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Fribunal’s orders

Date : 12.08.2016.
0.A.N0.489 of 2016

Shri A.H. Chormale ..Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned

Presenting Officen holding for Shfi N.K. Rajpurohit, the

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri KR.

Jagdale files affidavit-in-rejoinder.

43, . O.A.is admitted.

4. . Respondents may file sur-rejoinder if need be.

5. S.0.to 26.08.2016.

<]

Sd/- JQ
(Refjiv Agddwal)

Vice-Chairman
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Original Application No. of 20 - Disegier

..... Applicant/s
{AAVOCALE Lt e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Responaent/s
(Presenting Officer.....oo e ) A
i)'t'i'ice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, o ’
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or ‘ Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar’s orders
Date : 12.08.2016.
0.A.No.544 of 2016
ShriD.V. Chowgule : Applicant
Vs. |
The State of Mah.-& Ors. ...Respondents
< - -1 Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

DATE : \2—]%[\6

Jagdale files afﬂdavitr—in—rejoinder.

CORAM
How'hie Shei BA !W AGARWAL

(o - halzizan) | 8. 0.A. is admitted.
1. Respondents may file sur-rejoinder if need pe.
Advosste S+t e Applicant < . Original file of the Police Establishment Board

,&M @cﬂ#— = AT T TR $hould be brought by the Respondent on that date.
1 Respondenys L
p“dm Biled L’Q KPPI‘C )

. 5.0. t0 30.08.2016 for final hearing:
W .

ﬁ{j’*

Sd/-
(‘Raﬂi'\i Agajwal)
Vice-Chairman

D Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri K.R.

e~
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0.A.639/2016

Shri H.J. Nazirkar ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. Savita Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in-rejoinder taken on record. Admit.
To come up in due course. Liberty to mention.

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 bc
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice.

Sur-rejoinder is to be filed, it must be filed on
the day, it appears before the Bench and not
thereafter.

</~
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

12.08.2016
(skw)
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0.A.789/2016

Shri D.M. Kasarale ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. Savita Suryawanshi
holding for Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

The learned P.O. requests for adjournment to
file the reply. More than sufficient opportunity has
been given and even last chance was granted carlier.
The OA proceeds without Affidavit-in-reply, making it
clear that on the next date, when the OA appecars for
hearing, if the Affidavit-in-reply is tendered, it will be
taken on record, but no adjournment will be given.
Admit. To come up in due course.

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 datc 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 i1s directed to file Affidavit of compliance

and notice.
» // o

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

12.08.2016
(skw)



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.41 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1225 OF 2010

Dr. Suresh Chunilal Gupta, )
Retired Additional Director, Health Services, )
from the establishment of Director of Health Services, )
Maharashtra State, Mumbai )
R/at B-2, Kumar Angan, Yerwada, Pune 411006 )..Applicant
Versus

Smt. Sujata Saunik,

The Principal Secretary,

Public Health and Family Welfare Department,

Mantralaya, Mumbai 400032

having office at 10t floor, G.T. Hospital Complex Annex)

Mumbai 400001 )..Respondent/
Contemnor

[

Miss S.P. Manchekar — Advocate for the Applicant
Shri K.B. Bhise — Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 12th August, 2016
ORDER

1. Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This case was on board on 4.5.2016 when this Tribunal recorded in

para 6 and 7 as follows:



2 CA.41/16 in OA.1225/10

“6.  Hence, Respondent has not only committed contempt but has
aggravated.

7. Applicant has made out the case for taking cognizance.”
And case was kept on next day without taking cognizance at the

request of Ld. PO for the respondents as to find out compliance or stage of

compliance could be reported.

3. On 6.5.2016 this Tribunal recorded as follows:

“2.  Learned PO for the Respondents states as follows:
That the GAD has approved the proposal of the Health
Department for granting to the Applicant Deemed Date
of Promotion and for financial approval, now the mattcr
is submitted before the Finance Department and week’s
time is required.

3. Adjourned to 5.7.2016. It is clarified that longer adjournment
would not be a licence for delaying the compliance.”

4. On 5.7.2016 this Tribunal recorded as follows:

“2. Ld. PO states that the order is complied with.

3. In view of the inordinate delay in complying with the order,
the matter can be considered only if apology is filed.

4. S.0.to 11.7.2016.7

5. On 11.7.2016 this Tribunal has recorded as follows:
“2.  Learned PO Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents states as
follows:

Order is complied with, however, time may be granted
for tendering apology for delay in compliance.



3 CA.41/16 in OA.1225/10

3. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 22.7.2016.”

6. Apology was not filed on 22.7.2016 and at the request of Ld. PO the
case was adjourned to 3.8.2016. Ld. PO tendered affidavit of apology
affirmed by Smt. Sujata Manoj Saunik on 2.8.2016.

7. Ld. Advocate for the applicant prayed for time to consider as to

whether it would be necessary to pursue contempt.

