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Date : 16.08.2016.

0.A.No.152 of 2016

k.B. Shisav ‘... Applicant.
Versus :

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...._Respondents.

1.-. - Heard Shri R-M. Kolge, the Iearned Advocate for the

Applicant and Sm. Archana B. K the Iearned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents

2. Leafned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for the
Respondents on instructions from Shri Sanjay Bagude,
Deputy Collector, Nashik states as follows :-

"(a) Two orders have been issued granting 1* and
2" Time Bound Promations.

(b} For giving conseqguently benefits two months
time is required.
3. Leaqned Advocate Shri R.M. Kolge for the Applicant

has no objection on this.

4, It -is: hoped that all the facts would be given and

applicant would not be réquired to wait.

5. Respondents are put to notice that if the purpose is
not done the matter will not be leave without saddling

heavy costs'on the Respondents.

6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to the learned
P.C..
7. Learned P.Q. is directed to communicate this order

to the Respéndents.

8 5.0 to15.11.2016. &
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{(A.H. Joshi, Q)
Chairman
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1GCP Y 2260 (A)150.000—2-2015)

|Spl.-

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVF TRIBUNAL

MAT-F-2 E

MUMBAI
Original A pplication No. of 20 MmsrrICT
..... Applicant/s
TAVOCAte (oo )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
_____ Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. ..o e e )
Office Notes, Oftice Memovanda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 16.08.2016.
0.A.No. 742 of 2016
ShriSachin . Chavan ... Applicant
V/s.
The State of Maha. & Ors. ... Respondents

DATE : ,5[3'“6
CORAM:
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Heard Shri. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri. AJ. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondent.No. 1. Respondent
No.2 who is a private party, is not present. He has been
served.

Affidavit-in Reply is not filed by sanfe Respondent

(e P
No.2. Shri Bandiwadekar has filed Affidavit-in-Rejoinder. O.A,

is admitted. Liberty to mention. . »
. . - /
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Member (J)
16.08.2016
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Office Notes, Offiee Memoranda of Corue m,
Appenrance, Treibooal’s ordoers or

diractions and Repristrar's orders

Tribunual's orders
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Date : 16.08.2016.

M.A.No. 322 of 2016 in O.A.No. 842 of 2016

Shri. Ashok B. Pagare ... Applicant
Vfs. ‘
The State of Maha. & Ors, ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri. AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate faor
the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurchit, the iearne:

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue hotice returnable on 30.08.2016.

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
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 wolld 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, 1938,
and the questions such as limitation and alternate remedy uro

kept open.

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

Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. 5.0. to 30.08.2016.

8. C.P.0. waives service,
= Sd/- s
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OfICer .. )
]
Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Cocam, R
Appraraned, Tribunul's urders os - Tribunal's orders
directions and Registear's orders ‘
" Date : 16.08.2016. )
) 0.A.N0.837 of 2016
The Assaciation of the Subordinate
Service of Engineers Maharashtra ‘ ’
State & Ors. } -.. Applicants,
Versus )
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
‘ i
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learnced Advocate
for the Applicants and Smt. Archana B K, the learnsg
‘ Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
W
' : 2. ' Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan for the
'
Applicants prays for time to isolate the pleadings and JF
necessary bringing draft of amendment to piead the aspect
of resjudicata.
: " \'L. ':‘- l. ) H. = .L\
ada e 3. S.0.to 18.08.2016. . {
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) 1Spl.- MAT-F. 24 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIGTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo.. ~ ~~of 20 .- Dismier
I S ‘ ’ ! S Applicant/s
(Advocate ...... ,. ........ SRR ..... ;..3)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(PresentingOﬁ!‘icer.......,.............;.7......................u...}.......3.7......;.)
Omce Notéu., [ll‘lu:e M‘en.lornmtn nl; Covam, ) . o
Appeumnw Tribunats urders av s o ] Trﬂmnal’s ordt}rs
“ dh‘m.tionﬂ and Rpg‘ist:urs nrde}‘s' .
Date : 16.08.2016.
0.A.No.676 of 2016
P.R. Dhokane | _ ... Applicant.
“"Varsus
_The State of Mahérashtra & Ors._ . ».Respondents.
1. Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

learned Preésenting Off:cer for the Respondents.

2. - Learned .P.O, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the

Respondents prays for time.

3.  Time as prayed for is granted.
4, Adjourned tc 19.08.2016. . j\ »
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- (AH. Joshi, 1.}
Al ' ) Chairman
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. AS. Gaikwad:- -

“the Maharaéhtra Administrative Tribunal

Date : 16.08.2016.
0.A.No.427 of 2016

. Abplicant.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. “ LL..Responderits.

1. Heard: Ms? Shakel Bano holdmg for Shri- D.S.
Sapkale, the learned - Advocate for the App|lcant and Ms.

N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting ‘Officer for the

Respondents!

