et .

e

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
© Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or '
directions and Reglstrar's orders

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE : lé{é“{ -
CORAM 1 - . :

L)

Hon'ble Shri R, B, MALIK (Member) X~
. APPEARANCE:

S ‘PM

Adveozd Lok e Anplicant

_Sir e RE TR @%.IWQCB

A qu .A'.- 137~}hul.\-wl iy "’ED { "“5
e e Sl ch)-\__

—r

7. S.0.t030.06.2016.

Date : 16.06.2016.
0.A.N0.266 of 2016

| shriB.D. Thorat ..Applicant
o Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahaja'n,' “the learned

Advocate for the Apprli,cént, smt. K.S. Géikwéd,m the
learned Presenting Officer for t-he~_Resp-ond.éhts no.l1 to
3 and Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Advocate for the

Respondent No.4..

2. The learned Advocate for the Applicant presents
draft of proposed amendment, basically seeking to
incorborate what can be described in the context
. events and

subsequent along with documents

circumstances.

3 Learned P.O. for the Respondents and Shri D.B.
Khalre the learned Advocate have ‘no objections
subject to the right to meet with these averments both

by way of pleading as well as arguments.

4. The proposed amendment be incorporated on

or before 17.06.2016. Consolidated copy of the -

. amendment be filed and copies be furnished to the

. other side,

5. Learned Advocate for the Respondents Shri D.B.
Khaire strongly urges that the matter must be heard

because his client has suffered an order of stay.

6. The Respondents must file affidavit-in-reply on

23.06.2016 and O.A. is appointed for final hearing on

© 30.06.2016.

v Sd/-
' (RB. Malik)
Member (J)
sha '
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{G.C.P) T 2260(B) {50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RA/ A No. ) o of 20
“IN
Original Application No.' . of 20

-

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Otfice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, I'ribunal’s orders or . Tribunal s orders
directions und Regisirar's orders

0.A. No.570 of 2016

Shri P.K. Pawar .Applicant.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, leamed Advocate for

the Applicant, Shri A.S. Wable, learned Presenting

- Officer for Respondents No.l to 3 and Shri RXK.
Patil, learned Advocate for Respondent No.4.

2. Issue notice returnable on 23.7.2016.

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 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.

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule
1T of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

. _
6. The service may be done by hand delivery/
speed post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained
and produced along with affidavit of compliance in-




Oﬂluﬂmmmmﬂfw

Appearsoce, Tiflmnals orders o
dirsctions Wied Registrad's sediry

Trilniaal’ s orders

) 'the Registry within one week. Apphcant 1S dlrected

ot fur the Applicant

s FrnS  Wehle

Pt)/ﬂﬂ for the Respondent/s 1 rh?.).

""‘“RK{’am Ry,

fo Tile affidavit of compliafics andTotice:

7. This OA has been filed seeking minutes of the

~order dated 31.5.2016 -posting the applicant as

Sectional Engineer, Public Works Sub Division,
Alibag to Pali, District Raigad in place of respondent
no.4. The applicant is seeking 1mplementat10n of
that order.

8. S.0. to 23.7.2016. 1.d. PO waives service of

notice. | ( : 5( / /,__

Vice-Chairman
16.6.2016
(sgj)"
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

. - MUMBAI
Original Application Ng." of 20 DISI‘RICT 7' L
...... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE . v ieiiiiieiiii e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........ociniemr e e s )

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

Tribunal’s orders

“[the Applicant,

‘IDéepa Kamat Bhobe,

Date : 16.06.2016.

M.A.No.75 of 2016 in O.A.No.172 of 2016

Shri D.S. Katke ..Applicant

_ o Vs, :

. [The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri Shrikant Patil, the learned Advocate

holding for Shri M.B. Kolpe, the learned Advocate for

Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents no.1 to 4, Ms.
learned Advocate for ‘the
Respondent No.5 and Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Respondent No.7. None for

the Respondent No.6.

2. Affidavit-in-reply of Respondent No.5 is taken

- lﬁ}éh & on record.
DATE : :
CORAM : 3. Finally , adjourned for affidavit-in-reply of
Nigs i : Respondent Nos.1 to 4 as a last chance.
Honble i R B luf\I ix (\-{emb("r) ‘Y_‘ . :
AMAB‘,{*_,, B () 4. S.0.to 24.06.2016.
rs‘ Tk Sb\}'d&cg ........ ....E. ........ [ Q__ ‘ - B
%"E.OW CTLS (P
Mol et e o ’CZ‘:L V14800 Co 00 Sd/-
_S.,m—}‘ il H S e "“" . L
RO s N = N (v, watk)
- ' ember
B0 By &mcﬂ,!w@éﬁa’k%sba '
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - of 20 7 Distaier _
. i Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE Loiutivitierccirere e vieeiemretes e raii e e e i errysaaaaees ) .
versus
The State of Maharashtra hnd others
. [P Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........ccccoiiiiiinninnninnian. , ......... )
Office Notes, Off{ce Mewmornndn of Cora.m, i N
Appeuarance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar's orders :
Date : 16.06.2016.
B 0.A. No.466 of 2016
Shri A.R. Pawar ..Applicant
) ' Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

DATE : 16(6“5

CORAM

v AN
Hon’ble Skei R. B, MALIK (Member) o
ATPEARANCE:

gt e DR SR m«@e@%
Advoeate for the Apnlicant J)
Shri /Sme a2l SR (ce2aC

__CRo+P0. for the Remondents

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents seeks time.to
file affidavit-in- -reply. However the course of action for
this 0 A, was alreadyQltnjfla,s.mmg?;r on 1.6.2016 which order

may be perused.

3. The O.A. is admitted and is now appointed for
final hearing on 30.6.2016. But it is made clear that on
that date before arguments commenceﬁtfﬂdawt in-

o

reply is tendred, it will be taken on record but no

adjourned will be given and O.A. shall be heard.

Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed.

4,
5. ‘5.0, to 30.06.2016.
Sd/-
(R.B. Malik} .
- Member (J)
sbha

[PTO.