8. On 8.8.2016 Miss Manchekar, the Ld. Advocate for the applicant,
pointed out as regards the language of affidavit of contemnor Smt. Sujata

Manoj Saunik as follows:
“(b) The language employed in para 4 and 5 of the affidavit does
not contain:

(1) Day to day explanation as to why the delay in
compliance of order passed in OA was caused;

(i1) What are the reasons due to which it was impossible to
comply within time frame;

(iii)  Eloquent apology for the delay in compliance;
(iv]  Statement that disobedience is not willful.

v) The language of apology exhibits that it has not come
from heart but looks like a ‘cut & paste’ ritual.”

9. Ld. PO was called to respond to the deficiencies after noting his
submissions in para 6 and 7 of order passed on 8.8.2016 which reads as

follows:

“6. Ld. PO states that:-



4 CA.41/16 in OA.1225/10

(a) The affidavit in reply filed by the contemnor was not drafted in
consultation with the learned Chief Presenting Officer’s office
or any of the PO.

(b) It has been drafted by contemnor herself.

() The Ld. PO shall render suitable advise to the contemnor.

(d) Hearing be adjourned to wait for the response of the
contemnor.

7. It is noticed that this particular contemnor had in many cases

adopted attitude of slip shod reply. This continued conduct

prima facie, may, aggravate the contempt and hence it is

hoped that the wisdom would bestow upon the contemnor.”
10. Thereafter the case was adjourned to 11.8.2016. The contemnor
was absent. However, contemnor’s representative Shri V.P. Ghodke,
Under Secretary was present. Shri Ghodke made oral request for granting
two days time for filing affidavit. Shri Ghodke was called to state as to
whether contemnor is going to appear. Shri Ghodke expressed inability to
make a statement. Hoping that there may be lack of communication, the
Tribunal thought it proper to pass over the case for enabling Shri Ghodke
to inform the contemnor that contemnor could appear later on, on the
same day. Thereafter the case was called out at the last sequence when

the contemnor or Shri Ghodke both had failed to appear.

11. It has to be recorded that the affidavit dated 2.8.2016 contained slip
shod, improper language and did not contain an expression of remorse
and heartfelt apology. The cause or reason due to which the order was
not complied with/implemented within time and despite of notice was not

emerging from the affidavit.

12.  Specific objection to the text of affidavit was raised by Miss S.P.
Manchekar, the Ld. Advocate appearing for the applicant as recorded. In

the order dated 8.8.2016. In the said background fresh affidavit ought to
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have come from contemnor, accompanied by contemnor’s personal
appearance. Today when the case was called out, learned PO had nothing
to say, because contemnor or any representative were absent. Any
affidavit too had not come forward. Later on when the case was called out
learned PO has tendered an affidavit. It is taken on record. The affidavit
which is tendered today does not disclose any reasons to be beyond
control of the contemnor. On the other hand this affidavit contains a

statement as follows:

“K) 4.5.2016 - Hon’ble Tribunal directed to issue order of
deemed date of Dr. Gupta up to 6.5.2016, this department
again forwarded the proposal of deemed date to GAD.”

13. All these facts and conduct of applicant prima facie indicates that

the contemnor is not at all serious even in reading the text of the order

passed by this Tribunal.

14. The record shows that this Tribunal had recorded a finding in the
order passed on 4.5.2016 that this is a f{it case for taking cognizance,
however, refrained from taking action and issuing warrant because of the
representation that the order is being complied with etc and copies of
orders were communicated to the contemnor through Ld. PO and her
representative. The contemnor has shown least respect to the proceedings

and the order of this Tribunal.

15. Though contemnor is a civil servant in the rank of Principal
Secretary and a civil servant who has previous experience of appearing
before this Tribunal as a contemnor, the contemnor has chosen to abstain
from appearances. The contemnor may be relying on her legal knowledge
that she needs to be called by a device of notice or service of warrant on
her, and it appears from the contemnor’s conduct that the contemnor has

ardent desire of being called with due and proper procedure.
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16. Therefore, now it has become necessary to act on the finding that
present is a fit case to take cognizance of contempt and issue proper
process. Conduct of the contemnor has aggravated the contempt.
Considering the past record of the contemnor, that the contemnor is
already facing a contempt proceeding which is tried and being heard by

another Division Bench of this Tribunal, the following order is passed.

17. Issue bailable warrant to contemnor Smt. Sujata Manoj Saunik,
Principal Secretary to appear before this Tribunal on 24.8.2016, when the

case would be listed before Division Bench for final hearing.

18. In addition to personal appearance the contemnor shall furnish
personal bond in a sum of Rs.25,000/- with cash security to be deposited
by cheque to be drawn from her personal account and shall furnish surety

bond in a sum of Rs.100/- by at least one officer in her own rank.

19. At this stage the Ld. PO states and prays that he may be given a
chance to communicate this order to the respondents for enabling her to
comply with the directions even without issue and service of process, if the

contemnor chooses to do so.

