardless of whether the matter
Advocade for the Applicant ) will be effectively heard for interim relief.
" C.P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s S.0. to 22nd November, 2016.
; o B
Ady. To Q-"’%““b‘ ‘ W
: Ve Sd/- - \\
| | ) 4N
, I (KB. Malik)
d : ' Member (J)
i ' ' 10.11.2016
(skw) by
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(G.C.P,) J 2260 (A) (50, 000-2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application Ng:* 47" of 20 P Do
ety . W L s Applic: nt/s
(Advocate)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
_ . B s, D i Respondent/s
(PresexmngOfﬁcer...;..'........;............,....................,.....'....,...' ...... )

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

Trlbunal' s orders

C.A. No 137 0£2014 in O.A. No.242 of2013

‘pate:__ o) 26l b

CORAM

Hon'hle hmwc ShnA H Joshl (Chatrman)

ATPEAR 1?\![,']:

St TN 27, 'H'\n% "'M
“Advocade for the Applicant

She/Smt. : R AVAY VY-S 18
CPO /PO for the Respondent/s

vir %17

_#Ad). To

|

Shri S.A.K. Mlyan Apphcant
R
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Smt. Archana
B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 1 PO states that the writ ‘petition filed by the
State in the Hon’ble High Court is admitted and the order
passed by th1s Tnbunal inthe OA is stayed

3. In view of this the hearing of CA is adjourned to

17.8.2017. R
‘ Sdl-

“(AH. Joshi, 1{
Chairman
10.11.201¢

(sgi)

[PTO.
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@CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) \ . (Spl- MATF2 E
RA A.DMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

IN THE MAHARASHT

OriginalApplicétion No. of 20 ' - Digmicr |
e S Apj L rant/s
(AAVOCALR .cvvyermemerennires T Frereazail
versus .
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Rec sondent/s
(Presenting OffiCr. . ..ot )
Office Notes, Office Melmoranda of Coram, : .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders : C A:No.120 of 2015 in O.A. No 31° of 2015
Dr.R.S.S.G. Abbas ..Applicant
Vs b ' 7
.Respondents .

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
Heard Miss S. P Manchekar, learned Advocate for
the Apphcant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, sarned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents,

At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 16.11.2016.

2
Sd/-
(A.H. Josh* I.
Chairm n
_10 11.2016
(sgj)

pate:__ \o|u) el
CORAM :
Hon’¥le Justice ShnA H. Joshi {Chairman)

Hdm&iﬂhﬂmﬁrkumﬂ{ﬁw

APPEARANCE :
sheissint .. 2.2 1 AN Onear

AdvovatefmtheApphcant '
Skt .. Y2 SAMWed

CP.O/PQ. for the Respondent/s

PR T 1411

C

{PTO.
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 (G.C.P.) J 2280 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) [Spl. MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
Original Application N6, * ""“*  of 20 2 © 7 Dusiwier, <3

i ey Applicant/s
(Advocate .....iviieens: e eassiiagistensosnesiismmssiseyen ity
versus

The State of Maharashtia and others

..... Respdndent/s

(PresentingOfﬁcer........................................' ....... % '......,; ....... )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, e e .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or i Tribunal’s orders
directioris and Registrar’s orders )

C A No.51 of 2014 in O.A. No0.463 o1 2008

The Tracers Association ..Applicant
; Vs. 7
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

" None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

A ¥ PO states that the order passed by this
Tribunal is carried before the Hon’ble ngh Court and
writ peutmn filed by the State is expected to come up for
hearmg on' 10.5.2017 as per CMIS date given by the
chlstry of the Hon’ble High Court.

. ' 9 In view of the statement of the Ld. PO, hearing is
DATE : \d\ W 2ell 4 _ :
CORAM: . : . adjourned to 7.7.2017. y 3

Hen'tite Justice ShuA H. Joshi (Chalrman)
HM&!—W‘*MWA

APPEARANCE: Sd-

e b A AH. JosHt, V)M
ilzus,:zf ﬂ:“:ﬂ\? for. Mﬂ ; ) (_ Chairman ) “
- Advocate for the Applicant ; 10.11.2016
Shri /St Ve Yb. hus (sgj)

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

oy T o] J?! 2417

>

[PTO.



Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-


e —EEEEEEmrrm

|

-

(G CP.) J 2260 (A) (50, 000-——2 2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

ey

[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL :

- MUMBAI
Original Application N of 20 DiSTRICT
..... Apphcant/s
(AAVOCALE ovvveressrussmrmsnress T AT )
versus,
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer......cicccvrnrriniess ............................. )
Ol’t‘ice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders.
directions and Registrar’s orders 0.A. No.364 of 2015
‘Smt. N.P. Tamhankar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra ‘& Ors. ..Respondents

pae:__lo\n| 26l b

OR{\L
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
Honthis She-M-Remoshkomer (Momber) A
APPE "LRAN'LL

Advocate for the Applicant
Mﬂ“ K-S s @IM

CR.0/PO. for the Respondent/s

Ady. Towc 2l \2) 2o\e:

B

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadeka:, learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2: Shri"Bandiwddekar, Ld. Advocate has tendered

_ affidavit in rejoinder. It is taken on record and copy is

given to Ld. PO.

3. Ld. PO has tendered affidavit in sur-rejoinder. It

is taken on record.

4. Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate prays for

adjoumrheﬁt of hearing beyend three weeks.

5.  S.0.to8.12.2016. >\
Sd/- — &
(A.H. Joshi, J.
Chairman
5 10.11.2016
(sgi)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUlVIBAI
Original Application N6:< =" 7 7 of 20 T L Dmsteier
' ' (ol S T L Apphcant/s
© (AQVOCALE .voveerirrerseesrasssiisassiiens S e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... 7~Resp0'1'd=*nt/s

(Presentihg OMBORT. . coviescsiiisssissasporsnrpsiiaiinons shasniaichvorsans soe rad)
Ofﬁce Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, )
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or ¢ Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s -orders © MA.215/16 in O.A.326/16 with OA € 1/16
Dr. Y.M. Kokadwar WL ppllcant
y Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents

Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting

. Ofﬁcer for the Respondents
59 Both the OAs are admitted and listed for final
hearing on 16.11.2016. )\
Sd/-
(AH. Joshi, )] ©
Chairman
10.11.2016
pare:__ ol o | (se

CORAM ;

FHon' e Justice Stiri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) .
A?PF ‘\RANCE
St 1 P Man.hey

sAdvocats fir the Applicant

SherSme, oo 8.2 'MWG-A
C.P.O/PO.forthe Respondent/s i

g Too LN 2800
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) : " [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUlVIBAI .

Original ApplicatioriNii."' IS -' © Drstict o

: ' L e Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE 1.ervvsessssspresssmssmssisaspasesnsesaspsnssssmsssenss R

versus
The State of Mahrarashtré ‘and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFFICEr ... .o  sierea oA Lol
* Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders MA. 445/ 16in 0.A.397/16 (Auranga'bad) with

MA 446/16 1M U. A, 398/16 lAuraugaoau_L

Shri S.Y. 'Sawant

Shri $.K. Malik S .Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Resp_ondents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for
the applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned |

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Chandratre, Ld. A‘dv‘ocate‘ states that the
group of OAs which are pending at Aurangabad are
likely to be hsted on board tomorrow and requests for

adjournment for two weeks.

3 3. - Hence, S.0. to 28.11.2016. )\ '
poe_\upall '

CORAM. . Sd/-
Hon'blc fustizz Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman) ] (AH. Joshi, J.
App_g‘.;‘gk.‘ SOE - : (e 10.11 .2.016

s ; S
Shri/Sest. ¢ T U\‘i")d}fe-t/ 5 &
Advocatei'us e 'xp “licant 5 .