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
OriginalAppliéation No.- =~~~ F of 20 . _ : DIS"I‘_RICT ST .
: ) L Applicant/s
(Advocate .......onennd ; ...... )
‘versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
(Presenting OIIICer. .. lois e ierienrranrrresisesiieseasiersressinnessserenaens)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeararnce, Tribunal’s orders or ' Tribunal 8 orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
‘Date : 16.06.2016.
0.A. No.446 of 2016
Shri M.G. Kale ' ..Applicant
‘ Vs. ' _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents
1. Heard | Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

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

earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

0. Learned P.O. for. the Respondents is being
nstructed by Shri Kiran Upasani, Law Officer of the

Respondents No.3.

bh record.
A, Learned P.0. for the Respondents Initially
' . mentiorned that the other Respondents do not want to
DATE \6(6\ |6 .‘ pones ' )
CORAM : : file affidavit-in-reply. - On her request however, it is
ico—Chai recorded that in case other Respondents want to file
*ble Shei R, B. MALIK (Member) J— o )
Hon’bic Shii R (Member) affidavit-in-reply the copy he furnished to the learned
AFPFARAN"F C :
oSt P%m CDV\ Advocate for the Applicant atleast one day in advance.
Adv{m*e fior the Applicant . . ) . |
/5-“{""“"’“ 2 B Cge (‘L.FA?. b, 0.A. is admitted and regard being had to the
D gt D0 farthe ‘{espond?{ts .3 fact that the interim order is inforce and the same will
D—e.,pk«f Med bg ‘ ‘ .
N ._JQQ) oL . be e_xtended. The fixed date is_given for final hearing.

L™y

AR (ATt .......mu-)mm
»

oF

S.0. to 20.6.2016.

B A s
| " (R.B. Malik) '
. Member (J) [PTO.

- B. Affidavit-in-reply of Respondent No.3 is taken -

7
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015} - [Bpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
Original Application N6, = "' of 20 B _st?f'ai'cr'r' A _
' ‘ Applicant/s
(ADVOCALE ..vviiiiriir v TS )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer.............c... reernr e aeee e rereerees ey )
Office Notes, Offic.e Megmoranda of Coram,r )
. Appeuarance, Tribunal's orders or . ) TFribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orders .
Date : 16.06.2016.
0.A. No.467 of 2016
Shri §.5. Khot ..Applicant
. Vs, ' '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K'S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presfenting Officer for the Respdndenté.

2. The affidavit-in-reply is already been filed. O.A.

is - admitted. and appointed for final Hearing on
30.06.2016 for whicH reference could be made to my
order dated 31.05.2016 and order of Hon’ble Chairman
dated 9.6.2016.

DATE : lG" 6‘ 16 . : 3. S.0.to 30.06.2016, Hamdast.
CORAM _ -
' ' Sd/-
Porhic Shn; B. MALIX (Member)"t——— . _ (R.B. Malik) *
AP"ﬁAF ANCE @ . .
RAMAA T \ Member (J)
/M ST P 0 LA CRAAA M QD&_jC'.{M sha .

Advrcate for the Apphcam

G_cu!@cms
I T oo oSN
_f?:fm for the Respnndents
| | Vi

[ATO.
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Office Notes, Otfiee Memoranda of Coram,
Appearanee, Tribunal’s orders or

divections und Registrar's ovders

Tribunul's orders

DATE : Iélél(6

CORAM ;

ey ?

s Gl -'. ' X
L (Vige - .
"l Sori R, B. MALIK (Member) J—

ABAMCE:

h e

R R = L= T

. W '
Adivocats for the Applicant
Si thclﬂow@@ﬁb

L
—AEEA O, for the Respondents

VT = T e 7)7/’6

L4

-

_ compliance in

Date : 16.06.2016.
© 0.A.No.430 of 2016

Shri C.R. Kapase
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

. wwApplicant

....Respondents

1.  Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, “the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Issue notice returnable on 7.07.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
the stage of admission hearing and separate notice for

final disposal shall not be issued.

4, Applicant Is authorised and directed to serve
on Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing
duly‘authenticated- by Registry, along with_complete.
papér hook of O.A. Respondents are 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 questions such as

limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

. 6. The _service may be done by hand

delivery/speed post/courier and acknowledgement be

obtained and produced alongwith affidavit of

the Registry within four weeks.

Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance as

regards service of notice.

7. 5.0. 10 7.7.2016.
v Sd/-

““(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
sba :
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(Spl- MAT-F-2 L.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. " of 20 " DistRICT o
‘ : ' B, Apﬁlic_ant/s
CAGVOCATE v iervenssvrsereresarsessmseaeaepatsatessssesnssesssass )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer...... et ere e er e re e ereereet e Vv lees)

foice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corum,
Appearancs, Teibunal’s orders or
directions and Reglstrar’s orders

Tribunal’'s orders

DATE ; [6(6“ &

How'ble Sari R B, MALIK {(Member) ——
LEPEARANCE

S MNP Po +k§hcuugd

SR 0Gnn s 400 ad

[T T T LTIy

STy
HEYWN

for the Hesnondents

Adj. Tow 3(}\6!(6
\DGU\,U\LCQL{‘ULC/

#ry_

Date : 16.06.2016.
 M.A.N0.324 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.395 of 2015

Shri G.R. Kamble & 16 Ors. ... Interveners

_ Between
Shri 5.R, Dharmsale 8 16 Ors.
Vs, -
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

...0ri. Applicants

...0ri Respondents

1. Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocaté
for the Intervenor, Smt.'_ K.S. Gaikwéd, the learned
Presenting Officer holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the
learnéd Chief -Presenting Officer for the Original

Réspondents. None for the Original Applicants. '

2. The Misc. Application No.324 of 2015 proceeds
without gﬁxgaiﬁdavit-in-reply of the Original Applicant
and is adjourned for hearing to 30.6.2016.

3. S.0.t0 30.06.2016.
)
Sd/-
\
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
sba

(RTO



Admin
Text Box

               Sd/-


versits

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
{(Presenting Ofﬁcel ................. )
Offiée Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, _
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders -
[ ) .
Date : 16.06.2016.
‘ -0.A.N0.969 of 2015
Shri §.N, Katakdhond ....Applicant

Vs,

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

1, Heard Shri A.B. Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the

e S learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Affidavit of service taken on record. Service is

declared legal.-

3. At the request of learned P.O. for the

Respondents, adjourned to 14.7.2016.

o\

Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
‘Member (J)

sba

Hon'slz Shri R, B. P ALLE (»‘Ic,mber) ST

"*’M A (B Mgg}lﬂcﬂ%

Acvonate or e Applicant
Sil!§ .«l;-d"f"d (-‘Z‘ B . %Mu? nt [}

) '-G'r‘—\—‘-f{ J ‘\ ;' n. IJJﬂdquS

ho\du Roorn. . i< \Qca{xwarﬁ?
Ad_} lDua n&.‘. J.71ml uﬂunn m.m —m}

W% eeh & Riplceea

]
0 S«?leu, ﬁ_f__
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Office Notes, Otfice Memorunda of Corawm,
Appeurance, Tribanal’s orders or
directions und Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s arders

15)6(}6

.
DATE:

‘( fn}\,m ber)

Skl
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élls.
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T ulnhnuununnll.n

Date : 16.06.2016.
| . 0.A.No.573 of 2016
Shri K.5, Kondvikar

...Applicant
Vs, ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advaocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respon'dents seeks time to
take instructions.

