(G.C.P) I 2260(B) (60,000—2-2015) '
ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. . ‘ of 20
IN
Original Application No. _ of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
Office Notes, Offico Momoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ord i !
diref:tions and Registrar’s z:?i::s Tribunars ql'd?rs )
0.A.599/2017 -
Mr. C.S. Patil ... Applicant
Vs.

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

Heard Mr. S.8. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for Respondents. :

The learned PO is being instructed by Mr. Arvind
Choudhari, P.I. in the office of S.P, Kolhapur.

Hearing the rival submissions, I direct that, in the
event the Respondents, some of them or any of them,
ultimately decide to effect recovery from the Applicant, the
said order of recovery shall not be given actual effect for a

period of four weeks from the date of such decision, so as
DATE : l?—-l? [i‘:(._—— ‘to enable the Applicant to move the Tribunal in that
CORAM : regard. The learned PO makes a statement on
A . . instructions that o recovery order has so far been served

on the Applicant. With this interim relief, the matter
stands adjourned to 9th August, 2017,

Hop 't Shri R. B, MALIK (Meother) J
ALFEARANCE ; i

L W = e ‘Dena | Sd/-

Advooate fr the Applioant . ; e . -7 9
_Shei/se L4 S -&@lw ? W) S
C.PG/PO. for the Respondents 1281‘01'17 Zr0(17)

vﬁs-o Yo ql%[]’?' (skee)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1188 OF 2016

Shri Vinodkumar Ramjas Tak ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri K.R. Jagdale — Advocate for the Applicant
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit — Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
Shri Rajiv Agarwal, Vice-Chairman
DATE : 12t July, 2017
ORDER

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the Applicant and
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. After hearing for considerable time what has transpired is as

follows.

3. The affidavit in reply filed on behalf of the respondents is affirmed
by Shri Mahendra Namdeo Rokhade, Assistant Commissioner of Police,
Greater Mumbai. The applicant’s claim in brief is that he was appointed
by order dated 26.3.2013 in a vacancy which had occurred on account of

retirement of applicant’s mother, who was working as a Sweeper, in

=



2 O.A. No.1188 of 2016

furtherance to implementation of the Government policy to implement

Lad-Page Committee recommendations.

4. According to the applicant:

(a) He was appointed furtherance to the appointment order which
unequivocally mentions that he was appointed in a vacancy
which was unreserved and which had occurred on account of
retirement of Smt. Shantabai Ramjas Valkimi.

(b) The caste scrutiny committee in its decision dated 7.5.2016
recorded a finding that applicant had proved that he belongs
to Valmiki caste. However, the applicant’s claim that his
caste falls in Scheduled Caste, as recognized in Maharashtra,
is rejected.

(c) Therefore, the termination of services of the applicant by
impugned order dated 14.7.2016 is contrary to terms of
appointment and contrary to law.

5. The applicant had made averments covering the points referred to

hereinabove in para 6.8 of the OA.

6. In reply to para 6.8 the respondents have admitted that applicant
was appointed in legal heir’'s category yet it is maintained that the
termination order is legal and proper. Thus, it is evident that the reply is
drafted recklessly, casually and without keeping in mind due sense of

responsibility.

7. In the aforesaid background that the affidavit in reply by the
respondents is filed recklessly and without application of mind and Ld.
CPO has blindly adopted the para wise remarks, it shall be proper to
direct the Commissioner of Police, Mumbai is directed to file his own
affidavit stating as to whether he approves and subscribes to the action

taken by the respondent no.2.




3 0.A. N0.1188 0of 2016

8. The affidavit be filed on or before 21.7.2017.

9. In the event the Commissioner of Police, Mumbai finds that the
action taken by the respondent no.2 and sought to be justified through
affidavit of Assistant Commissioner of Police is not tenable, he shall be
free to withdraw the order and in that event it shall not be necessary to

file affidavit in reply.

10. S.0.to 21.7.2017. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. CPO is

directed to communicate this order to the respondents.

)

Sd/- Sd/-
(Rajiv Agaral) <~{A.H. Joshi|| J.)
Vice-Chairman Chairma
12.7.2017 12.7.2017

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:\JAWALKAR\Judgements\2017\7 July 2017\0A.1 188.16.J.7.2017-VRTak-50..doc
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.19 OF 2017
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NOQ.637 OF 2016

R.B. Bhosale ~..Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra&oOrs. .. Respondents.

Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM - : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
Shri Rajiv Agarwal, Vice-Chairman

DATE : 12.07.2017.
PER : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
ORDER
1 Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.

Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. We reject the affidavit-in-reply filed by the Additional Director General of Police,
- Shri Rajkumar M. Vatkar, as it is filed unmindfully. We direct that the affidavit of page

13, onwards be stuck off and be kept in second part.