She-Smi. : ﬂ“‘ ‘\Y!‘W‘ :
LP(’/ "O or r the Rl.:lndent/s +

Ady. To 7’31\1]7'9’5‘

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2- 2015) Spl.- MAT-7-2 E,
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TR] BUNAL
e  MUMBAI
Original Application NG, © Stk N o Distmier L -
' : : : - ..rs App licant/s
(Advocate ...... )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others -

..... Resy ondent/s

(PresentingOfﬁcer...’.........'......,............-....................‘.........} ..... )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ¥
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Trl.bunal’ s orders

directions and Registrar's orders C.A. No.73 of 2016 in O.A. No 633 of 2015
Shri D.G. Pore & Ors. .. Applicants
Vs, = _
Thc State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Resnondents

‘ Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned # dvocate
for the applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, 'earned |

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld PO states that the order dater 24.10.2016
,passed by this Tribunal in above CA is ca' ied before the
Hon’ble I—I1gh Court and the Hon’ble ligh Court has kept
the said order in abeyance till 29.11.2)16.

3, . Shri Bandiwadekar, T d. Advocate states that lct
the CA mayibe adjourned a week after date fixed by th: -

' , Hon’ble High Court.
pate:_ \olu] 2el L : . |
CORAM : i R, : . :
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 4. In view of the request of Ld. Advocate, a journed
Honthle Shei M Rameshkumaer (Member}A to 7.12.2016. ‘ S
APPEARANCE : .
St S Sandiledale F ind Sd/-
Advocats for the Applicant l : d (Agiaji;)rsr}al;j J'U
st o2 SYAMANAY ©10.112016
C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s : i
(sgi)
s To 2D 201 |
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015)

|Spl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUN[BAI
Original ApplicationNo.’ ol of 20 : - DiSTRICT '
..... Af)plit ant/s
(AGVOCALE «1vpenesibavsissesionsnssnsrasisssriansnssienstessssceis )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

Tk Respondent/s

(Presenting OFFICET. ... srssserssasssssstasssasntisssstucsaiisssiresnisenns saal)

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

: . Tribunal’s orders
C.A. No. 44 of 2014 in O.A. No. 364 of 2011

patE:___teh|2el2 . -
CCRAM:

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
H«Wﬂm A
AP "A‘LxNCE

Shri/Sioi. 2 rTov\ (4 'VC’V he. b‘N)
Advoene for the Applicant \

R S

€20/ .0 for the Respondent/s

M\ul\%l b

w Ta

ﬁL .

Shri V.Y. Mokashi ..Applicant
. Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states that the order passed by this .
Tribunal is carried before the Hon’ble High Court and

| writ petition filed by the State is expected to come up for

heaiing on'11.5.2017 as per CMIS date given by the
Registry of the Hon’ble High Court however, efforts

shall be made to have the date of hearmg advanced

§5 ) In view of the statement of the Ld. PO, hearing is

adjourned to 29.11.2016. %

Sd/-

- (AH.Joshi T [
Chairman
10.11.2016

(sgj)

[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

Original Application No, of 20 " DisTRICT |
L S O R e < TR P oy N - f R Applicant/s
(Advocate ....... N e LR - )
versus
~The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............ R O R )
7 Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
Appearance, Tribunal’s erders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 0.A. No.756 of 2016
Shri S.D. Mane: .Applicant
TG ey :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

pare;__\olul 24>

CORAM : '

Hon’bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
zis.lj’};:.*f 2L

Shri! ?5 ?&M
Advooste na Applicant |

S . K20 G e

C.POTP, \} for the Resp(;ndent/s

2|11 2017:

Ady. To...,

B

1o 112016
Cadee b 112016

Jesued Ly The Hon $ 10 Con
X Cot\p’? &0'.
FEeo
Lo {1-20 (6

Appllcant is not present. Heard Shri P.S. Pathak,

‘learned Advocate appomted and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld.POprays for time for filing affidavit in reply.

3. Registrar is directed to mark paragraph numbers

1thout any change or fresh typing of the apphca'uon in

i

Sd/-

(A.H. Joshi, J Q
Chairman
10.11.2016

| Marathi as per marking which is shown.