3. The matter is adjourned to 17.6.2016.

4, Issue notice returnable on 17.06.2016.

5, Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
the stage of admission hearing and separate notice for -
final disposal shall not be issued.

6. Applicant is authorised 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.

7. This intimation / notice is ardered under Rule
11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
{(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as

" limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

8. The done by hand
delivery/speed post/courier and acknowledgement be
obtained affidavit of

four

service may be

and produced alongwith

compliance in the Registry within weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance as
regards service of notice.

~~
N -

Sd/-

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

9. 5.0.10 17.6.2016.

sha

o \%
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Otfice Notes, Oftice Memorandu of Corom,

‘Appearance, Tribanal's orders or
directions and Registear's orders

Tribunal's orders

How'bie Shri R, 2, MALIK (Member)
APPEARANES

__ShrSial Pcwt s Shmdnsser

Advnzate for the e‘w')! fcant

Mm K S ealiee FA-A
PO RO o the ...‘,.,}omﬂls

s.o.t0o 2 5/(5

erHET AT mo'm‘m el

-

e

Date : 16.06.2016.
0.A. No.447, 448, 452, 462, 463, 464, 468, 470, 474 of 2016

Shri M.V. Gaikwad & 6 Ors. ...Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Smt. Punam  Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Smt. K.5.
Gaikwad is heing instructed by Shri Kiran Upasani, Law.
Officer and Shri Sheshrao B. Suryawanshi, Assistant

Police Commissioner, Pune.

- 3. It appears that a larger group of matters has

heen bifurcated.

4, A few of them are assigned to this bench and a

few to the bench presided over by Shri Rajiv Agarwal,

Hon'ble Vice-Chairman,

5. The officer named above has brought a sealed
énvelop.' '
6. it appears that the Registrar of this Tribunal may

seek directions from the Hon'ble Chairman and
therefore as of today the said sealed envelop is not

opened and is returned- back to the officer named

above.
7. This group of matters stands adjourned to
20.06.2016. |
Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
sha
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(G.C.P) J 2260 {(A) (50,000—2-2015) {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
- QOriginal Application No," - S o of 20 B D'IS?RICT o
o Applicant/s
. {Advocate .....,.... B reeenes prerteee ey )
vErsus
The State of Maharashﬁra and others
..... Respondent/s

" (Presenting Officer........ vt e e vt )

Ditice Notés, Oftice Memoranda of Coram, )
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’'s orders
directlons uand Registrar's orders

Date : 16.06.2016.

C.A.No.116 of 2015 in 0.A.No.431 of 2014
R.V. Salunke & Ors. ‘ ... Applicants
Versus |

The Commissioner, State Excise & Ors
‘ . ....Respondents.
L Heard Shri S.5. Dere, the learned Advocate holding
for Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

* Officer for the Respondents.

2 Resqondent No.1, Shri Vijay Singhal, the
Commissioner, State Excise is presént he states that in
view of compliance and apology, C.A. need not be

proceeded.

3, Learned Advocate Shrl 5.S. Dere concedes to the

positiori. Hence, C.A. is disposed of. \

{ &, H. Jashi (Chairman)

bbb el mee (Mamber) A ' Sd/-
(A.H. Josrii','s‘f){ -
Chairman

prk

YT

|PTO.
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Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Corum,

Appearance, Tribunul's urders ar
divectiuns and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’'s orders

UR TR E) D LN—
L

. Date : 16.06.2016.

0.A.N0.429 of 2016
A.B. Nimbalkar ... Applicant
Versus
The State of Mah_arashtra & drs ...Respondents.

1. Heard.Sh ri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the
Appiicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.
2. No Affidavit is filed though notice was issued.

3. This case involved Hmited question which s

- formulated as follows :

In absence of conducting departmental enquiry,
whether the pendency of appeal against acquittal
entitles the State to withhold the pension of an
employee who was suspended / removed from
service on account of ‘conviction in the criminal
case, which has ultimately resulted into acquittal.

+

4, Respondent No.1 is directed to file his own affidavit

answering the question framed in foregoing paragraph.

5. Llearned P.O. Shri Al Chougulé for the

Respondents prays for two week time.
6. Time as prays for is granted.

7. 1t shall not be necessary to file affidavit with reply
to each paragraph, for the present, in view of the limited

guestion now being examined.

8. Steno coy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.

for enabling learned P.O. to communicate this order to the

Respondents.
9. . $.0.t001.07.2016. }k
Sd/-
”/(_ATH'. Joshi Y™ 77/
Chairman

prk
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders ov
divections and Registrar's orders

Tribunal's ovders

SRR EE

stipe Shi AL Joshi {Chairman)
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Date : 16.06.2016.

Q.A.N0.353 of 2015
P.D. Chormule & Ors. ... Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. _ ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri AWM. éandiwadekar, the Ieafned

Advocate for the Applicants and 5mt. K.5. Gaikwad, the -

_learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shfi A.V. Bandiwadekar for the
Applicant states that from Applicant No.1 to Applicant
No.4 and from Applicant No.6 to Apbticant No.10 wants to
withdraw the O.A., in view of the order of appointment
issued today.

Applicant No.1, Shri P.D. Chormule,
Applicant No.2, Shri Y.P. Pawar,
Applicant No.3, shri R.R. Rathod,
Applicant No.4, shri A.D. Pawar,

* Applicant No.6, Shri S.B. Ghuge,

Applicant No.7, Shri N.S. Ghuge,

Applicant No.8, Shri 5.S. Mali,

Applicant No.9, Shri V.D. Chavan and

Applicant No.10, Shri N.D. Pawar

3. Hence, to the extent of Applicant No.1 to Applicant
No.4 and from Applicént No.6 to Applicant No.10, O.A. is

disposed as withdrawn.