3. We, prima facie, find that the Additional Director General of Police who had
replied notice, given by Applicant (copy whereof is on record of Contempt Petition at
page 7) to the Respondent No.2, was not at all serious about the matter and has
routinely signed the reply to notice as well as the affidavit-in-reply, as if he was replying

any other ordinary matter.

4, One does not know as to whether the matter of Contempt i.e. notice as well as

Contempt Application was even brought to the notice of the Contemnor No.2.



5. Therefore, before taking cognizance, it is considered necessary to direct the

Respondent No.2 to file his own affidavit on following points :-

(a)

(b)
(c)
(d)

(e)

(f)

Date when the notice dated 31.11.2016, Exhibit R-2, page, 7, Contempt was
received in his officer.

Date when the notice was brought to his notice.
What endorsement was made by him on the notice ?.

If notice was not brought to his notice the reason due to which this failure
has occurred.

Was reply filed in present Contempt Petition approved by the Contemnor
No.2.

In case the notice / letter/ order and application for Contempt was not
brought to the notice of the Contemnor, what steps and measures would he
take to ensure that any Contempt notice or case in which Director General

" of Police is made party is brought to his notice and is punctually attended

to.

6. Respondent No.2’s own affidavit as mentioned in the foregoing paragraph be

filed on or before next date.

7. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondent No.2.

8. S.0. to 20.07.2017.

prk

)

Sd/- Sd/-
' (R&Jiv Agaryal) ' (A.H. Joshi L.}
Vice-Chairman Chairman

D\PRK\2017\07 HN\12.07\C A 19-07 IN 0.A 637-16.doc
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram.
. Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s ‘orders

Tribunal's orders

Date : 12.07.2017.

0.A.No.229 of 2017

S.A, Upadhye «.Applicant.
Versus _ '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents,
1. Heard Shri A.YV. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicants, and Smt. Archana B.K., the

learned Preéenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents prays for two week’s time for filing
_reply.  When learned P.O. was asked to explain the
reasons leading to delay in filing reply. Learned P.O. states

that no specific reasons are communicated by the office of

Maharashtra Public Service Co.mmissi'on.

3 Time can be granted only on payment of costs of

: e \ Rs.10,000/- as condition precedent for grant of time.
Addvornte fivthe Applicant 4. Two week’s time is granted subject to payment of
grrrsme A Unana Yo K, | o
LB far the Rospondent/s costs of Rs.10,000/-.
A, an‘)bl%v 5. 5.0.to 27.07.2017.

6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the

Respondents.
Sd/- Sdl-
~ (Rdjiv Agafwal) > © (A.H.Jost] 1.)”
Vice-Chairman Chairma

prk
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YARAD CON TINUATION SHEET NO.

(“!.d Notes, Otfice Blomaoranda of Copes,

Appeurance M:hun 1

Tribunals orders

2l 1

e T Chardvatye Ld pov
HI"Z»P« ‘«N lﬁ?ﬂg)\é\i%d’(‘
i N 171/
N HMOade naldy 4o,}/

o). D-vam?i‘f} ASWI Lo#- s%/fy

LITTTITL PP P

4L

Date : 12.07.2017.
0.A.No.271 of 2017 with 0.A.No.534 of 2017

M.R. Deshmukh (0.A.N0.271/2017)
S.P. Ingale (0.A.No0.534/2017)

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

holding for Shri A.D. Aghav, the Ieérned Advocate for the
Applicant in O.A.No.271 of 2017, Ms. Dipti Nikhade, the
learned Advocate hoiding for Shri D.V. Sutar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant in O.A.No.534/2017 and Shri
K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer. for the

Respondents.

2. Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for
the Respendents states that two week’s time be granted
for filing affidavit required to be filed, furtherance to the

order passed by this Tr:bunal on 07.07.2017.
3. Time as prayed is granted.

4, 5.0.to 26.07.2017.

Sd/- Sd/-
" (R§jiv Agafwal) (A.H. Jash{ 1.)
Vige-chairman 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

: ¢ Apphicant

3. .S4ANENTL .

O PET for the Repondent’s

Date : 12.07.2017.
0.A.N0.304 of 2017

Dr. K.R. Patll ....Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra 8 Ors. .....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri U.R. Mankapure, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned

- Presenting Officer for the Respondents.,

2. Shri U.R. Mankapure, th‘e learned Advocate for the

‘Appl'icant prays for leave to add annexure and for that

purpose carry out necessary amendment.
3. Leaveto amend and add annexure is granted.

4. Ms. S, Suryawahshi, the learned Presenting Officer =
for the Respondents prays for four week’s time to file

affidavit-in-reply.

5. In the background that already more than two
months time has been‘ awaited by the Respondents, and

hence grant of longer time is considered to be totally

unjust.
6. By way of last chance, a week’s time is granted.
7. $.0. to 21.07.2017. : X
Sd/- Sd/-
(Riljiv Agddwal)” T\ {A.H.Jashi i)
§ Vice-Chairman Chairm

prk
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WO J 2260(8)(50,000—2-2015)

{Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

N THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MA/R.A/CA. No.

