THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.827 OF 2016

DISTRICT : PUNE

V.S. Kokane. .. Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents. '

Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE  :12.09.2016.
ORDER

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. s,

Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
| 2, Heard both sides.

3. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan for the Applicant has pointed out as
follows :-

(a) After the decision of P.E.B. in the office of Commissioner of Police, Pune
dated 26.05,2016 in all 74 Officers/ employees were transferred.

(b} This Tribunal hag passed the order on 08.07.2016 in 0.A.N0.663/2016 and
issued to the Commissioner of Police, Pune certain directions. Thereafter 36 .
transfer orders have been withdrawn by the Commissioner of Police, Pune,
while applicant’s transfer is not cancelled. )

(c) Applicant’s case could have been dealt with by the Commissioner of Palice,
Pune in the same or similar way, which has not been done.
4, In the aforesaid premises, the Respondent No.2, Commissioner of Police, Pune is
directed to apply mind to the present case and decide as to whether any distinguishing
fact and feature exists in the present case in comparison to the transfers orders which
are cancelled after this Tribypal’s order dated 08.07.2016 passed in 0.A.N0.663 of
2016.




5. 1f the Commissioner of Police, Pune wants to follow the same course as directed
in the order dated 08.07.2016 referred to in foregoing paragraphs, the Commissioner of

Police, Pune shall be free to adopt same course.

6. In the event, the Commissioner of Police, Pune is desirous of contesting the O.A.
in that event, he shall adopt the following course -

{a) Find out as to whether all members of P.E.B. concerned have read Section
22N of Bombay Police Act before taking decision as recorded in the minutes
dated 26.05.2016.

{b) Find out as to within which of the clause or clauses of Section 22N, the
impugned transfer fits and is permissible.

{c) Ascertain and identify the facts which do constitute the grounds and
circumstances leading to the decision to transfer the Applicant and do fitin
any condition or circumstances prescribed by Section 22N of the said Act,
enabling the Transfer.

7. Commissioner of Police, Puns shall file own affidavit-in-reply, answering each

point, paragraph and averment contained in O.A., if O.A. is to be contested.

g Hamdast and steno copy is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

9. S.0. to 22.09.2016. O

Chairman




versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

e Respondenws
(.PresentingOfﬁcer..........,....,............' ................ pranaens bt et p)
Office Notes, Office MEmorandaA of Coram, . . . ' .
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s erders
directions. and Registrar’s orders
Date: 12.09. 2016
0.A.N0.756 of 2016
S.D. Mane . .... Applicant.
Versus
The State ;:f Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard: Shri .,N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

a

M‘{\\L | | 2) A |'  ti is absent
' . . Tl . pplicant in person is absent.
(ortati ~Him L hoe Llet1 /,;)H -
0 ) + A H ' ’ . 5
: ‘j'r;dfl“ CC [’“, M 3. Shri P.S. Pathak, the learned Advocate is appointed

as amicus curiae to assist the Tribunal. Office is directed to
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Q/Ch ot F"?—‘U P\bﬁ’ﬁw rF < P uL furnish the copy to learned Advocate Shri P.S. Pathak.

ot Mo @WL |
&M 4. learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for tne

gb\ Caul M fetéol i< Respondents states that it could not be necessary to send
abseud . ' | the notices, in view that issue involved is very limited and
H Q& would secure:instructions for filing réply. ‘ ,
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(Presenting Officer

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others .

..... Respondent/s

Office Notes, Oftice Memc randa of Coram, -

Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or

directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’'s orders

St s St 0

+e o)

DQJO)‘ @.I\A"&‘N J"Lh—@‘

a. JD SR
 aad

~r& b\Ufﬁi 'Cx/@)\u W

.

od r‘_t' ?

5.0 )0

3

u@uxcpkﬁ#wp'

e,

e iy

’

21l Tirs

) v Li bl 72

2 'ULOAJ’ Gore

&t

@ e

QH

w“ oy

P

Date : 12.09.2016.

C.A.N0.110 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.255 of 2013

V.N. Zalte ' .... Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1.  Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenung

Officer for tffe Respondents.

2. Shri H.M. Inamdar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri N.P. Dalvi, the learned Advocate tor

Respondent No.2 are absent.