4 S.0.t0.18.07.2016. : 0
Sd/-
—(AH.Joshi }} 7
Chairmar
prk
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Date : 16.06.2016.

C.A.No.100 of 2015 in O.A. No.336 of 2012 with
M.A.No.100 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.336 of 2012

Shri K.P. Chaudhari {in C.A.N0.100 /2015 in 0.A,336/2012)
' I ..Applicant
Vs, '

The State of Maharashtra & ors. ..Respondents

and
The Director, Directorate of Sports and Youth
(in M.A.N0.100/2016 in O.A.N0.336 of 2012) ,
...Applicant {Ors. Respondent]
Vs. '

Shri K.P.-Chaudhari ...Respondent (Org. Applicant)

1. None appears for the Applicant. Heard Smt. K.5.
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. . lLearned P.O. for the Respondents states as

follows:-

(a) That the process of compliance with the
order passed by this Tribunal is half way
through. :

(b) Today Applicant is called to remain
present in the office of Commissioner of
Sports, Pune for certain compliance.

3. Steps as may be complied with be reported on

the next date.

A For reporting compliance, 5.0. to 18.07.2016.

Q
Sd/-

{A.H. sthi,“\l)
Chairman
sha
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(GC.P J 226008) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MABARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- MATF 2 L.

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

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal's orders

T Toshi{Thalrman)

?v\mm Mﬂ-ha»;-im
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Ms. Archana K. Bobade © .Apphicant -
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

‘ Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned
Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In this OA prayer for interim relief was heard
at some length as argued by Smt. Punam Mahajan,
Ld. Advocate for the applicant.

3. Ld. CPO sought time to place on record the
material which was considered by the PEB-2 while

| ordering transfer of the applicant. -

4. In addition Ld. CPO may place on 1ecord the
material regarding invitation sent to one of the
member of the PEB-2 viz. the Principal Secretary,
Appeal and Security and who has not been attending
the meeting of the said Board.  For this meeting
details like copy of the invitation which was sent to
him or communication, if any, received by DGP
about his presence may be placed on record.

5. 8.0, 1020.6.2016.. Hamdast.

Sd/-
(RE{J'EV‘AgWal)' A
Vice-Chairman
: 16.6.2016
(sgh)
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(G.C.P.) J 22060(B) (50,000—2-2015) : [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. _ of 20"
CIN

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 )

0.A. No.531 0f 2016

- Shri Sunil P. Pandharkar ..Applicant
o Vs. ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.S. Wable, learned -
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. '

2. This OA has been filed challenging the
transfer of the applicarit by the order dated 31.5.20 16
from the post of Police Inspector fem Traffic
Branch to Court Company. Smt Mahajan, Ld.
Advocate for the Applicant stated that the applicant
was posted to Kothrud Traffic Branch and he
assumed duties in that branch-on 5.7.2014. He has
not completed his teriure ol 2 years as provided in
sub-section 1 of Section 22N of the Maharashtra
Police Act.- No exceptional case was made out for
transferring the applicant before completion of ‘his
tenure nor any public interest was indicated in the -
transfer order. The transfer order has been issued
only mentioning that it is dore on administrative
grounds. Ld. Advocate, therefore, requests that
interim relief of staying the aforesaid order qua the
applicant may be granted. '

3. Ld. PO strongly opposed grant of any interim
relief. He produced the copy of the proceedings of
Police Establishment Board (PEB) which met on
30.5.2016 in which the decision to transfer the
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pplicant was taken. He stated that the applicant is a
very good officer and his services were tequired to
be utilized in Court Company and that was the
reason why he was transferred, -

4. Itis seen that sub section 2 of Section 22N of
the Maharashtra Police Act envisages that mid-term
transfer of a police personnel can be made only in
circumstances mentioned in the sub section in
addition to what were provided in sub section 1 of
Section 22N. 'The reason for mid-tenure transfar
could be exceptional circumstances in public interest
and on account of administrative exigencies. The
proceedings of the PEB at Commissionerate level
which was held on 30.5.2016 does not disclose any
exceptional circumstances or public interest which :s
going to be served by mid-term transfer of the
applicant,

5. In the circumstances, interim. relief sought in
the OA of staying the transfer order of the applicant

from Traffic Branch to Court Company is stayed till

final disposal of this OA. The applicant will be
allowed to work in his original post. Ld. PO seeks

- two weeks time to file reply to the OA.

6. S._O. to 30.6.2016. Hamdast.

———_

- 16.6.2016
(sgi)




Original Application No. - - . - of 20 - District

<. Applicant/s
{Advocate ........ )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffIcer......oooviiinin i)

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

Date : 16.06.2016.

M.A.No.589 of 2015 with M.A.No.588 of 2015 in

0.A.N0.435 of 2015
Shri R.V. Gawade & Ors. _ ~.Applicants
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadeker, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J, Chougule, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learne‘_d Advocate for the Applicant states that

he forgot to contact Mr. Pitale and says that he will do

Vdelis it during the course of the day.
'.-__""—'—-—--_- .
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Date : 16.06.2016. -

C.A.No.82 of 2015 in 0.A. No.10 of 2009

- 5hri A.K. Pusegaonkar & Ors, C ..Applicants
. Vs. ‘ :
Shri Sanjay Chahande & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadeker, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

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

That the Writ Petition. filed by the State before
the Hon’ble High Court for challengingthe order
passed in O.A.No.8 of 2009 and O.A.No.10 of
2009 and the W.P. is expected to come up for -
‘ hearmg in July, 2016,

3. It is seen th_at _consider_ing the delay in filing

W.P., Respondents was already directed by order

_passed on 20.08.2015 to file affidavit explaining the

cause of delay, however, so far affidavit is not fiied..

4, Hearing of Contempt Petition would not be .-
taken awaiting the order as may be passed in Writ

P_etition'.

S, ~ Prudent Respondent would always abide by-
order to clarify by filiing afftdawt explarmng the delay.

for which order was aIready passed

6. Itis clarified that no further order is passed in
CA however the request of learned P.O. for ﬂhng :

affldawt explaining the delay.

- 7, Case is adjourned to 17.06.2016, on which date'

further and Ionger date would be given.

Chairman

sba



THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.112 OF 2016

DISTRICT : THANE

S.5. Munj & Ors. ... Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors .-.Respondents.

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

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

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE -:16.06.2016.