Orviginal Application No.

IN

- MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Olfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Ady. To......

Apprarasnce, Tribunal’s orders or

Jiveetions und Registrur's orders

Tribunal’s orders

'2455)%!7

O.A. No350 of 2017

Shri B.A. Bandkar ..Applicant
Vs.
I'he Statc of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the

Presenting Officer {or the Respondents.

D

A Ld. PO states that the affidavit duly affirmed is

teceived and she wants time to consider whether it is proper

nd prays for two weeks time to file proper reply.

P

In view of request of [.d. PO, S:0. to 2.8.2017.

Y

Sd/- Sd/-
(Rafiv Agafval) "\_ . T(A.H.Joshi, I'Yf *°
Vice-Chairman Chairman
12.7.2017 12.7.2017
(bei)

Applicants and Miss Savita Suryawanshi., learned
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VLU 2260(8) (50,000—2-2015) . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBATI : '
nLA/RA/C A No. : of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Offiee Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appoearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dicvetinms and Registrar's orders :

C.A.No.34 0f 2017 in O.A. No.1053 of 2016

Shri K.A. Shinde ..Applicant
_ Vs. ' . 7
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

‘ Heard Shri K.A, Shinde, Applicant in person and Shri
K .B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Party in person states that he does not wish to puréue

the application for action for contempt.

3. Even otherwise we see no reason to continue with the

CA.

4. CA is, therefore, disposed.

Sd/- Sd/-

(Rjajiv Agdrwal) " (A H. Joshi, TV rd rm
Vice-Chairman o Chairman
12.7.2017 12.7.2017- :

\ .
b M2 LTINS {sg])
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SOOI 226 SH0O00. 2201 T _ ' o ispl .’\!A'I‘»‘J"»u 5
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
MA/RA/CA No. of 20
IN
.Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Oflice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or g Tribunal's orders
dircetions and Registrur's orders

Date : 12.07.2017.

0.A.No.627 of 2017

S.B. Kare & Ors. : ....Applicants.
Versus ‘

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..;..Respondents.
1. Heard Dr. G. Sadavarte, the -learned Advocate for

the Applicants and Smt. KS. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Adjourned to 14.07.2017.
Sd/- Sd/- |
(Rajiv Agadwal) \ — {(A.H. JoshKl.}
Vice-Chairman Chairman

prk
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/R A/C.A No. of 20
I'N
Original Applicotion No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, (Mfice Memorandn of Coram,
Appenrance. Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dircetions and Registenr’s orders

Date : 12.07.2017.

M.A.No.290 of 2017 in O.A.N0.627 of 2017

5.B. Kare & Ors. -..Applicants.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Dr. G. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate for

the Applicants and Smt. KS. Gaikwad, the learned

.I_)_f@??.,-'.._._l’:_)f,? ] : ~ Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

O AN

2: This is an application far leave to sue jointly.

3. Considering the cause of action pursued by the
Applicants is common, concurrent and usual, the cases are

not required to be decided separately.

4, In this view of the matter, the present Misc.

A4 "MH\L'S """ 6{'}10\0 Application is allowed subject to Applicants paying

% requisite court fees, if not already paid.

‘5. M.A. is allowed.
Sd/- Sd/-
(Rejiv Agddwal) ~ N\ (AH. toshly.

Vice-Chairman ' Chairman
prk :
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram.
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s ovders

ADLTEA A

&2 \

Advocnie forthe Applicont .

Shri et X210 Phgs o
CLO/PQ. for the Respondent/s '

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

Date: 12.07.2017. ‘
0.A.N0.524 of 2017

R.D. Pawar & Ors. ....Applicants.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the |earned

Advocate for the Applicants, Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Shri N.P. Dalvi,

the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.1.

2. Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondenté states as follows :-

{a) Respondents No.1 and 2 needs four week's
time to file affidavit-in-reply.

{b)  For completing steps prior to appointments,
two months time is needed.

3. Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants states that let the appo'mtm.ents be

withheld till next date.

4. In view that two months time is needed by
Government for appeointments, question of interim relief

can be considered on next date.

5. Reply by Respondents No.1 and 2 be filed on or
before 16.08.2017.

6. Returnable date of service on added Respondents is

extended to 29.08.2017,

7. Applicant shall cause service on added respondents

before due date.

8. 5.0.t029.08.2017.

9. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this ordegwto the
Respondents. R

Sd/- Sd/-

{Rdjiv Agadwal)’ ‘ (A.H. Josh¥A)"
Vice-Chairman Chairman
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el J 226008 (50,000—2-2015)

ISpl.- MAL-1-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

M.ASRA/CA. No.
IN .

Original Application No.

MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

- FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Coram,
Appenrance, Tribunal’s orders or
divreetions und Registrap’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DAIE: “-—\HZL J;,

CORAM :

Ffm Yle lustice

Hon'ble Shyi !

s.sm.f;mxf.u....‘,,‘....:...,..‘. .
Advocste far the Applicant

‘bhuf@mf 'A _j

CFEO/PL. fm :he pron(km/s'

O.A No.331 of 2017

Shri B.J. Bagul . Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri RM. Kolge, learned ‘Advocate for the

_V\pp]lcant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting

Off' icer for the Respondents.

bench and, therefore, he could not remain present to state

that service is already done and report would be filed during

course of the day,
3. . He prays for restoration.

4. In view of submission of Ld. Advocate for the

Applicant, OA is restored.

3. S.0.106.9.2017. ' ?\ .

Sdf- Sd/-
TA.H. Joshi, J.)‘u

Chairman
12.7.2017

(v Addrway
Vice-Chairman
12.7.2017

2. Shri Kolge, Ld. Advocate for applicant has later on

appeared and he states that he was on legs before other
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Py 2260080 (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RA/CAL No, of 20
IN
Dvirinal Application No. of 20

" FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

O ee Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
~Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
divections und Registinr's . orders

Tribunal's orders

$Hom % ic Iuv lice Shri

A, Hthx(C] man)
H ‘J A<VIC/

Fom e Shyi ag
xiF’:L\.b‘Cw(F

‘Inlw—' q m Koij. L
Auivocale for the Applicant

Shri St e D O(\OUﬂqﬁ—

CHOC/PO forthe Ru:pondcnbs

... 0h. 1 .......ch.zm.tﬁﬁwf
Jem/wlm\t ot (rasecntion -

ol

0.A. No.33]1 0f 2017

Shri B.J. Bagul Applicant
Vs.
T'he State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, learned Advocate for the
Apphcant and Shri AJ. Chougule learned Presenting
Dfﬁcer for the Respondents

2. In view that service report is not filed, OA is
dismissed for want of prosecution.” >\
Sd/- Sd/-
" (Rajiv Aghrwal) ™ (AH Joshi, F&” =
ice-Chairman Chairman
12.7.2017 12.7.2017
(san)
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GRS J 226008) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- M.A'F;F-z E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.AJC.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. S T of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

ONfige Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Ayipenrvance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders

directinns and Registrar’s orders

0.A. No.218 of 2015

Shri C.G. Gaikwad ..Applicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashira & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri BA. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting
.Officer for the Respondents. '

2. Ld. PO states on instructions from Smt. Ratna Praba
| Bhalerao, Senior Lecturer. and B.M. Kamthe, Junior Clerk

that by completing every possible steps and taking all

measures, amourt payabk: to the applicant would be made

within one week.

AVPPEATANCE -
APFERATA 3, Hence, S.0. to 20.7.2017. S

Advocate for the Applicant

CPO/ PO, Tor the R,e:s-pundentfs " (A.H. Joshi, T
7 H. Joshi, !

‘ - Chairman

Ad). Torwmn 28\2) 20070 12.7.2017

37 | e



Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-


L e

M.A/RA/CA No of 20
TN
Sriginal Aoplieetion No. of 20
TARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

CHfies Noses

, Bitice Mo oranda of Coran:,
Ao §

Tribunal’ s erdoers

dircetions and Hewsisire's prders

Date : 12.07.2017.

0.A.N0.916 of 2016 with 0.A.N0.1099 of 2016 with
M.A.N0.292 of 2017 in O.A.N0.916 of 2016 &
0.A.N0.1099 of 2016
M.B. Patil & Ors. (0.A.N0.916/2016)

J.S. Phad & Ors. (0.A.N0.1099/2016)

....Applicants.
Versus
LALE ;___\ ,__\7) 26) ~ The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -...Respondents.
| l,. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the iearned Advocate

Hor'ble <hri i

for the Applicants in 0.A.N0.916/2016, Shri M.D. Lonkar,

APPEARANCE: . ’ the learned Advocate for the Applicants in
Q00
Shrify ?\mﬁmni&)ﬁﬂ}mh 0.A.N0.1099/2016 and_ Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Advocate for the A AL <o-iq 4] L/H"
Stei S D Labay oV,

CHO-B8 for the Rass

. Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
sondeat/s -45-'&:.: ‘

. 1699 [}b 2. Smt. Punam Mahajén, the learned Advocate for
WO%V}HK"&@Q\A@M'E the Applicants prays for time to respond and requests to
c..p,a. T’ ‘Q‘Jﬁ' _ .
Pl‘u[\ 'te adjourn the hearing to 20.07.2017.
) 24)7] 2017, .
_ 3, In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 20.07.2017.
L N
!
Sd/- Sd/-
(Reﬂiv Agarval) : (A.H. Josu“
Vice-Chairman Chairman
prk
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Office Notes, Office Mecmoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

2
Fribuna®’ s orders
C.A.No0.80 0of 2016 in O.A. No.517 of 2015
Shri R.B. More : ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for

. the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Smt. Mahajan, Ld. Advocate states that applicant
who is present wants to conduct the case himself'and he has
instructed her to withdraw the power and prays for

discharging her appearance.