20. In view of the prayer of Ld. PO, office should not issue bailable
warrant till 20.8.2016, which may be issued to the Commissioner of
Police, Mumbai on 20.8.2016, with a request to supervise serving thereof

and make a report of service on or before the due date.

21. S.0.to 24.8.2016.

2d[—

(A.H. Joshi, J.)
Chairman
12.8.2016
Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:AJAWALKAR Judgementsi 201648 August 20164,CA.41.16 in QA.1225.10.J.8.2016-SCGupta-Bailable Warrant 50.24.8.16.doc
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2. for the Respondent/s
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i ,

‘i’he state of Mah. & Ors.

111 Heard Smt.

Date : 12.08.2016.
0.A.298 of 2016

Shri S.R. Kol " ..Applicant

Vs. _
..Respondents

Advocate for the Applicant and smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

Ieamed presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for
three week time for taking decision on‘Apniicant‘s case

b\/ the Respondent No.5.

‘ 3 The judgment of acquittal is dated 15.05.2015.

It is not shown that it was impossible to consider the

matter of reinstatement ofapplicant punctually.

4 - Learned P.O: for the Respondents states that in

‘vjiew of the gravity of the matter she will not take

further adjournment.

13

5. ReSpondents are put to notice that if action

-réqmred to be taken till next date and |f further time is

sbught heavy and exemplary costs wouid be ordered.

6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

PO to communicate this order to the Respondents.

7. Adjourned to 22.08.2016.

Sd/-
{KH. Joshi, ))" QJ‘

: Chairman
sha

Punam- Mahajan, the Iearned,
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(LG PO J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No.

{Advocate

18ph- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
of 20 DstTrRIOT
..... Apnlicant/s
............. )
rersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer......ocoiiieiiiennn e

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

Office Notes, Office Memeoraonda ‘of Coram,
Appuarance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

KT

APPEAZAD

[

Tribunal's orders

M.A,Zl&lZOlﬁimQA.SZQ’ZM&

Dr. Y.M. Kakadwar
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicai t
... Regpo \dents

‘ Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. £.S. Gaikwad.
the learned Presenting Officer for the T espondents.

I have perused the record and proceedings. It
appears that as per the order of 11 May, 2016 made "+
by the Hon’ble Vice-Chairman, this MA was directec
t6 be heard along with the OA. The pleadings having
been completed, the OA is admitted and is fixed for
final hearing before the appropriate Bench. 1 am
informed at the Bar that another OA being OA
No.611/2016 which is of substantive nature and
challenges the transfer of the Applicant from Arthur
Road Jail to Primary Health Centre, Nandgaon, Dist :
,‘\@% That is pending before the Bench of the
Hon'ble Vice-Chairman. It seems that both the OAs
may have to. be clubbed together and placed before
anyone Bench. The matter be placed before the
Honble Chairman for directions.

“e : ;\\\C_
Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)

Member (J)

12.08.201¢
(skw)

P10
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Apvenrance, Treibnnul's orders or

Airections and Revistrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders
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0.A.93/2016

Shri D.D. Sherkhane
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad holding for Ms. N.G.
Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

The Applicant is a Class-IV employee and he has
brought this OA challenging his transfer by the order
dated 29t March, 2014 on several grounds and has asked
for setting it aside and vide Prayer Clause (b}, he has
sought a direction for the Respondent No.3 to consider the
applications of the Applicant and/or his mother clated
6.6.2014, 10.12,2014 and 13.1.2015.

Submissions were '_ihear on the last occasion
except for arguments'ﬁa)f M?. Ko ge, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant. Ms Gohad, the learned P.O. was heard.

Mr. Kolge makes a statement at the Bar that as of
now in this OA, he restricts his prayer to Prayer Clause (b)
and leave be reserved for him to challenge the transfer as
well as the issue with regard to the GPF, Salary, if need be
to be agitated by subsequent action.

In my view, since the matter relates to the transfer

f Class-IV employee which cannot be a common place
ﬂ\y\&'&nﬂkr and since the representations above referred to
have remained pending even after the filing of this OA, the
course of action urged by the learned Advocate Shri Kolge
can very safely be adopted while laying down an outer
time limit for compliance. This OA is, therefore, disposed
with a direction that the representations dated 6.6.2014,
10.12:2014 and 13.1.2015 referred to in Prayer Clause (b]
hereof be decided by the 3rd Respondent within six weeks
from today and the fate thereof be informed to the
Applicant within one week thereafter. The Applicant is
granted leave to withdraw the rest of the Prayers with
liberty to file a fresh OA, if need be on the :ame cause of
action including that related to GPF, Salary. etc. No ordur
as to costs. .