3. Learned P.O. smt. K.S. Gaikwad for tne
Respondents states as follows :-

Writ Petition filed by the M.P.S.C. challenging the
order passed by this Tribunal in 0.A.N0.255/2013 is
expected to come up on board on 21.11.2016. as
per the system generated data.

4, in view that non appears for the applicant

adjourned to 06.02.2017, with liberty to. request Tor

circulation before due date, if occasion arises.

\

Sd/-
(A.H. st'h‘n,‘ﬁ[)”‘ -
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Ot‘fice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
divections and Registrar’s orders

Teibunal’ s orders
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Date : 12.09.2016.
‘ 0.A.N0.350 of 2016
_M.D;'lngole Applicant.
Versee
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

. Heard Shri'V.S. Panpatte, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gankwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. lssue notice returnable on 27.10.2016.

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

issued.

4. Applieant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respon‘dents intfimation/notice of date ‘of hearing duly
authehticated by Registry, along wfth complete paper book
of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
"+ pe taken up for final dlsposal at the stage of admission

) heanng

5. This |nt|mat|on/not|ce is ordered under Rule 11 of
“the Maharashtra Admlntstratwe Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988, and the questionS' such as limitation'and

~ alternate remedy are kept open.

b. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed
post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced aiong_.with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directedlto file Affidavit of

compliance and notice. '

7. What this Tribunal s expecting from the

Respondents is that Respondents to make a statement in

due course of time that due attention would be paid to

)

Sd/-

(A.H. Joshi, 1.} (
Chairman

applicant’s request for transfer.

8 5.0 to027.10.2016.
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Appearance, Tribanal’s orders or
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Date : 12.09.2016.

" M.V. Kumbharde
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

1.

0.A.N0.809 of 2016

... Applicant. - ¢

...Respondents.

‘Heard Shri P.S. Pathak, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned

Presknting Officer for the Responde nts.

.2,

Learnéd Advocate Shri P.S. Pathak for the Applicant

states that affidavit of service would be filed in the office

during the course of day.

3.

learned P.O. Ms. S. Suryawanshi for the

Respondents states that para-wise comments are received

3.

and two weeks time is required for filing affidavit—in-‘reply.

Though two weeks time is prayed longer time is

. _
granted with the hope that no further adjourned should be

necessary.

4. S.0. to 05.10.2016 for reply. }
. - _" : \

prk
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(A.H. Josh*f,wl/m A\
~ Chairman .
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(AAVOCALE oicyuyerrirraraesussmrenanarsssrrrnssmarrrness

versus

Thé State of Mahafashtra and others

(Presenting Officer..... ..o

Respondents

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

Tribunal’ s orders

Date : 12.09.2016.
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0.A.No.189 of 2014 with 0.A.N0.190 of 2014

M.V. Kulkarni (O.A.N0.189/2014)

| A.R.Jadhav (0.A.N0.190/2014) ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard: Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate

for the Applifants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit -for the

Respondents on instructions from Shri Upasani, Law

Officer, D.G. office, Mumbai states as follows :-

(a)

The case of the applicants were considered
for retransfer / appropriate transfer.

it has been decided not to transfer them for
“the present in view that the cases of these
‘two persons are being considered for
' - promotion.:

(b)

3. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan for the
Applicants st'étes that it would be appropriate for the

action on the part of the Government.
4, In view of this statement adjourned to 07.11.201b.

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

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

Respondents.’ \
) ‘ : - Sd/-
| ALYV (| o™
Chairman
prk [PTO.
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versus -

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer. ... e

... Respondenus

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

Date : 12.09.2016.

C.A.No.73 of 2016 in 0.A.No.633 of 2015

D.G. Pore

.... Applicant.
' Versus'
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Resporidents.

1. Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for_the Applicant and Ms. §. Suryawanshi, the

learned presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Le'ar'ned p.0. Ms. S. Suryawanshi for the
Respondents states as follows. - '

Judgment passed in 0.A.N0s.467, 524, 585, 589,
606, 632, 633, 636, 638, 648, 667, 742, 766, 767,
768, 786, 791,‘808, 809, 822, 904, 960 and 1054 all
_of 2015 is being carried before Hon'ble High Court.
The Writ Petition is ready and would be filed til

19.09.2016.
3. For -reporting compliance done till next date
adjourned to 24.10.2016. 9\
Sd/-
. .Y
(A.H. Joshi, J.}
Chairman -
prk ‘ ,
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(AdvOCAte «oveemreerieneess ereeraeateeaeeneeeaernaes rveerrenees )

versus

The State of _Maharashtra and others

..... Respondenus
_ (Presenting Officer. ... )
Office Notes Of.i e Memoranda of Cm:am,
Appeu ance Tribunal’s orders.or ‘ * Tribunal’'s ordexrs
direct »ns and Registrar’s orders ) '
Date : 12.09.2016.
0.A.No.37 of 2016
M.P. Prabhukhanolkar , ' .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
\‘\q\\b . . ’J’UHIL 1. Heard Shri A.R. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the
o , '
C}"ﬂu’\ (g\}:‘, 1 H -:)-'g,&u- Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting
, L] . L - ' ’
o~ LA "4)' Officer for the Respondents.
N _ -
) < B TN &V\M‘f@‘ He | o Learned Advocate Shri A.R. Joshi for the Appicant
oH weant . orays for leave to amend. '
Ty 8AC R ' | :
e 6\@(?,3 Lej.éuél:f ‘ - 3. Leave to amend as prayed for is granted.

@dé‘ﬂ gggzj 1]\4{ “Hj 10‘4 rl 4. _Amen‘dment be carried out within one week.

o\ U w4 ’ : "
v |q 16 5. 5.0.t020.09.2016. >
LR | | -
| Sd/- s
(AH. Joshif1.)’
Chairman
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2013)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

-Original Application No.

{Spl.- MAT P -2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TBIB'UNAL
MUMBAIL |

of 20 " " DisTRICT
e Applicant/s

(Advocate .......eee JSRUUPUPPISPT LRSS }

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

P e Res pondeiit/ s

(Presenting Officer.. . orereensns o teseees S )

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date T 12.09.2U10..

M A.No.353 of 2016 in 0.,A No 785 of 2016

V.V. V\(adeka’r : Apphcant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.; ....Respondenta.
!

1. Heard Shrl K R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the Iearned chief

Presenting Officer for the Responbents.
S |
2. Learned Advocate Shri: K.R.- Jagdale for the

Applicant states as follows :-

(a) The service was already effected by
collecting notices, 3however, repert was not
flled .

(b) He prays for restoratlon of O.A. wnth
 request to grant {time for furnishing the

_compllance
3. O.A. is restored on the said ground.
1-4. In view of the foregoing, N"lA is disposed of.

Sd/-

<{3\; | f("]'A.H._JosHi,‘ iy (

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBALI -
Original Application N6, ** of 20 . ' Disteier -
’ : s Applicant/s
(Advocate ..............-. et pe)d
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
R ' Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........oomnnecciiininnnn e e Ceveasteareen)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, . '
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ' g
Date : 12.09.2016.
0.A.N0.785 of 2016
V.V. Wadekar . 1 * ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. :- ....Respondents.

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

.\’V\‘H L6 ‘ }W' the Applicant and Shri N.K, Rajdurohit, the learned chief
N . < i R :
&H AL — nan :]'T.:JMCQ. L Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
:@QJAA e han J
9" H . ‘ ’ L | ‘ By
U,(L PV 2. O.A. is taken up for hearing today.
: L(‘H \L-&':rﬁoﬂ‘ - ‘ ‘i :
P @96 weav— 3. Learned Advocate Shri; K.R. Jagdale for the
A '?wtra?/ﬂ'}fcpo' Applicant haﬁs pointed out that thez service is already
Sty Al le _ . effected and undertakes to file the service report during
A e 860 J : " | the course of day. : ‘
OHJ_H F s | 4. tearned C.P.O. Shri N%.K. Rajpurchit for  the

mah | ime | to fi -
"F;b*“‘.aﬂ Cj)fl,l Respon_dents prays for time | to fmd out whether

instructions are received. . \

L 5 50.t019.09.2016. L }\

Sd/- A
(A.H. Joshi, 1.) |
i Chairman
prk i
|
)
{
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Oft‘ice Notes, Othce Memorunda ot Coram,
'Appearance, Tribunal's orders-or
* directions m;ld Reglstmrs orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 12.09.2016.