3.  Vakalatnama of Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan is
discharged.
4, In so far as contempt by respondents no.l and 3 is

concerned, they have not filed any affidavit of explanation
or apology. These respondents even did not reply the notice
issued by the advocate proposing/cautioning to file contempt

case.
S. Hence, we take cognizance and issue process.

6. At this stage L.d. PO prays for time to take

" instructions and make submissions, if any, and that only

thereafter appropriate order may be passed.

7. S.0.t020.7.2017. X
Sd/- Sd/-
(kajiv Abarwal) ™ < (A.H. Josh, J.
Vice-Chairman : Chairman

12.7.2017 12.7.2017
(sei) |


Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-

Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-
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(IG;T P')I:II;ZEb]O mOIIARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
o | ~ MUMBAJ |

' . icati ' 3 DisTRICT
iginal Application No. of 20 1
Ongn‘ld .pp R Applicant/s
(Aﬁvucate ............................................................. )
versus
The State 6fMaharashtra and others
| e Respondent/s

(Presenting Ofﬁcet ................. ¥

Ot‘fice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coramn,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders |

Tribunal’s orders : J
]

0.A.633/2017 =~ —  ——

r. G.N. Londhe
" Vs. 7
he State of Mah. & Ors,

-« Applicant

-« Respondents

At this stage, even as it will.not be necessary or
Toper to make any detaileq comments, but one aspe‘t:t‘of
he matter needs to be carefully borne in mind, The
epresentation of the Applicant of 12th Juné, 2017
» Page 58 or the PB) is stil] pending
' ire on 30th June,

therefore, under Section 5(1)(a}) ‘of the

aharashtra Government Servants Regulation of

Issue notice returnable on 05.08.2017.

Tribunaj may take the case for fing] disposal at
this stage and Separate notice for fing]

disposal need not
issued. ’ '




T
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE te | ‘\?‘

41

ice -~ Chai
Mon'ble Shri R. B, MALIE (Mamber) 3
APPTARANCE : )
S Poainctly ‘\A@)’\Cﬁ‘“’
oy the Applicant
Adveaatemrmmmtiﬁ& a e

.._-*G—Pﬁf*ﬁ ?ca- the Respondeuts 7

A To L.l:;k 3 L\h‘f' ',

kiR

Applicant is authoriz_éd 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 disp

osal 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 [imitation 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 Affi

davit of
compliance and notice,

S.0. to 05t August, 2017. Hamdast, .
-

Sd/-
— A
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

12.07.2017
skw)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—32-2015)

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI

Original App_licatioxi No. - of 20 DistricT

- . e Applicant/s
(Advocate .......ouveeveeeeireea, et L)

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

(Presenting Oﬁicgr .......................... e )

Oftice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
" Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

__0.A.379/2017

DATE : !2\ C?J '
Ron'ble Shni R B. MALIK (Member) T—
 APPEARANCE : o

Advocets for the Applicant |

’E%?S’O&ﬂe loe) Csa fpplic i

~—Ad TS gy M
O R oy cdlimttvest -

S .o fo 7‘(8”\?' Z?Z
7z,

o

2017. Sur-rejoinder, if any,

Mr. A.D. Dalvi
Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the
learned Presenting Officer for Respondents.

Mr. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant informs that during the course of the day, he
shall file the Affidavit-in-rejoinder, Upon this statement
having been made and relying thereupon, the OA is
admitted and appointed for final hearing to 4™ _August,
must be filed on that day and

JNR

not thereafter.

Sd/- I
(R.B. Malik) \2— - \1
Member (J)

12.07.2017

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

Tribunal’'s orders

CORAN:

; s
Bwo’ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Meber) |~

T.;;..\\i Nl @

Ade o it A it
 She S P;. L QLNO

YIS i iy e ‘
FO VD o thy Respobdonm

NS G corlhad

S.oto 2F|7F

0.A.628/2017

Mr. V.D. Shriram ... Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ... Respondents
Heard Mr. J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for -
the Applicant, Mr. A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting
Officer for Respondents 1 to 3 and Mr. Gaikwad, the
learned Advocate for Respondent No.4.

Mr. Kamble, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
insists on -passing immediate. order of stay. It appears
that the Applicant has been transferred and his successor
is the 4% Respondent. The appointment of 4th Respondent
is challenged at the time .of arguments but in the Prayer
Clause, there is no sucb'f‘ challenge. As far as the personal
reasons of the Applicant is concerned, as of today, keeping
the right of the Appli¢ant reserved for seeking interim
relief on the next date,. 1 direct notice to issue made

returnable on 27% July, 2017.