ORDER

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant 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 S.J.
Sovitkar, Deputy Secretary, Home Department states as follows :-

Two weeks time may be granted for filing affidavit in compliance with the order
passed by this Tribunal on 06.05.2016.

3. No satisfactory explanation is coming forward on the following points :-

(a) As to why the affidavit is not filed ?

(b) Reasons justifying why two weeks more time is required for filing
affidavit ?
4, Shri Rajnish Seth, Principal Secretary, (Special), Home Department is directed to

file his own affidavit on the following point :-

Reasons as to what precluded him in law in filing the affidavit for answering to
the query raised in the order dated 06.05.2016.



5. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise after taking instructions from Shri S.J. Sovitkar,
Deputy Secretary states that the affidavit answering the query raised today / (i.e. seen

in foregoing paragraph 4 above) would be filed before 27.06.2016.

6. Apart from the this affidavit, Shri Rajnish Seth, Principal Secretary, (Special),
Home Department is also directed to file his own affidavit as per this Tribunal’s order

dated 06.05.2016.

7. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed to learned P.O. for enabling him to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

6. 5.0. to0 27.06.2016.

{A.H. Josh
Chairman
prk




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBALI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 403 OF 2016

DISTRICT : PUNE

Shri S.A. Kulkarni ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri S.5. Dere, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. joshi, Chairman.
DATE : 16.06.2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri S.5. Dere, the learned Advocate .for the Applicant and Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Limited questions involved in this O.A. as follows:-

Whether the application dated 31.1.2015 submitted by the Applicant
demanding interest in delayed payment is decided?

3. Learned P.QO. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents was called to state as to

the aspects covered by the guestion noted in the foregoing paragraph.
4. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents prays for time to reply.

5. It is seen that the application which is at Exhibit ‘A’ dated 31.1.2015 was

addressed to the Commissioner of Sales Tax and he was supposed to take decision,

6. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gatkwad was called to give the name of Commissioner

of Sales Tax.



7. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad has furnished the name of Commissioner of

Sales Tax as follows:-

Shri Rajiv Jalota, Commissioner of Sales Tax, Mazgaon, Mumbai.

8. Commissioner of Sales Tax, Shri Rajiv Jalota is directed to file affidavit on
foliowing points:-

(a) Whether application dated 31.01.2015 Exhibit'A” page no.13 is received
in his office. :

{(b) What is the date of receipt.

(¢) s the application dated 31.01.2015 attended, and if it is not attended,
reasons as to why the said application is not attended.

(d) Within what time frame the application would be decided, unless it is
already decided;

9, The affidavit on foregoing points be filed within two weeks from today.

10. The directions to file affidavit does not prevent the Respondents from taking
decision on the application, if is not taken so far, and the pendency of this O.A, shall

not come in the way of such decision on its own merits and in accordance with law.

11. It is hoped that decision would be reached and would be communicated

before next date.
12 Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed.

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

14. $.0.t0 14.07.2016.

Chairman
sba



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 157 OF 2016

DISTRICT :Kolhapur

Shri P.N. Patil ..Applicant
Vs.
State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri P. Bhavake, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent.

Shri P. Yadav, the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.4.

CORAM : Shri J. A.H. Joshi, Chairman.
DATE : 15.06.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri P. Bhavake, the learned Advocate for the Applicant, Shri A.J.
Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Shri P. Yadayv,

the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.4.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for leave to amend for bringing
on record the appointment order issued in favour of Respondent No.4 and

incorporate necessary ground to challenge thereto.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant undertakes to carry out amendment

within one week.



4, Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that on the last date he had
furnished name of Shri Rahul Shinde, as 5.D.0., and this was done by mistaken.
j'?)day, an affidavit answering the queries raised by the Tribunal, affirmed by

Shri Prashant Pati, 5.D.0. Kolhapour is received.

5. The affidavit-in-reply answering O.A. is received, however since now
leave to amend is sought affidavit answering amended O.A. would be filed
lateron.

6. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for week’s time for filing reply
after receipt of amended O.A.

7. Considering the explaination and apology of the §.D.0. any order of costs
is not passed against the §.D.0. The Respondent’s representative should not
have left just by depositing letter as averred in the O.A. Even today affidavit is

sent at last moment.

8. Learned Advocate Shri Parag Yadav who appears for Respondent No.4

prays for time to file affidavit.

g, For reproting and to carry out amendment, 5.0, to 4.07.2016. The date

for filing affidavit in reply will be fixed for filing reply thereafter.

i
kS

{A.H. Joshi, J.)
Chairman

sha
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"IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

omsmal APPhcatmdb-to ' of 20 | S JDISTRICT " L |
' ' : ... Applicant/s
(Advocate ........ .......................... - ..... v ;..)- i , |
persus

' The State of Mahar.’ashtfe‘and others

..... Respondent/s,

(Presextting_ Qfﬁcer.,.,) )
pfﬁae‘ Nu_tes. Oftice. Memnrande af Cox'ana, ) )
Appuarpnge, Tribunal’s orderg or . : Tribunal's orders
' divections and Registrar’s orders
Date 15 06 2015
0 A. NO 165 Of 2016

’ R.S. Patil o 5 | S A-pplicant
‘Versus | .

7‘ .The State of Maharashtre & Ors “....Resdonde‘nts._
1. Heard shri AV, Bandiwadekar the learned

Advocate - for the Apphcant and Ms. N.G. Gohad the

learned Presentmg Ofﬂcer far the ReSpendents

2. Learned P.O. IVIs N G. Gohad far the Respondents )

has tendered reply It is taken on record

. |C§C|[¢ - o ' 3. ' Learned Ad\.tocate_Shri AV. Bandiwadekar for the
Loram— Y, J“Shtc?m A \'\jtﬁh}(}’ Applica.nt' prays for time to cansider the teply and file
- rejoinder only if necessary. . '
b A, %no\m.«.w;yw L o
H't b’W\lEqu. : J 4. Time as prayed for is gra_nted.