4 . S.0.102.1.2017.

(sgj)

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE'TRIBUNAL

13

R

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCATE ..coussemseavansasserons B ced)
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunual’s orders or
divections. and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : 101\\‘} C
S 51 R Metic CMID)

\

A ?\V\AN %

qqqqqq ensssssacelennarsinirive

Advocate s B Applicaat

Shii o 11218 “k"jf‘("d“!r

CPAY Fa «vthe Respondent/s
A T ;
Ay Toun Xt .62, A7 e KM

Fravted-

0.A.904/2016

Shri S.B. Patekar ... Applicant

Vs.

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

Heard Shri A.V. .Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Shri Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate informs
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 O.A.

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

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post: / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice.

i Sd/- -
“ _RB Malik) ‘¢S
Member (J)
- 10.11.2016

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AT Fous v tvisee o oonsniB i iy eus sy daLida e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
i n ot R R s s T Respondent/s
(Presenting OFffiCer.........ivumeerseiiiriinetisesausinstiinsna s saseeess )
Office N t:s, Office Memnrnndur of C;:x-un1, N
Ap carance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
divections and Registrar's orders
0.A.298/2016
Shri S.R. Koli ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise holding for Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, = the learned Presenting = Officer for the

Respondents.

The Tequest of the learned PO for grant of more
time to file reply is rejected in view of the fact that last
chance was already granted'. It is, however, made clear
that on the date the matter appears for hearing, if the
reply is tendered, it will be taken on record but no
adjournment shall be granted for the same. The OA is
now formally admitted and appointed for final hearing
before the 2nd Division Bench on 1st December, 2016.

nate:__telnlll

N

CORAM : .. : |
O ool RO LI | st e
‘ ' (RB Malik) \7
ABPIARINCE i Mgmber ¢
-‘;lrﬂsmi.:.. 'i\“’\c\m MM‘”’\ ‘ (skw) S
savoeade G the Applicant 8
L ROLRC, fo:‘ the Respondent/s
famit.
. To. b Y o2 :
P
A
i =k i ) (PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) S [Spl- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. “of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ... covivrnrmnnnniriisarassssbsrnsisneraissasaeesssasssssssas )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......c.ccovvvveanis o R e e )l
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
0.A.1035/2016
Shri S.L.Gavate ....Applicant

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

Heard Shri A B. Hotkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 08.12.2016.

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
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

pate:_ lolull b ' 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. :

APPEARANE «

Sk o A Y. ]—fd—pf_e,/“m_ H{er The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
' post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

Advorss L die spphicant s _ produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

Shri/Soi—+.. kb &L\»(j . within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

C PO B for the Respondent/s compliance and notice.

3.0. to 8th December, 2016.

o T2 G0 nACe. Yebsrable. e | =
ov) 8|12}, _ Sd/- Vo
wr | ~ (XB. Malik)
5{?‘/ Member (J)
: 10.11.2016
(skw) |
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ............ )
X
. versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer............ e i

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

Tribunal’s orders

pare:__\olujtt
CORAM : ape 2

Hon'ble ks

Advooais fr the ,-\pp‘licant

Shei/sm :RaS.
CPO /RO, for the I\espondent/s

AdmiF
 AdrTo LG‘ﬂ— i qu!.m

m»tza/
vz

3

"Shri K.B. Mahajan & Ors.

0.A.828/2015

... Applicants
Vs.

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

Heard Shri V.H. Shekdar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwdd, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in-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.

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

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. 5

P W A Wy
) T,
- Sdi- e
(RB. Malik)
Member (J)
10.1 1.2016

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

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI .

Original Application No. “of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applidant/s
s 5 s oo e e T )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
' b TR T e o e Resbondent/s

(Prese bt CIEIICOT. .. cvvs s iaasans is i saiasdesssrsnsae rerriaapaanintat exsss oy )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeuarunce, Tribunul’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

DatE:_olnl) &
()R_f\\ . A \ -
L Zon Rp. Mok (mly

S ilumeshkumar (Member) A

:l\’f, e &

( Unam Meha J‘\n
Advociss (b plicant

S R b K \0 QJ

CEG P ¢ be Respondent/s

- Ady. Tow ¥ ”h‘hb‘_

/25

0.A.861/2016

Shri D.T. Karche ... Applicant

Vs.

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

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in-reply of Respondent No.3 has already
been filed. The learned PO seeks an adjournment for filing
the Affidavit-in-reply on behalf of Respondent Nos. 1 & 2.
Last chance is granted. S.0. to 2274 November, 2016.

=
Sdr- 1)1k

(R.B. Malik)

Member (J)

10.11.2016

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. of* 20 DisTrICT

R I e R YT e B e Applicant/s
7 ha bt o e RN P N O L SR O, )

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

FrenentinB OTHEOY . . i o msiores Vi vaiias Sanswssneote censass s inves )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, T'ribunal’s ordels or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

- amar (Member) A

................. i

E;*Ut““%m e
LNCR Vel ..

=~p0ndemfs

\.mw rote o adviR,
¢ r&m' R

Wnn*

.~ ’* ¥ .47
LR Pag L s

assanesens

Ra=

.I.'-.-;)',y \.)..l?lu,l,lé‘,..

0.A.84/2016

Mrs. S.D. Muluk
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

.. Applicant

... Respondents

There is a Leave Note of the learned Advocate for
the Applicant Shri K.R. Jagdale. Heard Smt. A.B. Kololgi,
the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Dr. Rajendra S. Mane, Deputy Commissioner of
Police in the Office of Commissioner of Police (H.Q), New
Mumbai is present. He tenders an Affidavit styled as
Affidavit in compliance of the order dated 20.10.2026. It
is taken on record. I am informed at the Bar that Dr.
Mane will be on some training which is absolutely
necessary, and therefore, a little longer date is being
sought. As far as the next date is concerned, the request
of Dr. Mane is accepted and for the present, the OA
remains adjourned as before to 17th November, 2016.

S.0. to 17 November, 2016.

Sd/-

Malik) \© ™'
Member (J)
10.11.2016
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No, « @ #/77 of 20 DIsTRICT .

' ' - Applicant/s
(Advocate ........cveeyureene I L W )

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

(Presenting Officer.............. T ek e

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

‘Tribunal’s orders

C.A. No.25 0f 2015 in O.A. No.558 0f 2013

DATE;_foly]. v ‘
CORAM ot -
Howlie histice ‘-‘hrr,-\ fi lsh (Chairma»n)
Hos bl M Rt aetroabor) A
| AroEAkANCE "
EShriSanie ri‘mc_—\?ea J'NLC-W
L Advooas: oy tneApphcam : g

"ot for the x{espor d&llt"b

sisssenssrnes

«

Shri S.T. Marakwad . Applicant
eV, _ '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.- .Respondents
None for the Applicant. Heard Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, * learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.
2. Ld. PO states that appropriate communication is

sent by the respondents to the office of Accountant

General and the progress would be communicated on day

to day basis.

3. S.0.to 15.11.2016.

4 §f/ / oY
— T TEITYEE R YY)
(A.H. Joshi, J"@ A

Chairman
10.11.2016

(sgj)




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

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

Shri C.T. Chandratre — Advocate for the Applicant
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad — Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE - 10*" November, 2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for the applicant and

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

2. Ld. PO has tendered affidavit. It is taken on record.

3. Ld. PO states that Govt. has issued circular dated 25.10.2016 and

various measures have been prescribed.

4. Perused the affidavit and the Govt. circular.

5. It prima facie reveals that:




()

(b)

(c)

(d)

()

2 CA.69/16 in OA.254/15

The measures which have been recommended / prescribed
indicate that the circular is silent as to what stage and the
manner in which and time limit within which the orders and
notices be brought to the notice of the Secretary.

It proceeds on a foundation as if the Secretary is unconcerned
and all actions have to be taken by subordinates.