N e
Sd/- 7 )
(RB. Malil) '~
Member ( )
12.08.20 6

(skw)
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(LR 2260 (A) (50.000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMiNISTRATIV E TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 THaTRIOT
..... Applicant/s
CAAVOGALE oo errer e eentenne)
oersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OFFcer. e }

Office Nutes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunuls orders oy Tribunal's orders

directions and Reglstrar’s orders

TTTTTTTTTTTO.A173/2016

Shri P.T. Murudkar & Ors. ... Applicants
‘ Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Smt. Savita Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Shri Jagdale, the . learned Advocate for the
Applicants places on record a copy of the order dated 1%
August, 2016 in Writ Petition No.214/2009 (Shri R.N.
Dhanashetty -and others Vs. State of Maharashtra and
others). Shri Jagdale informs that the present Applicants
were the Respondents therein. By the order above
referred to, the Hon’ble High Court while dismissing the
said Writ Petition for want of prosecution recorded that
the DPetitioners therein were already promoted, and
therefore, they were not keen in pursuing the matter. The
same promotion related matter is the present one. In my
view, it will be appropriate to ask the Respondents to place
on record the present state of affairs B repard to whether
the present Applicants have been Sr~have not been
promoted, so that an appropriate course of action can be
worked out. Compliance within three weeks.

S.0. to 27 September, 2016.

DATZ ‘__JH RJ%O_‘,Q - Sd/- | =

(B Malik) )& ™ s
Member (J)
12.08.2016

(skw)

PO
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Ortier Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Aupearance. Tribnnals orders or © Tribunal's orders
Airections and Registrar’s orders
0.A.830/2016
Shri C.R. Rajput ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respond :nts

Heard Shri K.R. .Jagdale, the lexrned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. ¢ avita
Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the
 Respondents.

" Issue notice returnable on 09.09.2016.

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to
serve on Respondents intimation / notice of date
of hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondents
are put to notice that the case would 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 18 directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice.

.S.0. to Ot September, 2016. The learned

DATE : '?‘!&[%‘ b : P.O. do waive service.
CORAM :
wmﬁ-ﬁ%—%@mman) s
Hon'blc Shri M&E(Member)( " Sd/-
APPRARANCE : — _ ‘
T (R.B.-Malik) ‘<~ ° 2
Shﬁ/Eﬂ{:..,Ka“..gm..:[.?..‘%':ﬂ(.f\"'....&... Member (J)
Advaeste for s fonpileont . 12.08.2016
: Cury Aot (skw)

irassssvnen

.................................
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{G.C.PY J 2260(B) (50,000--2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E. -

IN THE MAHARAQHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No.. | of 20
CIN
Original Apphcatmn No. : of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memcranda of Coram, :
. Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ) . - Tribunal’s orders
directions ' and Registrar’s orders )

- 0.A . No.406 ol 2016

Shn S.K. Sawant B .Applicant
1 Vs. - ' .
‘The State of Maharashtra & Ors - .Respondents

Heard Shri A.A. Gharte, learned Advocate for the
‘ Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld PO states that let the OAs be kept on
18.8.2016 which will enable the Secretary, Transport to

sécure the exact requirements. -

3. S0.t01882016. Q-

Chalrman

- 12.8.2016
parg: '2-% . 0016

CORAM ;
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi {Chairmen)

‘ Mﬂmm%ber) A
APPEARAN CE.

vt P P Gharte.

Advocate for the Apph ‘
Shri/ %r(. Ch v W\LL' )

CAD 1 P.O.for the R.¢p9ndellt/sU

Adi, To '8!8 !%'[’ @ :

(sgi)




(GRS J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) . o ‘ (Spl- 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. Office Memoranda of Coram. .
Avppearance, Tribunal’s orders or : C Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

OAs No.31Z & 313 0T 2016

Shri R.A. Kulkarni o

~ Shri P.B. Avhad o .Applicants
Vs ’
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ..Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learnéd Advocate for
the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld PO states that let the OAs be kept on
. 18.8.2016 which will enable the Secretary, Transport to

secure the exact requirements.

3, S.0.t018.872016.

— Sl

(AH. Joshig Ty
Chairma
12.8.2016

CORAM : T
Hon e Tuetipe T 5 M. Joshi (Chairman)
Hon'hle S lid v_.e—éa'd‘::nmﬁr(ﬁﬂ'embér') A

LT

f

RdapuactehYs

lsflewe. s

®




“CPS T 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) ' (Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

TN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RAJCA No. of 20
IN
Original Apphcatmn No. ' of éO

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

MAT0/16 i CAAYIS 0 OA 332

The Staté of Maharashtra & Ors.  ..Applicants
Vs, ‘
ShriS.C.Bhosale ©~ . - . . .Respondent

Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer
for  the Applicants—original Respondents ~ and

Responde_nt-‘original Applicant in person.