M. ), ‘fW*:I SRR
N ¢ P ’P‘” '2’)19 5. . S.0.t011.07.2016.
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-IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

n . MUMBAL
Original Application No. Ao Cef20. U ipmRe T
o : | : i ' 7 . ..“Ap}ﬁlican_t/s
(Advocate ............ e mrssrirsneeenspissnrennss) C
" versus
‘The State of Maharashtra and others -
‘ JE L Respondent/s
(Pregenting Qfficer......... eeeiaapeeiresbeearens e bareetesnrans I SN ) . |
Office Notes, Ottice Memqraurﬂg of C.px;um; K
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . S Tribiunal's orders
directions and Registrar's orders ' : ) 7 .
Date: 16.06L2016. .
- | 0.A.N0.83 of 2014 - ‘
shri Y.L. Galkwad : ~Applicant

Vs, : .
The District Superintendent of Pallce & Ors, ...Respondents
1. . None appear for the Applicant, Heard Shri A.S.
Wable, the learned Presentihg Officer holding for Shri
N.K. Rajpurohit, the'learned Chief Present]ng Officer

forthe Resp‘on'dents.
2 Record shows that on 26.8.2015 this Tribunal -

had. directed that the personal notice be served on the -

Applicant to remain presént. .

3. Reglstry is direct to vern‘y whether the order is

R complled wuth

4. Regrstrar should enguire as to why endorsement

N \C‘__f,_‘L. L of comphance of order or otherwuse is not made. He

shall -issue sustable d|rect|ons to the office to ensure

O TRUAL fmiai‘(Chrﬂimz.m ‘
T i Af . that Farad should be represented for compliance with

~ the order.
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5. List the O.A. for admission hearing after the

c LAl ,ly ior

N H‘ﬁ ““M," 0\{ -: endbrsgrnent of office, on. 11.07.2016 pefore Division

"':' - 1«*-»-‘)} _;n(‘un/ ) ) . )
H S ch‘f‘ﬁmrf_ﬂ,,?ﬁ J}“?’ Rﬂ\ﬁ Bench for taking cases for final hearing. Q .
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(e X3 B) J 2Zp0 (A) (50,000—3-20158) . 18pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

. IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

Original Application Na. " of20 .7 Dismder
T - ‘ ‘ ) ; I Applicant/s
(AGYOCRLE s .,.T)
) versus
The State of Maharashira agd:dthers‘ ‘
i . : . ' . .
..... Resp_opd_ent;/a
-gmegght'ip-gQﬁ-}gep';-“'!':ue-:r“-.nv-az-.':"!-nl--v-‘svuj"-:-.--n-‘v-«v‘-]---'v:-:'“) . . .
Qt’ﬁce Nutes, Ottice Memovandq ot’ Corpm, _ .
’ ‘Appeurance, Tribunals mdpru oF | Tribunal's orders
d-lret.-tiuna and Rexistrnrs urdera ' o Co R '
Date : 16.06.2016.
0.A.N0.100 of 2016
Shri A.U, Chavan B : '.;.Applicant
Vs, . : _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 7 .Respondents

s Heard .Shri C.T. Chahdratre, the  learned

earned Presentlng Officerfor the RESpondents

2., _ Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that
the order to be issued by the appeliate authority is '
'sngned today and week’s - time may he granted for-
_ o 7 : - furmshlng the copy _ o
lf-lt 16 L 3. . $.0.1028.6.2016."
Co L .
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Advocate for ‘the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the - -



Orfwe Notus Orflce Memorundu af Corum, . ‘ - .
. Appeurnm,u, Tribinud's erdera’or t - Tribunal’'s opders:
due«_tlunn ynd Regisrrur’s u;dcu : : '

| Date : 16.06.2016.

Q.A.No,1058 of 2015
Shri N.B. Narang B A o «Applicant -
Vs, ' '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..’.Rgspbn;iénts

1 Heard Shri CT., Chandratre, the - fearned
Advocate _for. the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the-Respoh'dent; prays for time
for enabling him to make a statement as to time frame
within which the process of grant of deemed date to
the‘Applicant in relétion tohis promotion f_o the post of

Polite l'nspector will be co'mpieted'.

|- ' ‘ ' . ‘ 3. Leanred P. Q for the Respondents prays for two

,weeks time to make a statement.
4. Steno copy and Har‘ndas_t is allowed.

5.  Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this

| \f-lt\]f. ' o S ~order to the Re'sp'onde_nts.

coram ﬂm J‘l)tlf"—S’f\n ﬁHJMpu) 6. - S.0.t021.07.2016.

. JLE RS T Ur\mbfq’(fe./%/#ht | : o 3 ~q{—
' &'\‘”\ ' SRR S '(»‘-‘\.H_._.lcoshi\:i'.l."jq"p
! SMY; K. 5. ‘p)\‘;)ﬂ_?‘b_o__ﬁ‘.y Mo b ‘ - Chairman

S0 f"u 11\7)]&




-\ﬂﬂ‘i . | "~ Btate. |

oM —Hm. gq;«tue_%n .qush; 6,9

18pl. MAT-F-2. E.
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IN THE MAHARAS;HTRA ADMINISTRA’I’IVE TRIBUNAL

Qri,gma,mppiicgpionmé!”" i o_fﬁéd o L pswe
o S i oo ; S ‘ : " . Applicant/s
_(Adﬂygca;:e..‘..; ..... ;_.._...,J.,.,...,..,,,:.,.i'.,.,,..‘._...,,',,,'...‘:.,.,,..)
. | | vensus
The State of Maharashtrq and othels |
‘ ' ﬁgqu;}:_léntls

'.{LPr.esgm_:i_n‘thﬁge;f ..... erreraresennentprrarenses ,..75...;...........,...,..,."._,....)

Qfﬁue Nutea, Ofﬁce Mamorandu of Ccram, e _ o :
Appauranuu Lubunal % q;der- or’ . , . ' Ta;ib_qng]_fg ggq«_s;'s
dirmtiom auct Reaistrm"s nrders

Date 16 06.2016.

_ C A.No.50 of 2015 in 0 A. No.121 Of 2012
1PK Kamble S , ‘ Appiicant

: Vs, : ‘
_Shri Rajnitslng Deol & Ors - ~Respondents

 ‘-1._ " Heard 'Shri' B.A. Bandiwadeker, the learned
‘Advocate for the Applicant and Shri AS. Wable, the

le_arned Presénting Officer for thé Respondents.

"2{' Learned Advacate for the Applicant Shr: B.A.
Bandlwadekar states that let the hearing be adjourned
for,lqnger dg_te because hearing dld not take place
béfore the Hon’ble High '_C.ourt in tHe_W.:P. filgd Ey fﬁe

$ $.0. t_c:_). 1‘9.12_.2016 with liberty to circ'ul'_ate_
Shn B, @404[\10@\4‘4\0’ before dug date if occasion arises. o
Hhe a.ﬂ) - - ‘
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o ; = I ~ Chairman '
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Date : 15.06.2015.