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

be issued.

orized and directed to serve on
|/ notice of date of hearing duly
along with complete paper book
ut to notice that the case would
age of admission

Applicant is auth
Responderits intimation
authenticated by Registry,
of O.A. Respondents are p
be taken up for final disposal at the st
hearing.

ordered under Rule 11
e Tribunal (Procedure)
uch as limitation and

This intimation / notice is
of the Maharashtra Administrativ
Rules, 1988 and the questions s
alternate remedy are kept open. .

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
and acknowledgement be obtained and
ompliance in the Registry
e Affidavit of

post / courier
produced along with affidavit of ©
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to fil

-compliance and notice.

8.0. to 2_7‘1‘.July, 2017,

(skw)

Sd/-
(RB Mallk) Yz 171}
Member (J)
12.07.2017
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(G.C.PY J 2260 {A) (60,000—2-2015)

1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS LRATIV E TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. of 20 DistricT
..... Applicant/s .
(Advocate ..o TR )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer. ..o levencieeein e e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders :

Bou'ble Shei K. B. MALIE (M .;mbar);r
AFPEARANCE : '

Adrnai for i y.qm.;ss.m cJA

LY T

for th A-;auue‘*&ts

ok&e&&pc&zj

o

0.A.601/2017

Mr. P.D. Yadav - Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah, & Ors. ... Respondents
Heard Mr. R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Mr. A.J. Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer for Respondents.

This OA basically for deemed date of promotion
can be finally disposed of at this stage itself in the manner
herembelow indicated.

A very detailed statement of facts is not necessary.
The Applicant suffered an order of conviction and
sentence from the Court of first instance. The appeal is
pending in the Hon’ble High Court and by an order dated
18.2.2005, there is a stay granted to the order of
conviction and ‘sentence. Now, the issue remains with
regard to the promotion. The Applicant complains that,
other colleagues of his, whose cases are much weaker
foundation ha&"ﬁeen granted promotion but the Applicant
is still kept langulshmg He has made a representation on
23rd December, 2016 and as an alternative prayer, he is
asking for decision thereof witin the time bound manner.
Ini my opinion, this OA can be disposed of with necessary
direction in that behalf.

The Respondent No.2 is hereby directed to finally
decide the representation of the Applicant dated
23.12.2016 within a period of six weeks from today and
communicate its outcome to the Applicant within a period
of one week thereafter. It is made clear that all rights and
contentions are open to the Applicant to be taken, in-case

in accordance heregwith. It is specifically made clear that
no decision has been rendered hereby on Prayer Clause (a}

e

(R.B. Malik) 1\ ~
Member (J)
12.07.2017

(skw)

he remains aggrieved, by the order of the Respondent No.2 -

and (b). The O.A. is accordingly disposed of in these
terms with no order as to costs.
| ot . —~—

Sd/- —
P B3
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(G.C.PY d 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

MAT-F-2 E.

|Spl.-

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

DATE ; \2\#h'}
CORAN

>

5 Vico. Chai
Ben’blz Shei R. B. MALIX (Member) I
ATPEARANCE:

_—MSPK‘M

Advosate for e Applicant
| Mké‘ S . Crcadt lcu,'rc:LQA

avae

|
- f Pﬁ? FO for iim umn

“’”Ef

Adi, To......

tqqﬂ’?

mﬁ\@)l‘io{o 84

4o

MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 DistricT

e e Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..ot eer e e e )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Offleer. ..o )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appenrance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.495/2017

Mr. A.M. Malge °
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad holdinig for Mrs.
A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting Officer for

Respondents

The learned PO is being mstructed by Mr. Sachin
Patil, the Law Officer.

The Respondénts agreed to furnish the copies of
the order dated 7.7.2017 rejecting the representation of
the Applicant and the minutes of the meeting, if any,
{uring the course of the day. The OA stands adjourned to

19w July, 2017.

\e_

Sd/- .
(RBMalk) |2 ) )y
Member (J) o
12.07.2017

skw)

P70,
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(G.C.P) J 2260 {A) (50,000—2- 2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DiIsTRICT
‘ : T Applitant/s
{Advucate ... SO TR TSV PPN }
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Resbohdent/s
et ran e 3

(Presenting Officer.....c.cooeminnens NPT

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appcumricc, Tribunal’s crders o
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

&mshsk:f& & umkam@ —

Advooeic for fie Appl Ecmxt L
Shrt SSemt - ks e 0.2 PN v
— —EPOTED. for the msp(mﬁeﬁ‘m\Y

P 2}1/%{}:&-

A

" (R.B Malik) V%~

Mr, A.H. Dhande ... Applicant

Vs.

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

Heard Mr. J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief
Presenting Officer for Respondents.

Issue notice made returnable on 27% July, 2017.

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

Applicant i1s 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 admissicn

hearing.

" This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal {Procedure)

alternate remedy are kept open.

The service ray 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 27t July, 2017.

