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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.7 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.525 OF 2015

DISTRICT : PUNE

Mrs. Jyoti Shivaji Bade ..Applicant
Versus
Shri Vijay Waghmare, Director (Training) ..Respondent

Shri M.D. Lonkar — Advocate for the Applicant
Shri K.B. Bhise — Presenting Officer for the Respondent

CORAM Shri Rajiv Agarwal, Vice-Chairman
Shri R.B. Malik, Member (J)
DATE : 16t February, 2016
PER : Shri R.B. Malik, Member (J)
ORDER
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the

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



2 CA.7/16 in OA.525/15

2. The affidavit in reply of Shri Vijay Balkrishna Waghmare,
Director (Training), Directorate of Vocational Education and

Training, Mumbai has been tendered and is taken on record.

3. The order dated 23.12.2015 of which the contempt is
alleged was quite clear in every respect. It appears that the
respondent no.2 has complied with the order of the Tribunal and
has relieved the applicant. However, the respondent no.1 has not so
far implemented the order whereby the applicant could be allowed to

join as Clerk.

4. The present CA having been presented before the Hon'ble
Chairman directions were given on 27.1.2016 to Shri V.B.
Waghmare, Director (Training) to submit an affidavit on the points
set out in para 2 thereof. The affidavit in reply has been filed and in
our opinion it makes a sad reading, to use the mildest of the
expressions. For all one knows from para 5 and 6 it would appear
as if the implementation of the order of this Tribunal should await a
nod from the office of the CPO of this Tribunal or Government
Department of Principal Secretary, Skill Development and
Entrepreneurship of Mantralaya. One should have thought it as
basic and elementary that whatever is directed by a judicial forum
has to be complied with in accordance with its order. Shri Bhise,
Ld. PO, on instructions from Shri S.M. Haste, Joint Director,
Vocational Education & Training, expresses a possibility of an
opinion from Law & Judiciary Department having been sought on
whether to challenge our order or whatever. According to him the

opinion has been received to file a Review Application. Now, in the

/

-t



3 CA.7/16 in OA.525/15

ultimate analysis we cannot guess on whatever is in store in that
behalf because in fact if we did that we might contribute to lowering
the dignity of the Tribunal and in that sense join the company of the
respondents. The order is capable of being implemented and it had
to be. No irretrievable prejudice would have been caused to anybody
even if that order was to be upturned later on. But it is a trite legal
position with profound public policy overtones that so long as an
order of a judicial forum capable of being executed stands that has
to be complied with without sitting tight over it on the basis of
probable and likely future events which in fact may not be one of the
best things to do. We avoid using stronger and more unpalatable

language.

S. For all the reasons just mentioned we direct that the full
compliance with our order must be made by tomorrow (17.2.2016)
and if that was done then before taking a final decision hereon we
may consider if the degree of defiance has been diluted. All

concerned shall act in accordance with the steno copy hereof. CA

stands adjourned to 17.2.2016.
LI
\4
(Rajiv Agagwal)

Membér (J) Vice-Chairman
17.2.2016 17.2.2016

Date : 17th February, 2016
Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

E:\JAWALKAR\Judgements201642 February 2016\CA.7.16 in OA.525. 15.J.2.2016-J8Bade-80 17.2.16.doc




G, C‘P) J 1726(B) (20,000—10-2013)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBALI =

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

Original Appilication No.

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

of 20

of 20 .

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Qffice Memorandu of Cornm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Regisirar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

MA No.59/T6 i OA No.ZI7/ 15

. iéll.lé

QRRAM
Iton’hle Shri. RAIIV AGARWAL
{Vice - Chairman)

#on'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) J—

APPEARANCE

_ -Advocate far the Applicant
{78mt. 3
AdeSoEanles

K’P‘%ﬁﬁ Q. ‘:@ lh@ chl Lndemh
L

S AAAANO l\ ' \\_@-

e

th

Pr

D{ioc‘b

Ve

Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, learned Advocate for
¢ Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
esenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notjge returnable on 1.3.2016..

[ fﬂ/ W
Rajiv Algarwal)

V1ce Chairman
16.2.2016. 16.2.2016
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O7A No.325 of 2015

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate Tor

e Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, -learned
resenting Officer for the Respondents.