C A.No.02 of 2015 in0.A. Na.170 of 2013

‘ Shrl S.N. Knlte ...Appl,lcant

- . Vs, - ' . - :

~ The State of Maharashira & Qrs, ~wRespondents
1. Heard Shri CT. Chandratre, the learned

Advocate '.for, 'thé Applicant' and -Shri- D.B. Khaire

: -Iearned SpeCIaI Counsel with smt. KS Galkwad the
' . Iearned Presentlng Ofﬂcerfor the Respondents -
2. Learned Special Counsel Shri D.B. Khaire states

as follows -

Copy of statement showing calculatlon of
arrears paid to the Applicant would be furmshed
. tothe Aplacants Advocate :

3. Learned Advocate for the. Applicant states that

Applicant would verify th.e_ cor’re'ctness‘ of arreérs

~received by them and _rﬁake’_a statement on the next

k “date.

4. LlearnedP.O. 'for”the Respondents is directéd to

take |nstructlons as to whether the pension requires to

| be rewsed and for necessary action time frame W|th|n

_'whlch requlsrce steps would be taken

5. 5.0 to‘3O.Q‘_6.,27016;‘

| sha




Office Notes, Ott‘tca Memoranda of Coprum,
* Appearance, Tribunul's orders or .
dhet.tmna and Regiatrors orders

’[‘ribima}_' s orders

DATE: __ \(;\(,]LL _

ot

HO

i 410 Jeokt (Chaftman)

M e (pmber) A ‘

-ﬁ V' '@4 r)_clLvJa-sz&
Ko Gaked,

sonoeni/s

_Date : 16.06.2016.

| 0.A.N0.335 of 2016

S.B. Patekar ... Applicant

" Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents.

1.  Heard Shri"AV Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Apphcants and. Smt.. KS Gaikwad, the -

learned Presentlng Officer for the Respondents

2. Learned P.O_.,_Smt. - K.S. G_aikwad for the

_ Respondents has tendered affidavit. itis taken on record.

3. Issue notice returnable on 25.07.2016.

4 Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

5tage and separate notice for-final disposal shall .not be '

issued.

5/ Applicant is authorlzed and. dlrected t0 serve on
Respondents lntlmatlan/notlce of date of heanng duly

authenticated by Reglstry, along with complete paper boak

- of O A.. Respondents are put to notice that the case would

be taken up for fanat dlsposal at the stage of admission

‘heanng

6. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of.
the Maharashtra Ad_ministra_tive - Tribunal (,Procedure)'
Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and.

alternate remedy are kept open.

7. ‘ The service may be done by Hand dehvery, speed

post courier and acknowledgement be obtamed and

'produced along with afﬂdawt of campliance in the Registry

wnthm ong week Applicant: is directed s f1le Afﬂdavnt of

- comphance and notice.’

8.  S0.to 25.07.2016. |

(A H. J)oshn‘ﬁ‘W YWW*
Chalrrnan
pri.
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Ofﬁce Notes. Ottnce Memorunda of Coram, .
Appeurance, '],‘ubuzmls mdars or-
duecnons und Reg’lstrur (] mders .

Tribunéi's erders

\c.\r.m

L::EJ u\ H. Joshl (Chanman}

- pate : 16.06.2016.

. acquittal

/

~ M.A.No.543 of 2015 in 0.A.No.973 of 2015

.Sj.S.‘S.awa‘nt. | ... Applicant

© Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors | ...Respondents.
1.~ Heard Shrn R.M. Kolge, the Iearned Advacate for the

Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presentlng

Ofﬂcer for the Respondents

2. The OA flled by the Appl:cant clalmmg famity

_pensnonarv beneﬂts is delayed. .

3. The appltcant has explalned the:delay urglng that
after the judgment of Hon’ble High Court granting
submltted

Appllcant representat:on oh

- 13.06.2005 and 28. 12. 2007 : She had to spent ttme for

collectmg papers and aga.ln si:tbmitted representauon.

- 4, Applicant is claiming famiiy,-hehsionary benefits-on

account of her “husband who was ‘removed from-

‘employment on account of the- charge of being the
-conspirator of escape of accused involved In serious,’

. offence.

5, Ultlmately the Hon’ ble High Court. had acqu&tted
the applicant’s husband Shri Suryaj| Sawant

6. . Acqunttal is towards charge Wthh was common and

concurrent bemg the facts of eriminal case and the ground'

-narrated inthe order of removal

7. Considering that :applicant's claim is for family

, pensionary‘ben-eﬁt, delay caused in filing of O.A. deserves

to be condoned and is condaned. }
' _ ‘ 7 o . ' ],

S
(A.H. Joshl, 1) U
_ Chairman
prk




(GC.P.) J 2280 (A) (6P, 000--»2 2018) 7 - V |Spl.- MA‘[‘ ¥-2 L,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE 'I‘RIBUNAL

Qriginamppnéauon'm: Sl opgg : T Digmgr,
| i | - : S . Applicant/s
“(AAVOCALR .vovryrnesen S i ';,...,....: ............ )
versus

" The State of Maharashtra and others:.
.. Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer........ PO S e .. )

Ottice Notes, Offles Meﬁxorandn of Coram,
Appuargney, Tribunals orders or - ) . oo

ivec ) ) ~+ Tribunal' s order

divections und Hegistrar's, orders . “orders

Date : 16.06.2016.

l o.A_.Nq.Qf_s of 2015
'S.S.'Sawan_t " e o ... Applicant
versus. | |
The State of Maharashtra & Ors | 7 ' ....Respandenta.

1. . Heard Shrl R. IVI Kolge the learned Advocate for the
Apph;ant and Shri A.J, Chougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for t_Ee Respon"dents.

2. ~ lLearned Advocate Shri R.M. Kolge for the Applicant
prays for: o
(a)  Leave to amend the O.A..

(b) - One month s time for carrylng out the sald

“amendment.
3, Amendment'O,A. he served on the Respondents.
-4, : On the next date order as regards filing repTy can he

bassed.i '
s, 5.0.t025.07.2016.
(aHeshi 3 T

Chairman,
"~ oprk-

[RTC.