2, Ld. PO states that he wants time to exdmine the

chse,
3 $.0.t030.82016. o
| P Q.
. m. JO%:'N (b“
Chairman
. 12.8.2016
(sgi)
DATE:
CORAM :

Hon'hle hustica Shri A. 1. Joshi (Chairman)
Hon'ble Shii M. Rameshkumar (Member) A

APPEARANCT

ShriSeer . YaBs ﬁk”‘""{) ¢ -

aduceate o ihe Applicant €0V Kefd)

Shri (Sepbot, A:‘M\ o dezm.....
C. PO/ PO, for the Respondentfs Cm npﬂ)

Adr. To %a\ﬁ'!lb' -




RO 2260 (A) (")U 000—2-2015) ' ‘ ‘ [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Urigial Application No. - of 20 IhsTrICT
' ..... Applicant/s
t\dvu(ate.)
‘ ‘versus
I
* The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

Fresenting OffICer...cccoo i e e e )

O¥ice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Corum,
Appeuarunce, Tribunal’s orders or ' ' Tribunal’'s orders
dircetions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 12.08.2016.

- C.AN0.60 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.1013 of 2014 v

Smi. M.V. Deshmukh ..Applicant
L Vs, .

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

1 Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate

fojr‘ the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. ' Learned P.O. for the Respondents states as
follows:- '

For entire compliance about 45 days time is

required.
3. 7. Letthe steps be processed and affidavit be field.
4. . Compliance would be reported on the next date.

5 - Affidavit be field on or before 21.08.2016.

® . r . - ’ :
pap:_ 12:8:2006 6.. S.0.to23.08.2016.

GALT . :
o o oyian kL 1 Toshi (Chairman) ‘
skumar (Member) A 1 ST

p,,‘_b.m—-i-n ALl
APFLS LI 11 Yo o ' o

n peverer) L ) MAY ¥
TS S M D 228 : g ‘ _ msm, ‘ﬂf\

Agppesrs Tot the Aﬂﬂ“cmt h‘
- [“' / K " §¢ sersesessnsed sha .

s
c

Chairman

ey
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. o of 20
CIN
Original Application No. - = - " of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

0.A. No.124 0f 2016

Shrl M.W. Ghante - .Applicant
; Vs, ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. It is seen that this Tribunal has ordered notice
fétui‘nable today. The office report does not indicate as

to whether notice was collected, service etc.

3. Registrar is directed to warn the officer concerned
against furnishing such vague report. Proper report be

furnished on'the next date.

4.  Returnable datc is extended on humanitarian
grounds. However, if notice is not collected within two
weeks, OA shall be dismissed without further reference

to Tribunal.

pATE:_ 12+ 8 %”o ] - Q
CORAM : -5, 8.0.104.10.2016.

Hen'be fnsiioe Shit ""‘; H. Joshi (Chairman) ' (\d
Homiimimiat st isass famber) A

—_—
(A H. JoshI7YW\

ATTT; r SR .

S ‘ Chairman .
ﬂn/w( H . JOSHY - 12.8.2016
Advocnie fr hoAnplican (5&]) ' '

Shri/ p!‘ X -B‘ Bh’SC-l

CAO/ EG. for the Respondent/s

Adi. To '4“0‘0"0‘.6

YT T
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. ' of 20
IN
Uriginal Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

[

Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda. of Coram, P
Avpearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar's orders

0.A. No.123 0f 2016

Shri B.A. Popat "~ .Applicant
; Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents

~ Heard Shri A.M.'Joshi, 1¢arﬁed Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. It is seen that this Tribunal has ordered notice
returnable today. The office report does not indicate as

td whether notice was collected, service etc.

3. Registrar is directed to warn the officer concerned
against furnishing such Vague report. Proper report be

. furnished on the next date.

4, Returnable date is extended on humanitarian
grounds. However, if notice is not collected within two
weeks, OA-shall be dismissed without further reference

" to Tribunal,

oarE: 192,906 ‘ 5. $.0.104.102016. | ﬂ{/
GORADY: o ' ‘ ‘ \
Hon’ble iustes Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) ‘ : ’(A/H Joshiv J) \

B g bRpmesilenme ery A - ‘ _ " Chairman
APPEATANCE : ' e - 12.8.2016
o TN ML ‘,Mh‘ o (Sg]) :

A dvocote i ihs Apploasd

CI‘T ,q/ K B Bh‘;s. ........ hve

o £ far she Fes pﬁﬂdeﬂﬂs

LR 20 6

fids, Vet d' “4

>
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][N THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.AJ/C.A No. : of 20
IN .
Original Application No. ‘ : of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

(Mfice Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Annpearance, Tribunal’s orders or - . ' Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orders : ) :

O.A. No.304 of 2016

Shri P.N. Dalal - .Applicant”
. Vs, :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

| Heard Shri M.D. '_Lonkar, learned Advocate for the
. Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Ofﬁcer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Dere, Ld. Advocate for the applicant states
that he has received copy of reply and wants time to file

réj oinder,

3, $.0.104.102016. 9\__ .
| Cf//f
.—-—"‘._“
‘ (A.H. JOSIII, 5‘&5

/'_1{.“1;"?, ‘ HQ‘IB“L . . | .Chairman

12.8.2016

LR TN

tice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman) (se).
e H-Rameshlnmas (domberl A ‘ .