Rejoinder taken on record. Admit. Liberty to

ention. If the sur-rejoinder is to be filed it must be
led on the day it appears before the appropriate
ench and not thereafter. '

- AL
S
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
16.2.2016
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0.A. No.242 of 2015

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learnea

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

aj
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Ld. Advocate for the applicants informs that
plicants do not want to file rejoinder. Admit.

berty to mention. . W
. — e Vo
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J).
16.2.2016
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0.A. No.127 of 2016

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate

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

On the request of the Ld. PO last chance 1s

giianted to file reply. It is made clear that on the next
date regardless of whether reply is filed or not, the
O will move to the next stage. S.0. to 2.3.291;.
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16.2.20106
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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.

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

16.02.2016

0.A No 36/2016

4 Heard S.P Saxena, learned advocate for the
applicant and Shri A.J Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice before admission made
teturnable on 16.3.2016.

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

4, Applicant is authorized and directed to
gerve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along

- with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
put to notice that the case would be taken up for
final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

D. 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.

QURAM : . The service may be done by Hand delivery,
Hon'ble Shri. RAHV AGARWAL g
(Vice - Chairman)

peed post, courier and acknowledgement . be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
comphance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice,

. 7. S5.0to16.3.2016.
—€8377 PO, for the Respondents

Weghe -2 6.
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Vice- Chairman
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O.A No 169 /2016

. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
4dvocate for the applicant and Mrs Kranti 8.

Naikwad, learned Presentmg Officer for the
Respondents.

P. Issue notice before admission made
il

etutrnable on 15.3.2016.

8.  Tribunal may take the case for final

{isposal at this stage and separate notice for final
Hisposal need not be issued.

t. Applicant is auth0r17ed and directed to

serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of

hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
vith complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is

]
put to notice that the case would be taken up for
1

inal disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

b. Thié intimation / notice is ordered under
Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Fribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the

questions such as limitation and alternate

remedy are kept open.

o. The service may be done by Hand delivery,

speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
wbtained and produced along with affidavit of
omphance in the Registry within one week.
\pplicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
hnd notice. ‘

V. 3.0 to 15.3.2016. Learned P.O waives
service of notice,

oy W
@;}(‘v Agardal)

Vice-Chairman
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16.02.2016

0.A No 106/2015

Heard Shri AR Joshi, learned advocate for
the applicant and Shri. K.B Bhise, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. .

Learned Advocate Shri Joshi sought time to

file affidavit in rejoinder.

Learned P.Q Shri Bhise stated that the

Applicant has challenged D.E, which was
pending against him. During the pendency of this
0.A, final order has been passed on 2.2.2016 and

{he O.A has therefore become infructuous.
Learned Advocate Shri Joshi stated that
the Applicaﬁt has not yet received copy of that

brder and he will make statement in this regard

bn the next date.

S.0 to 4.3.2016.

%w Amﬁﬁk/@

Vice-Chairman
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0.A No 175/2016

. Heard Shri 8.8 Dere, holding for Shri M.D
Lonkar, learned advocate for the applicant and
$hri K.B Bhise, learned Presenting Ofﬁcer for the
Respondents.

. Issue notice before admission = made

teturnable on 15.3.2016.

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

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to
serve on Respondent intimation /notice of date of
hearing duly . authenticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
put to notice that the case would be taken up for
final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

5. This intimation / notice is brdered under
Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the
duestions such as limitation and alternate
temedy are kept open.

@, The service may be done by Hand delivery,
gpeed post, courier and acknowledgement be
¢btained and produced along, with affidavit of
(ornphance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

1. S.0to 15.3.2016.

(Rajiv Agadwal)

Vice-Chairman
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16.02.2016

O.A No 53/2016

Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned

idvocate for the applicant, Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,

parned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Pespondents no 1 to 3 and Shri AV
Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for Respondent

0, 4.

Learned C.P.O files affidavit in reply on
sehalf of Respondents no 2 & 3. Learned
\dvocate Shri Bandiwadekar files affidavit in

eply on behalf of Respondent no. 4.

0.A is admitted. Applicant may file
ejoinder, if need be. Place for final hearing on
.3.2016.