It creates an impression that under the Rules of Business the
Deputy or Under Secretary is vested with the powers of the
Govt.

The modality shown in the circular amazingly immune the
Secretary from any role whatsoever and actions to be taken
are left to lower ranks.

The junior officers are apparently made responsible without
powers and authority while the Secretary/ Principal Secretary
have no role / duty whatsoever.

Even it is not seen that any time limit etc. for action is
prescribed.

6. In this background it is necessary to call Shri Ashish Kumar,

Principal Secretary, Public Works Department and put him some

questions and, therefore, he is directed to remain present on 17.11.2016.

&, S.0.to 17.11.2016.

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

communicate this order to the respondents.

e
(A.H. Joshi, J.)

Chairman
10.11.2016

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.,

D: \JAWALKAR\Judgements\ZO16\ 11 November 2016\CA.69.16 in 0A.254.15.J.1 1.16-STMete.S0.17.1 1.16.doc




The State of Maharashtra and others

Respondent/s

-----

(Presenting Officer..........cccceceeinnnan. Al e R o )

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : O)‘“ ]\g
CORAM

.( 2?. ’ ‘n .c_f...,h

RAIY AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairmany)

ShriR. B l‘.l,\LIf (Mw;bcr) {

s A u?f% OM?’PO%P
. ] 11116

Rg‘k. (A@%)- e Q‘lf/
%

M.A.377/2016 in R.A.27/2015 in
0.A.651/2012

Shri V.P. Pawar
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

The Applicant by this MA seeks an order of recall
of this Bench’s order in the finally disposed of OA dated
16.6.2015 under the provisions quoted herein.

We have perused the record and proceedings and
heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
Ofﬁcer for the Respondents.

In fact, the language in which the prayer clause is
phrased would make it quite clear that for all practical
purposes what is sought is review of the order of the OA.
That fact ‘would become clear from the provisions of law
cited therein. We are of the opinion that if need be, the
pending Review Application (RA) may be allowed to be
amended and the facts herein set out be allowed to be
incorporated. The compliance be made within two weeks
from today. A consolidated copy of the RA after .
amendment be filed and a copy thereof be furnished to the
learned PO. The Misc. Application is accordingly:
disposed of with no order as to costs. ‘

Sd/- Sd/- \ﬂ
" (R.B. Malik) (Rafiv Agdrwal)
Member (J). Vice-Chairman
10.11.2016 10.11.2016
(skw)
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Respondent/s

(Presenting Bt TN A el WA B iey) . S S BN )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders ox
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders
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C.A.75/2016 in 0.A.318/2014

Shri M.S. Shikhare
' Vs. st o
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare holding for Shri J.N.
Kamble, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.

. Suryawanshi holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

‘The learned. PO is being instructed by Mr.
Chormale, API, Solapur Rural, Solapur. The order which .
has not been complied with is regarding the payment of
pension made by this very Bench on 27 October, 2015

and ‘three months’ time was given for compliance. The

same has not been complied with - so far. ~ When we
granted three months’ time, we took into consideration
every aspect of the procedure that wuld be requited to be
followed including that at the end of the A.G. The pension
matters cannot be allowed to drag on like this for very
obvious reasons. We are not at all convinced of there
being any justification in the matter of non-compliance
with our order and ‘we are satisfied that'a show cause
notice is required to be issued at present to Shri S. Viresh
Prabhu, Superintendent of Police, Solapur Rural, Solapur..
The questin of issuance of a similar notice -to the
Respondents 1 & 2 is for the present left open.

Issue notice to the Respondent No.3 - Mr. S.
Viresh Prabhu, Superintendent of Police, Solapur asking
him to show cause as to why an appropriate contempt
action be not initiated against him made returnable.on
24th November, 2016. Hamdast.

A

i S
Sd/- Sd/-
Z(R.B. Malik) ‘(Rajify Agafval]
Member (J) - Vice-Chairman
-+ 10.11.2016 10.11.2016
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