C.A.N0.70 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.42 of 2015

N.K.. Mg;yré ... Applicant.

" Versus \
The State oflMaharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.
1. Heard Shri.K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advoeate for

the Apbiicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned C.P.Q. Shri. N.K. Rajpurohit for the

Respondents on instructions from Shri P.M. Bolkavde
Sectlon Officer, Home Department states as follows :- l

1.% month tlme is requlred for completing the
process.

‘3. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit was asked to

state as to what steps required / remained to cqmplete the

process.

4. On instructions from learned C.P.O. and on the
basis of letter received by the office of - Respondent.
approval of the Hon’ble Chief Minister is the only step

which is remained before issuance of order.

5. In the backgrounld that adjudication is done by the

Tribunal and acceptance :thereof is done by the

Government, grant of any further and longer time would

mean to condone the disobedience of the order passed by
this Tnbunal Therefore what is expected as that the
Secretary concerned should personally take the Applicant’s

file to the Hon'ble Chief Minister and secure orders.
6. For reporting of the orders, S.0.to 21.09.2016.

7. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to Iearned
C.P.O.. Learned C.P. 0. is directed to commumcate this

order to the Respondents. - 9\

Sd/-

(A.H. Joshi, 1.} ”q -
Chairman
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (&) (50,000—2- 2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No- of 20 © DistRICT |
o ‘ I Apphcant./s
(AQVOCATE woorveimismsriarn s ferrererannnen )
versug
The State of Mabarashtra and others
E Respondent/s
e reriteres crererenenenes )

(Presenting Officer.......cccoeeveeens errerrarsenriseenen

Office Notes, Office Memaranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directlons and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders
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Date : 12.09.2016.

'o.A. No.161 of 2014 with O.ANo.968 of 2014

J.H. Kadam (0 A.No.161/2014)

S. P, Bhosale (0.A.N0.968/2014} ... Applicants
. . .
Versus
" The State'of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard‘Smt. Punam Mahajan, the earned Advocate

for the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

S.P. Manchekar,

2. ‘Ms.

Respondent No.5 is absent.

learned - Advocate for

2., ln vrew of subsequent orders passed by the

Government no further orders are necessary, hence, these

N

Sd/-
(A.H. JOShI,Q)

Chalrman

Original Applications are disposed of.

prk
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Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
dirvections and Registrar's orders

Tribunal's orders
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. Date : 12.09.2016.

S.D. Muluk

v

0.A.No.84 of 2016

... Applicant,

. Versus

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

1. fHeard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the tearned Advocate for

the Applicant.

2. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting
Officer states that Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer. who is incharge of the brief is absent today and

- hence time may be granted.

3. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit is directed to
secure instructions on following points :-

(a) Whether Applicant’s request for grant of
T.B. leave is pending. .

(b) Ifitis pending, reasons and stage thereof.

(¢} If its pendency is on account of some other

‘ ‘office, furnish the name of the officer
concerned  along  with  reminders,
communications if any done to the officer
concerned.

4. Today learned C.P.O. is instructed by Shri N.V.

. Gosavi, Senior Clerk, Office of C.P. Navi Mumbai.

5. Affidavit should be filed by any officer who is not

. below the rank of Deputy Commissioner of Police.

6. learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the

Respondents prays for two weeks time.

7. Time as prayed for is granted.

. 8. 5.0. tp 19.10.2016.

-9: Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned
C.P.0O.. lLearned C.P.O. is directed to communicate this
order to the Réspondents. ' 9\ 7
Sd/-
“’(A.H.Joshi,q.)‘v )
Chairman

prk - ) :
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7 (G.C. P) J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2-2016) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original ApplicationNa. © “+ © * of 20 g " Disthicr
- ' ‘ L Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE 1erveieiiiiriiee et eere e ee i ees s s s s e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others ~
..... Respondent/s

(Preéenting Officer,.....c.ccvveeniinins OO U PO OUPTPOPPRPIP teeeee)

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

" Date : 12.09.2016.