L

Sd/-

Member (J)

12.07.2017
(skw)

Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and
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(G.C.P.) J 2260(B) (60,000--2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

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

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

directions and Registrar’s arders Tribuqal's orders °

0.A.638/2017

‘Mr. S.B. Ambapkar ... Applicant
' Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. . Respondents

Heard Mr. M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief
Presenting Officer for Respondents. : :

Issue notice made returnable on Gt August, 2017.

Tribunal may take the case for final disﬁosal 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. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
DATE : \ 2.1‘#: \':iL be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
- hearing. :

CORAN: ¢ |
! i- ' This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
. . —(Vice-Chaizman} of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
. Mon’ble ShriR. B MALIK (Mcmbor) T Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and

- AUPFARANCE: - : alternate remedy are kept open. o
Shri/ Bt (At e U-/(L‘CUL_- : The service may be done by hand delivery | speed-
Advooets ¢ post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
: ‘V‘ix?:‘ia for th /xpplicant L‘(' produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
YRRl N I L, - X E_{,f_no _“}‘ within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
C.F (1RO 16 The Respond e compliance and notice.

$.0. to 9™ August, 2017.

Ao S0 to C{\‘Bl \F-

_ (R.B Maug) 2. |- ')

Member (J)
12.07.2017
(skw) '
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1Sple MAT-F-2 T,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAIL ' '
M.A/R.AJ/C.A. No. Cof 20
| IN
Qriginal Application No. of 20 _ _
FARAD CONTINUATION SHERT NO.
Ol’}lé; ﬁl:lu;. (Mficu Mumorlm;l‘;:: Co:';m, T T
" Appusransy, Pribunel's ovders or ‘ UPriberady ceders
digegtinns pod fiegistva’a erdgre
0.A.630/2017

DAIR:

’:

l?f]’;l'"ltf——“ -

— (¥ice-Chairpan)——
Hon’ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) i
ATPEARANCE :

Adtvooete fot tie Applicant \)\g\QD
—stesenban MG G50

__,____E-J»%H’O for the Respondents -
S.a- JVOQ—-JT’:)L’]#

Mr. P.B. Chavan
Vs. :
The State of Mah. & Ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, thé learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presentin
Officer for the Respondents. ' :

Issue notice returnable on 24.07.2017.

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 intimaticn / 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.

3.0. to 24tr July, 2017. Liberty is reserved for the
Applicant to seek interim relief on the next date.

 (skw)

T Sd/- .
(R°B. MaliK) -
Member (J) " §2 7)) F |
12.07.2017 ' ‘
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- MAT-F2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
e Applicant/s
(AGVOCALE covvrreevrcresrersissss i e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Othcer .............................. )
Oftice Notes, Ol'fice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurunce, Yribunal’s orders or Trib_unal' 5 orders
directions and Regisirar’s order's
0.A.631/2017

DAIR :
CORAN:

“i!“ﬁ Shri. RATTV AGARWMAR

12(?1&——«

N - ; ice ¢ )
Rou'ble Shed K. B, MALIK (Member) I
APPPARANCE :

i, ot A i b e

5. s e i .

e Applicant \,\

P20, for the Respundenrs

e QJ-I]#/'#

p L=t
IR TR

|

Mr. S.P. Kumavat
, Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors.

... Applicant
Rgsponde'nts

Heard Mr. $.8. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
bfficer for the Respondents. )

Issue notice returnable on 24.07.2017.

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
duthenticated by Registry; along with complete paper book

.0f O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case wouid

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

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
¢f the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and
diternate 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
v
g

Lithin four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
ompliance and notice.

3.0. to 24% July, 2017 Liberty is reserved for the
Applicant to seek interim relief on the next date.

Sd/-

(R B Malik) :
Member (J) 12 ) V%
12.07.2017
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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
..... Applitant/s
(Advocate e e )
nersies
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer s everenens )

Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunul’s grders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Mr;

‘The

DATE: l?—J—‘:F\\rT"
CORAM :

¥

—(Vice~ Chaimman)y—
Mownbke Shri R. B. MALIK (Mcmber):] ’
APPEARANCE : B

St et T (Rycaincdlcgnendaban.

Acteongie fir tivs Applicent

i
(ﬁ’%ﬂg‘qﬁ.

(skw)

fr s 1‘\esw{i$ ey B pplczof -
LLL-{T\-QA '
=t

s

M_u@ﬂ‘m
S .o O =\
gohos @B

0.A-.230[20 17
T.R. Phavade
vs.
State of Mah. & Ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Mr. AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi
holding for Mrs. K.8. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

The Affidavit-in-rejoinder is taken on record, The

0A is admitted and appointed for final hearing to 3
lAugust, 2017,

Sur-rejoinder, if any, must be filed on that day and

not thereafter.