'aQCP:J 2260 (A) (60,000—3-2016) 18p)- MA’E‘»F‘Q 5

IN THE MAHAR ',SHTM MMINISTMTIW TRIBUNAL
. L i - Al :

:, TR ,.,’1‘» R
o L -

Priginal Application Mo, of20 e T TUgmET L
S L T ST S e Applisant/s

{Ad‘{ﬂ@@tﬂ --.t-v-tng-e---un-y;s-ve-uws‘an;:-A'I-1-|ef-.n1:zr4.;;;|_éu‘ni)
Cverguy
| The 8tateof Maharashtra and others _
' ... Respondent/s

.{Presgm‘;ing_ Qi:‘ﬁg_e;g.,q.',,...........(..,._,i..,.,.......L‘.'.i,.i..:_..,,..-...-..«,,.......;'...)

01'“&& Nuteﬂr Ottign Memormdu uf Corﬁm. R
. Apprurhgos, Telhunalyordemor 00 | L 'I'xibu-nal's Qrcleu
. dire(.t:ons gnd Reﬂ“h’ﬂl‘ﬂ Qrdarq : Kl . S .

T T T f‘fDate 6! Dﬁ.Zle.

' M A Nq 141 Qf 2016 inO A No 898 of 2015 -

'4 shriMR.Gholap  ~ .Applicant

. ¥s. _ = -
: The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respo_ndents :

41 Heard Shri L.S_._Deshmuk_h, the learned Advocate
::_rfo_r the'—App'Iii:a'_nt‘and Shri A.s. Wab,l_e,‘the learned
I Pf.feSénting Officer for the Respondents:

2. This fis "an  application for .early hearing
';onsideri.h_g. the cause involved and the fact that the

-1 matter pertains to claim f,o.r‘appointrneht.
3 Therefere,MA israllowedA

' |4 Let the 0.A. be placed before DlVISlOﬂ Bench'
‘presu:led over - by Shr: Rajiv Agarwai Hon ble. Vlce‘

1?5% .‘LM“L ‘ 'Chalrman

e Tl AL BL Joshi { ha1rman).

o 5. Liberty; to circulate a date for early date before

-tn‘:( \.;(I\.L‘{m.li \nuu_m;uci.]n. -
LN - ? 0 that bench is granted
e Bt ’Qf.ohmkw

| 6. MISC Appllcatlon is disposed of

i. ‘l;i’i-‘\' :7. ‘ .‘l‘ A‘ﬁ wa»[ "I . : . “ . “ . o ) ‘ ’ N N ‘- .
C.‘.”lir.-_:&ij Tz this 1.;..,‘?_ Y “‘b[aUu ’ o o o ) . . ‘ " _?ﬂ ’ .

- \ X Qﬂ :  o . : 3(# —
POTR ORI LSS 1Y (1 - - TRRTeshig

Y o ' T _ . : Chalrman
#'L sha : o i y

[AEr




Office Notes, Office Mimoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Begistrer's ordors

Tribumal’s orders
0O.A. No.564 of 2016

1 ehe
v—-_._______‘

M. Sy ey Pgateal (g

M. syl
M. adu. Jq:r T""‘J\O_qu

m K&(}%u)s fa Loy

>t asjefic,

L

notice,

- Smt. T.D. Hirve" .Applicant
Vs. \ :
"The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .-Respondents

Heard Smt, Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate _
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. '

2. Issue notice returnable on 28.6.2016.

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

4. 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. '

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

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/

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

7. S.0.1028.6.2016. Ld. PO waives service of

V1ce Chalrman
16.6.2016

- (sg))



Oftice Notes, Oftice Memarunda of Coram, -
Appearance, Tribunal’s vrders or : Tribunal' s ovders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 16.06.2016.

* 0.A.N0.400 of 2016 with M.A.N0.202 of 2016

D.T.Joshi . ... Applicant
Versus |

The State of Maharashtra & Ors .....Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. Pun_am Mahajan, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri A.S. Wable, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

- o 2. Issue notice returnable on 02.08.2016.

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

issued,

. 4. - Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intirn_ation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with completé paper bhook
of O.A.. Respondénts are put to hot-ice 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 gquestions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open.

adel q

o Bmion iz beslE {ChairmeB)
R (RETRLEE L,

6. The service may be dohe by Hand delivery, speed

post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

. VL N _
St Wf\gmﬂlﬁ&\ﬁgq : within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
LS Sl compliance and notice. ' ' :
C

-_:‘, : ﬂ‘“s' A &b’c_‘ R : : :
FOUEO et D Jlsila b . 7 5.0 to 02,08.2016 X
A Tomere BV B G ' - »

Chairman

prk




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

Tribunal's orders

DATE: 1(..\\(',\‘I b

(A Jonhi (Cheirman)

b i 3 ok 4
S _uuU'l7'l'I-

AQ). Toun \“Ll?\lfo

Date : 16.06.2016.

0.A.No.569 of 2016

R.K. Sayankar .. Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtfa & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocaté

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. issue notice returnable on 14.07.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

-stage and separate notice for final disposal' shall nof be

issued,

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to -serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Regiétry, along with complete paper book

of Q.A.. Respondehts_'a re 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 questions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The service may he done by Hand delivery, speed
poét, courier and “acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of cofnpliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.

- 7. It shall suffice if Respondents file affidavit justifying

. the facts for continuation of suspension.

8. Inthe event for justifying facts, any record is relied,

the same may have to be produced at the time of hearing.

9.  Adjourned to 14.07.2016.

(A.H. Joshi, J.
-Chairman




Office Notes, Oi'l'icu'Memuruuda of Corum,
Appespunce, Tribunsl’s orders or
directions und Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’'s ordeérs

DATE : i C.\‘ (,\“i !o

1 Ioski {Chairman)

se-Crenben A

e . x.hmlmrxa

;&.&mhlé—

e Responuont/s

Ady. Ta..v"\l"f ]' 1k

9, Adjourned to 14.07.2016.

Date : 16.06.2016.

0.A.No.568 of 2016

D.B. Javanjal .. Applicant.
Versus

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

for the Applicant and Shri AS. Wable, the learned.

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 14.07.2016.

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

issued.

4, Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents |nt|mat|0n/not|ce of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of 0.A.. Respondents are 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 questions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by .Hand delivery, speed
post, courier and a'cknowle.dgement be obtained and.
produced élong with affidavit df compliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.

7. it shall suffice if Respondents file affidavit justifying

the facts for continuation of suspension.

8. In the event for jusﬁfying facts any record is relied.

the same may have to be produced at the time of hearing.

{A.H. Joshi,4
Chairman
prk
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