M v Lanlay

siow dre Ay nlw\,"m
Pk or*h Pcsporc\nt/s

AT L{hﬁ“,ﬁ.




CLP g 2260 (A) (50.000—2-2015) ; [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASI—ITRA ADMINI‘BTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
i.ieinal Application No. of 20 - © - DustrRICT
T e Applicant/a
UALIVOCATE Lottt et ea i eae aea s e e L
‘versus
. i ! . .
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
‘Fresenting Of’ﬁcer ....................... ) |
O+fige Notes, Office Memoranda of Corvam, :
Appeuarunce, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders -
directions and Registrar’s: orders ‘ '
Ddte : 12.08.2016.
0.A.834 of 2015
Shii K.A. Gani , -.Applicant
: Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. - ‘ ..Respondents

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

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned P.0. for the Respondents states as
follows:-

(a) The record is to be reconstructed and for
that purpose record/ copies are called
from various offices.

“(b) Some of the records are received and
some record is awaited.

- ‘ _ 3. For reporting the reconstruction of file, S.0. to
AT \’1/\3\!!5 : P ©
S 26.08.2016.
" NasticeBhri A. H, Joshi (Chairman)
|rombie i bdRameshuamar Member) A

w iy the Applicant | - f q d / (

wirp st e ‘?< (‘7 {bb\l.’f”‘ :
S5 0. for the Respondent/s ' /ﬁ]oshl, Q

Chairman

st Toen N 2116 2 shs

-

[Pre)
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TN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS‘TRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Uriginal Apphication No, of 20 - DisTRICT

R Applicant/s

CAAYOCALE v e eeer ey JUUUUTRRRUR S |

fversus

The State of Maharashtra and others

i

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.........vvviiiienininienn, SUUPOTION Feririenerin e eanaie e )

(Mtice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or o Tribunal’'s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 1

Date : 12.08.2016.
'0.A.357 of 2016
$hri C.A, Ghodke : ~..Applicant

S Vs, , '
The State of Mah. & Ors. : ..Respondents

1. Heard Shri M: Phalake, the learned Advocte
holtiing for Shri A.A, Desi, the learned Advocate for the
Apﬂticant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Offiicer for the Respondents.

) Learned P.O. for the Respondents- states as

follows:-

(>a) The affidavit is received. .

(b) He would like to scrutinize the affidavit.

{c)  Two weeks time may be granted.

b dustice Shei AL H.Joshi (Chairman}
SEERHEE § Zamorhbnmag {M‘gmben A

i

Time as prayed for is granted.

et 1 OV, |h4¢.u¢_\,\,,\¢|y.? Ay 4 = 50.t023.08.2016.
s o {“*rn 2 Aps J‘ic"ut - O-Fﬁ

N m“m .. ‘b -'37\'\.[) resrrerere ‘ o _ F’ < /r’

O PO for the Respondent/s

\ - ’ : ’ (AH Joshi, I’f/

Ad. Too k2 3”6' ...... o : S : Chairman

(PTO
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI :
¢rrizinal Apolication No.  of 20 . ‘ DisTricT
o Applicant/s
LAVOCATE Lo iee et e s e e e aeeannece et l)
P persus
The State of I\;Iahara'shtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. ... e s v nes)
{Mtice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearancy, Tribunal’s ovders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders : ' ’
Date : 12.08.2016.
: 0.A.757 of 2016
Shri N.P. Pawar 7 ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states as
follows:-

‘ The record pertaining to the Applicant in the
! Home Department rs no raceable and it wou|d

e traced/expearfrous V.
3. No sooner the record is constructed/ traced
learned P.O. would make statement as to the time .

| frame within which the Applicant’s representation

come o she, o - would be decided.
” » ‘ .:e;hr;A. H.lJoshi (Chairmany 4., In view of the request of the learned P.O. for the
I , ' Rdspondents, adjourned to 8.09,2016./~— )
RIRRIET M P L.dl'\-K‘ﬂr o ‘ /// -
svesate for tue Applicent R . (A H. JOShI JQ
Corb Bt K'B’EZ"H Jhrrens ; " Chairman

LU P for the Respondent/s sba

v Toon DA 1 »

1PTO)
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TN THE MAHARASIiTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Jriginal Application No. “of 20 DISTRICT
e, Applicant/s
VAV OCRER vt oeeee e oe et s st e e ee e L)
L .
| versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. ..o i e s )

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

Tribunal' s orders

DATE: 12 K ol6

GORAM : '

Hen'ble Jmt.ce ShrtA H. Joshi (Chamnan)

H i i ber)A
APPEARANCE :

qusl?(‘ N S htﬁgh“ :«-Vn ho'd |)

Advm:‘{ thnﬁlwmm 0’56

Shrj Bhki
i Ko Bt

ioiorthe Re spondsnt/s

Ady. To. 03’31%16 o

Date : 12.08.2016.