L
(Rdjiv Agaywal) '
Vice-Chairman
o —ha)
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" 0.A No 56/2016

Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Advocate Shri  Bandiwadekar
:Ltated that no review of the order of suspension '
has been done as per clause 7(a) of the G.R dated
|4,10.2011. Learned P.O states that he will make
statement on the next date and he will also file

affidavit in reply.

5.0 to 1.3.2016.
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16.02.2016

0.A No 1077/2014

Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate _

&o_r the applicant and Shri A.J Chougule, learned

bresenting Officer for the Respondents.

The Applicant is seeking compassionate

ppointed as his father who was working as P.S.1

died while in service. The claim of the Applicant

s that the post of P.S.1 falls under Group-C post

4nd therefore he is entitled for appointment on

¢ompassionate ground.

Learned P.O stated that the post of P.S.1
has been included in Group-B by order of the
b.G.P dated 13.12.2011. Learned P.O stated
hat he will produce the concerned order /
ecruitment rules by which the post of P.8.1 has

heent declared as Group-B.

S.0 to 23.2.2016.

reated as part heard.

| %AW

Vice-Chairman

The matter may be

bkn
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16.02.2016 .

. MLA 64/2016 with O.A No 154 /2016

. Heard Shri A.V‘ Randiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

i M A and O-A‘
M‘\ 2. Issue notice before admission % made
feturhable on 15.3.2016.

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

4.  Applicant is authorized and directed to
serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
Wwith complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
put to notice that the case would be taken up for
final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

5. This intimation / notice is ordered under
Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the
guestions such as limitation and alternate
ntemedy are kept open. : '

WME: (6":2—~If€

}

b. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
peed post, courier and acknowledgement be

QORAM
Hon’hle Shri. RAIIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairwan)

n oo

e \ obtained and produced along with affidavit of
APPEAT 4N . ¢ompliance in the Registry within one week.
St TR Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
shrifsan. B\ & Co o and notice.

Advocste for the Applicant k :
ShnlSmr'l".BE’ ...... se". T. 5.0 to '15.3‘.2016. Learned P.O waives
—EFETP.O. for the Respondents dervice of notice.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 150 OF 2016

DISTRICT : MUMBAI

Shri Prakash Ramdas Shivade )...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ]...Respondents

Shri K.R Jagdaule, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Smt Kranti 8. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE :16.02.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate for the
Applicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri Jagdale stated that the
Applicant was transferred by order dated 24.7.2015 as Principal,
[.T.I, Chiplun. The Applicant has recently undergone Angioplasty
at Bombay Hospital, Mumbai and on health ground to get
adequate medical care, he requested that he may be posted either
at Thane or Ulthasnagar, where the post are vacant for last 3 years.

Learned Advocate Shri Jagdale stated that by order dated



2 O.A No 150/2016

16.11.2015 10 similarly situated persons who were transferred to
different places by order dated 3.7.2015 and 24.7.2015 have been
given posting as requested by them. Not only that, by another
order dated 22.1.2016, three more persons have been given
posting as per their own request. Howseyer, only in case of the
Applicant, though he has a genuine reason for seeking posting in
Thane or Ulthasnagar his request has not been considered.and he
has been threatened that disciplinary action will be taken against

him, if he does not join at Chiplun.

3. Learned Advocate Shri Jagdale, therefore, sought that the
post in Thane, i.e. Head Master, Govt. Technical High School, and
Government Technical High School, Ulhasnagar may not be filled
till the decision of this O.A. Learned P.O opposed grant of interim
relief. She stated that she will seek instructions in the matter and

file reply on the next date.

4, Considering the facts mentioned by the Applicant, interim
relief sought by him that the post of Head Master at Government
Technical High School, Thane and Ulhasnagar may not be filled to
the extent that at least one of the post should be kept vacant till
the final disposal of this O.A is granted.

3. Issue notice before admission made returnable on
16.3.2016.
6. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage

and separate notice for final disposal need not be issued.

7. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on Respondent
intimation/notice of date of hearing duly authenticated by

Registry, along with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is



3 ~ 0.ANo 150/2016

put to notice that the case would be taken up for final disposal at

the stage of admission hearing.

8. 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.

9. The service may be done by Hand .delivery, speed post,
courier and acknowledgement be obtained and produced along
with affidavit of compliance in the Registry within one week.

Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance and notice.

10. 8.0 to 16s.3.2016. Learned Presenting Officer waives service

of notice. Hamdast.

(Rajiv Agatwal)
Vice-Chairman
Place : Mumbai
Date : 16.02.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\Feb 2016\0.A 167.16 Suspension order challenged SB.0216 Int
order.doc




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
| MUMBAI BENCH -

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 167 OF 2016

DISTRICT : MUMBAI

Shri Aanand Balirshna Dalvi }...Applicant
Versus
The Addl. Commissioner of Police & Ors - )...Respondents

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

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE : 16.02.2016
ORDER

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

2. This Original Application has been filed by the
Applicant who was working as Senior Clerk in the office o.
Respondent no. 1, Addl. Commissioner of Police, {Crime) and he
has been placed under suspension as a criminal case has been
registered against him. The order of suspension is 1.8.2013.
Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar stated that condition no. 5 ot

the suspension order states that the Applicant has to give his
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attendance every day in the office of Senior Administrative Officer,
Crime Cell, Mumbai and that hé should not leave the headquarters
without his permission, is not in keeping with any of the provisions
of the M.C.S (Discipline & Appeal) Rules, 1979 and he is, therefore,
seeking stay to this c@:i_n\ciition. Learned Advocate Shri
Bandiwadekar also sté‘fed_ th:at aé'pelr clause 7(1) of the G.R dated
14.10.2011 the Applicant’s éasel-'sh'ould- have been placed for
review before the appropriate Review Committee. Learned Advocate
Shri Bandiwadekr also stated that his client has not been informed

about any such review being made in his case.

3. Learned Chief Presenting Officer stated that the
Applicant has been su"spended since 1.8.2013 and he has been
attending every day and interim relief should not be granted as the
applicant has approached this Tribunal after 2 %: years after the
suspension order is passed. Learned C.P.O on instructions from
Shri Prashant Kadam, Administrative ’Ofﬁéer, Crime Cell, Mumbai
stated that the case of the Applicanf was placed before the Review
Committee for reviewing his suspension. However, the details will

be furnished on the next day. -

4. In view of the submission made by the learned C.P.O, 1
am not convinced that any case for granting interim relief as
regards condition no. 5 of the suspension order arises at this
stage. However, the ' instructions contained in G.R dated
14.10.2011 may be scrupulously followed by the Respondents and
the details of the reﬁiew which has already been done may be
furnished by the learnled C.P.O on the next date. The result of

such review may also be communicated to the Applicant.

3. Issue notice before admission made returnable.on 8.3.2016.

I
%
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LY

0. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage

and separate notice for final disposal need not be issued.

7. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on Respondent
intimation/notice of date of hearing duly authenticated by
Registry, along with compléte paper book of O.A. Respondent is
put to notice that the case would be taken up for final disposal at

the stage of admission hearing.

8. 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.

9. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed post,

courier and acknowledgement be obtained and produced along

with affidavit of compliance in the Registry within one week.

Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance and notice.
Ob\;{ef

10. S.0 to 8.3.2016. Learned(Presenting- Officer waives service

of notice. Hamdast.

e

"(Rdjiv Agarwal)
, Vice-Chairman
Place : Mumbai
Date : 16.02.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 168 OF 2016

DISTRICT : MUMBAI

Shri S.A Jadhav }...Applicant
Versus
The Addl. Commissioner of Police & Ors )...Respondents

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

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)

DATE :16.02.2016

ORDER

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

2. This Original Application has been filed by the
Applicant who was working as Junior Clerk in the office of
Respondent no. 1, Addl. Commissioner of Police, (Crime) and he
has been placed under suspension as a criminal case has been
registered against him. The order of suspension is 1.8.2013.
Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar stated that condition no. 5 of

the suspension order states that the Applicant has to give his
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attendance every day in the office of Senior Administrative Officer,
Crime Cell, Mumbai and that he should not leave the headquarters
without his permission; s not in keeping with any of the provisions
of the M.C.S (Discipline & Appeal) Rules, 1979 and he is, therefore,
seeking stay to this. condition. Learned Advocate Shri
Bandiwadekar also stated that as per clause 7(1) of the G.R dated
14.10.2011 the Applicant’s case should have been placed for
review before the appropriate Review Committee. Learned Advocate
Shri Bandiwadekr also stated that his client has not been informed

about any such review being made in his case.