M.A.N0.549 of 2014 in 0.A.No.663 of 2012 (Nagpur)
{Civil Apptication N0.361/2014 Nagpur)

.M, Mankar . : ... Applicant.
" Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

pialib ] . |
‘/P——_—.—— ' X i . r . v
WQW")’@V"_‘J‘LL\)\‘CL&*?‘ﬁ'H’ 1. Heard Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Tssly @ [t ma y " presenting Officer for the Respondents.

WY L%M [Ml——- [l g 2. Shri 1.S. Charlewar, the learned Advocate for the
*
g,ﬁﬂ He ;zeggmuhw | H Applicant is absent.
cgbd»'.f's-clfeﬂuﬁ@ A | ' |
e MQL\‘U&M g QI)S{UL‘ 3. Adjourned to 20.09.2016. )\
&) o vl b - o Sd/-

2 . ~={A.H. Joshi,'h]
' '1_ : Chairman
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Date : 12.09.2016.

0.A.No.834 of 2015

‘ K.A. Gani .... Applicant.
Versu§ - 7 . ,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
‘1. .. Heard Shri G. Sadavarte, the leérned Advocate for

the Applicaﬁt and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents on
instructions from -Shri P.M. Balkavde, Section Officer,
Home Department states as follows :- ' '

(a) - Proposal for giving to the applicant the
benefits as has emerged is submitted to the
Tribal Department. :

(b). It is not possible to commit time frame
within which the Tribal Department would
process the matter. e

3. it is hoped that Home Department would pursue

the matter with Tribal Department and complete the

‘entire process forthwith.

4. ‘_For reporting the time frame required  and

‘compliance done till date, adjourned to 26.09.2016.

N

5. . Steno copy ard Hamdast'is allowed to learned P.O..

-Learned P.0Q.'is directed to communicate this order to the

Sd/-

Respondents.

“ (A.H. Joshi, '.I‘f( ‘o
Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE BIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, -~ S of 20 " DISTRICT
' ' Apphcant/s
(ADVOCALE - cvveviieeeie i eeeee i rnrsaeee s easeiaen e eee s rnearaesien)
versus
- The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer......ccccenrrieenenecincinnns et s ) |
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribﬁnal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
Date :‘12.09.2016.
0.A.N0.998 of 2016
K.A. Kedar’ ' , " ...Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1, Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for
\),\cl \|L 7 " | the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting

W — HO'W‘JOM"'M1 , Officer for. the Respondents.

[ 'T‘é ' . 7 : . ‘
& HCGI,\&,(-(M*H) 2. Learned_ Advocate Shri K.R. lagdale for the

Applica-nt prays for time to study and address.
—L‘J ‘ :960 Wi © 3. Tirﬁe as prayed for is granted.
&N : Ha— o . . .
miss ot b -Gabedd PP 4. S.0.t004.10.2016. X

pwfol | . | Sd/- ,

oLd -P!U:SU’( i , "(A.H'.Joshi,Jﬂ‘N’\

Chairman
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffIcer. ...t i )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,

Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar's orders
Date : 12.09,2016.

0.A.No.183 of 2016

B.B. Patil . ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate

iy ov o fagpun - PO
Mo peapadads

He axtah ;
e el

—buta) Ol
S OAa q_ﬂq,u"

L

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

" Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for tnhe
Respondents states as follows :-

Review Committee meeting is scheduled to be held
on 20.09.2016.

3. In view of the foregoing, hearing is adjourned to
27.09.2016.-
/.
(aH. Joshi 1) &7

Chairman
prk
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(Advocate

UeErsus

t
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondpnt/s
(Presenting OFFLCET v+ eee oo e eeee oot )
Oftice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registroar’s orders
~ Date : 12.09.2016.
0.A.No.837 of 2016
" The Assoc. of the Subordinate service
Of Engineers Maharashtra State & Ors, ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
\qq ][6 1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocarte
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M otly(chenmat

. mabagen Y

on she mgumhL .
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for the Applicant and Smit. Archana B.K., the tearneq

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

4

2. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan for tne

Applicant prays for time.

1

3. Time as prayed for is granted.

4. 5.0.t020.09.2016. Y

/-
(A.H. Jos‘hTﬂ)Q ur Y

Chairman
prk
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