C.A.N0.53 of 2014 in 0.A.No.44 of 2009 with
C.A.N0.54 of 2014 in O.A.No.173 of 2009 with
C.A.N0.55 of 2014 In O.A.N0.54 0f 2010

Shti R.G. Joshi
$.8. Mahadik

S.N. Pitke & Ors. ..Applicants

Vs.

fhe State of Mah. & Ors, ..Reéspondents -

1. Heard Shri V.U,
Advocate holding for Shri R.M. Kolge, the tearned

Sherkhahe, the learned

Adjvocate-for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

ledrried Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shru V.u.

Sherkhane holding for Shri R.M. Kolge prays for time

betaus’e Advocate Shri Kolge is busy in-High Court.

3. | S5.0.t0 8.09.2016.

1 Chawman
shh: _

[Preo)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBALI
M.A/R.A/C.A.No. of 20
"IN
QOriginal Application No. of 20

'FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

rr -

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

Tribunal’s orders

-—

pate:_ YH\ell ¢
CORAM ; o

¢ Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

Eanfymt" M . L@MZQ)/

Advegats fur the Apulicant

Shri/Smb: Al WML"‘!L”
C.EO/ 2O fur the Respondmt/s

Ady. To L\\“ U k.

e

O.A. No.102 of 2016

Dr. T.A. Jadhav ‘ - ..Applicamt
Vs. '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. - _..Responaents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate tor e

Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenung,

Officer for the Resporidents.

2. Shri Lonkar, Ld. Advocate for the appucam

requests for time to prépare and address.

e

Chalrman
12.8.2016

3. 8.0.104.102016.

(s)



Oftflee Notes, Office Memdtrandn of Coraimn,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ’
directions und Registrar’s ordove

Tribunal b 21085 2016

Adwieats tor the Apslicant :
<

SETLINIENE CHCHR 3 A3 NGV

LEQ RO, for the Respondent/s

Ady. To 9‘?’""‘\\] G

Smt. S.A. Kulkarni .Applicant
Vs
| The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shﬁ Sarideep D_ere,, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting

 Officer for the Respondents.

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

record.

3. Shri Dere, Ld. Advocate for the applicant prays
for time fo ‘consider the affidavit and find out as o

whether any claim survives.

4. S.0. 10 23.9.2016. It is hoped that if no grievance
remains the applicant would act suitably and it some
grievance remains the applicant would represent directly

to the authorities with copy to the Ld. CPO.
\

S/~
Chairman
12.8.2016

¢

- (sg))
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. : ) of 20
"IN
Original Application No. S of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

0.A No3T7Tof 2016

ShriB.S. Suryawanshi : ~ ..Applicant
Vs. ' }
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Responaents

'Heard Shri M.D, Lonkar, learned Advocate for ne
Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K, learned Presenung

Officer for the Respondents.

2. ~Ld PO prays for time for making a statemem:
within which dues, which have to bé paid to the applicant

in the situation as existed, would be paid.

3. By way of last chance adjourned to 21.9.2016.

, osh1 J‘)f(p(m

: Chalrman

paTE:__\u\ e[l L - . 12.8.2016
- Hon'ble Juztios Blul A 1. Jeald (Chalrmany.

Foimblo-Sh b Rameshburmar Olemben) A
Ay Ed

Shairfmt. & T“L Q L».ﬂ‘\"u‘\?/ .....
Agvoente fur the Applicant
Sk /St s JRa W Avinana

C.PO/P.G. for the Respondent/s

Ad). To... ’H\ﬁ\)f— \:!7 MSY. el et

Chhan Ce
,%.‘7"/
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

1Spl.- M.All -2 E.

MUMBAI '
M.AJ/R.A./C.A. No. of 20
"IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Oft'it?e‘Notes, Oifice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dirgctions and Registrar’s orders

* Tribunal’s orders -

BaTE:_ \\lle

CORAM .
Sl

11 ble Justice Shie

. ki Joski (Chairman)

ASTEARARCE |

Chri/fas 1 (‘ T %Qrﬁr&k{‘—'
Advovalz fur e Applicant

kil /Smt, ¢ 5‘5\"3‘.'\1?\ 9‘&*‘;4\;44%%,

CRO/PO. “for the Ru;pondent/s

Ad). Tow. \‘8\‘3\‘] G:

ol

M.A. No.312 of 2016 in O.A. No.616 of 2011 (Nagpur)

Shri V.P. Narwade ..Applicant
Vs, .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

..Responaents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate ror

~the Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learnea

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

C2 At the request of Shri Chandratre, 1.d. Advocaw

for the applicant adjourned to 18.8.2016.

o

— —

* (AH. Joshi, ”.‘f\#“‘ n
Chairman
12.8.2016

(sgh)
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ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE NIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

M.A/R.AJ/C.A, No.
IN

Original Application No.