NS
Sd/- /T"‘
(R.B. Malik) ! )
Member (J)
12.07.2017
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 .DiSTRICT
. Applicant/s
CAGVOCALE .. cverrcrraerareomesessars s y
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
,,,,, Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....ccoeinerens T PP VPSP ON 9]
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corant, . .
Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar’s orders .
| 6.A.300/2017

DAITE : IL\T}L\\#—"
CORAM :

Bon'ble Shri R, B. MALIK (Member) K

APPEARANCE © . ,
Advooais for the Appiicent - ku

Sent- i “C@’—‘g heiveprer ‘
b\g\ .O‘ tnr@giﬁnnﬁg '[40\0\84 ,

3_1
Ml&a it

Mr. B.M. Kamble
Vs.
The State of Mah, & Ors.

~ ... Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
|Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi
holding for Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. :

The learned PO is being instructed by Mr. AW.
Sathe, Senior Clerk, Visapur Prison, A'nagar.

On instructions from the said Officer, the learned
PO informs that within two days, the Applicant shall get
his dues. On that statement, the OA stands adjourned to
17t July, 2017.

Sd/- /‘Y’_}:‘
(R.B. Malik) \“ K
Member (J)

: 12.07.2017
(skw) .
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Spl.- MAT-I-2. E.
(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015} {Sp

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT[V E TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI
QOriginal Application No. EE of 20 DisTrICT
: ' e Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE <ooirrerrernrmraminesianes JETVOTITRPY e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respohdent/s
(Presenting Officer.......... TR S UUR S UROH USRI RRPRL LIS )
‘Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram, . ’
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or I‘z'lbup‘al s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders o
' 0.A.376/2017
Mr. S.D. Todankar ... Applicant

. vsl . N v .
The State of Mah. & Ors. - ... Respondents

Heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Ms, S. Suryawanshi holding
3 for Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting
Officer for Respondent No. 1 and Mr. D.B. Khaire, holding
for Mr. Adsule, the learned Advocate for the Respondent
No.2. ’

Mr. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant informs that during the course of the day, he
shall file the Affidavit-in-rejoinder. Upon this statement
having been made and relying thereupon, the OA is
admitted and appointed for final hearing to A,August
2017. Sur-rejoinder, if any, must be filed on that day and

) ~ Inot thereafter.

'DATE : I%I'—'%l s — | w
CORLN, ' Sd/- /_-}
» " A : : . . V ‘ ' ' ] \
Ron'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Membor) T— | ‘ (R~B-mk) Vet
A}PFAIUQ\Cé . Member (J)
AR X 12.07.2017

e By Bentndhicnadda |, ;

Aﬁmﬁm foe the Applicamr ‘u )

"\Q\dusjiu‘ s Res daa@d%pw(u{
DB |k PP WA

yﬂP,Mp_ cn,nmzli—
S, .0 o )8]?

Qxfx,‘..aé mdlﬁxuw

Y

o
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s R & , ]
(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—8- 2015) . I1Spl,- MAT-F.2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MU MBAI

-Origin'al Application No. of 20 4 - DistrICT ‘
... Applicant/s
(Advocate ... e, . )
yersus
The State of Méharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officeru i )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda 6f Cor G198 o .
Appeurame, Tribunul’s orders or ‘ Tribunal’s orders
_dxrectmns and Registrar's oiders
0.A.635/2017
Mr. S.S. Shivade ... Applicant
Vs,

The State of Mah. & Ors. ... Respondiénts

Heard Mrs. Putiam  Mahajan, ‘the ]é&ned
Advocate for the Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned
Prcsentmg Officer for the Respondents

Issue notice. retumable orI 18.07.2017. o

Mi'. Bhise, thc learned PO seeks adjournment to
file Affidavit-in-reply. | direct-the Respondents that,thcy
must file the Affidavit-in- -reply on the .next date. A very
long date in this behalf is s1mply out of question. As far
as Annexure ‘A-I* (Page 15 Condition No. 2) is concerned,

the Respondents shall fairly and squarely deal therewith
to justify the transfer of the Applicant put of District,

regardless of whatever, he may have - stated in his
representation for cancellation of transfer.  Liberty is
rcservcd for the Applicant to renew his request for interim

relief and if the Affidavit-in- reply as just now directed is
'not filed or even if it is filed, the limited order may be

: con31dcred to be made.

Issue notice returnable on 18.07.2017.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final dlsposal need not

be 1ssued

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,

[PTO.




Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections. and Registrax’s orders

Tribunal’s orders '

M
T

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra' Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the quéstions 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.

Hbon e St RATV AGARWAL™ St Sd/-

(2. [q.(l:',l—— $.0. to 18 July, 2017. Hamdast.

»r

Wou'tde Shri K. B. WALIK (Membety ] ."’(I,Q.B. Mélik)
ABPEARGICE : ' Member (J)
oy Wahaioti 112.07.2017
Ao 0 = & i |
bemamamm oy : ‘

Qhrs Seat T R BLi .

¥

e Ol RO, for tas Respondens
S.0 J\—o, \%’\grl_\:f'
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