3. Learned Chief Presenting Officer stated that the
Applicant has been suspended since 1.8.2013 and he has been
attending every day and interim relief should not be granted as the
applicant has approached this Tribunal after 2 ¥ years after the
suspension order is passed. Learned C.P.O on instructions from
Shri Prashant Kadam, Administrative Officer, Crime Cell, Mumbai
stated that the case of the Applicant was placed before the Review
Committee for reviewing his suspension. However, the details will

" be furnished on the next day.

4, In view of the submission made by the learned C.P.O, |
am not convinced that-any case for granting interim relief as
regards condition no. 5 of the suspension order arises at this
stage. However, the instructions contained in G.R dated
14.10.2011 may be scrupulously followed by the Respondents and
the details of the review which has already been done may be
furnished by the learned C.P.O on the next date. The result of

such review may also be communicated to the Applicant.

5. Issue notice before admission made returnable on 8.3.2016.
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6. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage

and separate notice for final disposal need not be issued.

7. Applicant is authorized and directed fo serve on Respondent
intimation/notice of date of hearing duly authenticated by
Registry, along with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
put to notice that the case would be taken up for final disposal at

the stage of admission hearing.

8. 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.

9. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed post,
courier and acknowledgement be obtained and produced along-
with affidavit of compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance and notice.

Chie
10.  S.0 to 8.3.2016. Learned“{Presenting Officer waives service

of notice. Hamdast.

Vice-Chairman

Place : Mumbai
Date : 16.02.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\Feb 2016\0.A 167.16 Suspension order challenged SB.0216 Int
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL -
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16.02.2016

0.A No 170/2016

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
idvocate for the applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for

he Respondents '

Learned Advocate Shri ‘Bandiwaggkar -
tated that the Applicant is a Police Naik and his
ippointing authority is. Commissioner of Police,
umbai. However, - the impugned order of
uspension has been passed. by the  Addl.
commissioner of Police, Crime, Mumbai, who is
10t competent to pass such orders, as per
otification ~ dated "12.1.2011 issued under
ombay DPolice (Punishment & Appeal)s Rules,
956.. He, therefore, sought interim relief that
he arder of suspension may be stayed.

L+ 3 I 4 s R N

' Learned C. P.O stated fhat the Apphcant-
as been under suspens1on for more than 2 %
ears and he is raising this issue for the first time
oday. Henre he opposed grant of interim relief
1d the Respondents will meet with this at the
ime of ﬂllng reply.

, velie
No 1nte_rurk13 granted.

Issue notice: bhefore admission made

- treturnable on 8.3.2016.

Tribunal méy take the case for final
isposal at this stage and separate notice for final
_1sposa1 need not be 1ssued '

Apphcant is authonzed and directed to
erve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
earing duly authenticated by’ Registry, along
ith complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
ut to notice that the case would be taken up for.
inal disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

This jntimation / ‘notice is ordered under
ule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative -



“Office Notés, Office Memoranda of_,Coram,‘
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
direciions and Registrar's orders

‘Tribunal’s n_rdefré

aw_is[2 ]I
aRAM: N
Hon'#ts i, RAJV AGARWAL
: - AWize ~ Chnirman)

APELAS

pr

Advocats tor the Applivant

E.20LRO- 1ot the Respondents.

Ay o .3’3[,(@.;,,

“and notice.

. ;;Mﬁa\) 12 Qucﬁttm'ecﬂakﬂm 7
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Tribunal ‘(Proce"dl',lre) ‘-'R‘ule's-,': 1988, and " the
questions. such  as limitation and alternate

- remedy are kept open.

9. .The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be

' obtained and . produced along with affidavit of

compliance 'in . the .Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance

3

10, S.0 to ¥5.3.2016. Learned C.P.O waives

_service of notice. .

11 The pcndency of this O.A will not preclude': '
the Respondent . no. 1 from taking action

- . regarding suspension order in the light of the

Notification dated 12.1.2011.

: o "~ v+ Vice-Chairman
Aki : Ny ‘

g e
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