- MUMBAI

of 20

~of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

A

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

Tribunal’s orders

oA, s]| b

-

L7023 Tor (he Anslicant

&bt Ty P"Yt&\%y\( (b' k

r
C.h O/"u lur ine Res: andent/s

ashy.
---------------------------------

0.A. No.693 0f 2016

Smt. P.a. Kudanar o _ .Applicant
Vs. : )
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri P.S. Pathak, learmed Advocate for e
Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenung
Officer for the Respondents.

2, Ld. PO tenders affidavit. It is taken on recora.

3, Shri Pathak, Ld. Advocate for the applicant prays
for time to consider the contents of the affidavit and rite

rejoinder, only if necessary.

4. $.0.1025.8.2016. v
mgld/(_
Chairman ny(m
| 12.8.2016
(sgi)
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(G.C.P.) .J 2260(B) (50,000—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.

LB §
QOtfice Notes, Qffice Memoranda of Coram,
. Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s ordors '

O.A.No.784 0f 2016

Shri S.R. Sapate R .Applicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Responaents

Heard Ms. Shraddha Pawar, learned Adavocalc
holding for Shri S.T. Bhosale, learned 'Advocate for ine
Appliéant aﬁd .Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenuing
Officer for the Respondents. :

2, Ld. PO states that the impugned order has peen

cancelled.
3. Ms. Pawar, Ld. Advocate prays for time 1o taxc
instructions.
- 3. S.0.t02482016. 3
e
pate:_ 12 .& _‘_“_'9__’_( ' ‘ Chalgrsnan
CORAM ; A . 12.8.2016
HG])bl&.}uJvaE‘}“ A 1. Joshi+ “hairman) ‘ (sgj)

R R

o ikomar (b lzmber) A

APPES 14N7E
s MS: < veddha SR v, hoiding

by
Advoc. :.,fcrﬁ_ Mf“% T‘ k hb&ﬂlc

Shri /St fﬂq U']m‘j;av S
CRO/ O.f -the} cpondent'.

Ad To.... P02 82006

5
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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.
Oft:ice Notes, Ot‘fi(;e Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or | - ) Tyibunal’s orders
directions .and Registrars orders = ' | '
0.A. No.801 of 2016
Shri T.N. Munde - ~..Applicant
Vs. ) :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Smi. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate 1or
the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenung
Officer for the Respondents. n
2. . Ld.PO prays for time for filing reply.

3. S.0.1018.8.2016.

. : ‘ - - ‘ y a
o =

(A H. Joshi, J. :
, ' Chairman
- - 12.8.2016
_D_éIE: 18 N2 G_ - (Sg])
GORAM : R
Hea'ble lustio: Shai AL Joshi (Chairmen} _ )
Howkle S {ventber) A e B
r.

© APPRAGANIZS \
Shff{‘:tr\: = PU AL Q____MC\I\NOVL

Advocais - \
Shn/% L. ﬁ . m.hO V\ﬁ'.

}«P‘O/PL Lo n,F}\ﬁspO’l ni/s
1. &<20]6

Ad). ‘TO-N“ reee @ .
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADM]NTS TRAT lVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Oviginal Application No. of 20 Digrrict
_____ Aop]icant/s'
CAVOUATE oot et e e iea et e eeeee e e r i e )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others
‘‘‘‘‘ Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfICer. .. )

Office Notes, Offive Memoranda of Corum,
Appeardnce, Tribunal’s vrders or - Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrur's orders

- T T 0.A.404/2015

Dr. S.V. Patil & Ors. ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ... Respondents

Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned

. Presenting Officer for the Respondents. -
DATE : Iﬂ:\zg\'ib . Heard. The learned P.O. is hereby directed to
CORAM : furnish to the Applicants’ Advocate the names and
Han'hle Shri, RA SV AGARWAL addr.esges of the selected candidates to the post
y i Chairman) herein involved.
or e e 0 o ‘ (Mcmher)j—
eRTe S.0. to 26t August, 2016,

BT chag e s e K

(R.B. Malik) (Rajgv Agarwal)
- Member (J) Vice-Chairman
12.08.2016 12.08.2016

[Pred
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0.A.730/2015

Shri P.S. Kokare ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocatc
for the Applicants and Smt. Savita Suryawanshi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The learned P.Q. is being instructed by Shri
V.V. Joshi, APP, Director of Prosecution, Mumbai.
As the hearing progresses, it appears to us that
certain clarificatory points are absolutely imperative
for a proper decision of this OA. From amongst
others, a clarification must be placed on record as (0
whether the posts of Junior Clerk in the office of the
Director of Prosecutions is District Cadre, Divisional
Cadre or State Cadre. Further, if there are
Recruitment Rules or any such instrument in so far
as the appointment to the post of Senior Clerk 18
concerned, the same should be produced for our
perusal and in the event, such Rules are not there,
the clarification should be made as to in what way so
far the appointments have been made and are being
made. If there is a common seniority list, then the
source for the authority to have such a list should
also be placed on record. Number of posts in
different Districts of Junior Clerks and Senior Clerks
can also be placed on record.

S.0. to 2rd September, 2016.
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