2. Office' record -shows that no order of notice was

_passed nor apphccmt has sought order from the officer

authorized to.issue notice,

issue notice returnable on

3. ‘In this background,
30.09.2016. '
4, Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

stage and sépa'rate notice for final disposal shall not be

issued.

5. 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.. Respbndénts are-put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admissicn
hearing.

6. = This intimation/notite is ordered under Rule 11 of
: {Procedure)
Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and
alternate remedy are kept open.

7. The-éervice 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

)

Sd/-

{A.H.Joshi, ).) " Y
Chairman

compliance and notice.

8. 5.0. to 30.09.2016.
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(G.C.P.) d 2260 (A} (50,000—2- 2015) : [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN 'PHE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI . o 5
On"gh;al Applic_:atio‘_n No. - ( ot’ 20 ) b;srfmcd* ,
: R R O ‘A\'ppl_icant/s
(Advocate ....... parseers PSR . e )

versus - -

The State of Maﬁar_ashtra_ and others

(Presentmg Oﬁﬁcer......, ..........................

..... Resﬁondends

Ol’lfiu: Nuwu. Offlew Memm'andn of Cm am,
Appaamnus. Trivunal’s urqms [T
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Tribunal's orders
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bate : 16.08.2016.

0.A.No.812 of 2016

G.\'A. Kamble .. Applicant.
Versus o

The Staté 6f Maha.rasﬁtra 8 Ors. ..Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the Ieamed Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the»Relspondents.

2. Learned P.Q. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents
states as follows :- \ |

(a) Copy of.order dated. 11.08.2046 was signed
after office hours and could not be available.

{b) Two days time may be grantid for the same.

3. Time as prayed for is gr’a.nted‘.
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(AH.JoshiYfA} ~
Chairman
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

{Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA;TIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI o -
Original Applicgtio}x.‘Nu;- » of 20 DistricT
: a T Applicant/s
(Advocate ............. )

‘versus

The State of Mahamshtra and others

(Presenting Ofﬁcer

e Réspondent/s

(}I‘ﬂuy Nuteu, Office Momoranda of Cmunl.
Appumunu' l‘rihnnul’s avdervs ar
diréctions ind Reglatear's drders

Frilitinal’s orders

DAt \tlel\b
CORAM:
Fen'ble Justice Shei A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

Heutblo8E siestinmar {Membaes-A

Asivocate fot the Applicant

...ﬂ[mm.....@:.%..\.m.

C.1 0/ PO, for the Respendent/s
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Date : 16.08.2016.

6.A;No.680 of ZOiS
M.R. Dixit | .. Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra 8 Ors. ...Respdndents.
.1. Learned Advocate Shri P.S. Pathak for the Applicant
. s absent.
2. Heard Sm’t. Archaﬁ.a B.K., the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

3. tearned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for the
Respondents states as follows :- *

‘Government has  issued the order and "has
superseded the order dated 26.07.2016 and
restored the posting to the applicant as it existed

- prior to 07.07.2016.
4, The copy of order is marked as R-1 and is taken on

record.’

5. The purpose of filing the O.A. is accomplished,

h‘ence, 0.A. is disposed of.
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(A.H. Joshi, 1.
Chairman
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(G.C.P.) d 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINIST RA;T[VE TRIBUNAL

6r£ginlal;\]5;)li¢ati9iiNn.‘. R of 20 _ l U D _
R B ' S e ST ‘Applicant/s
(Advoca_te; ...... i ........ :..‘:..'.j.) , | ‘
‘ .;)EPSUQ
Tbe,St_ﬂt_e of Mahérqéhtra and others
. : | s Respondent/s
(P_r__ese_ntmgofﬁcer........;...,;..._....:‘......; ........ S, o) |
(m‘lus Nutes. Ofﬂus Me.mumndu af Lmum, . ) ) ‘
. Appunrance, lrlhunulsm-dmu ar e - 'Tribunal’'s arders
dh-el,thnn and l}eq'istmr's nrders ) : L N
Date : 16.08.2016.
| 0.A.No.678 of 2016
lN.S. Jadhzjvs ‘ . Applicant.
Versus
The State of Mahafash;ra & Ors. _ ~..Respondents.

1. Learned Advocate Shri S.A. Mehta for the Applicant

is-absent.

2. Heard Smt.-K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting .
Officer for the Respondents. ‘

3. . -learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the

Respondents has tendered affidavit. It is taken on record.

4, 5.0, to 07.11.2016, with liberty to circulate before

P

Sd/-
- H. JoSRYY)

Chairman

due date, if applicant wants.
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- The State of Maharashtre & Ors.

Date: 16.08.2016.
. 0.A. No 631 of 2016

... Applicant.
Versus
' ;.'.;Re‘Spbndents.
1‘. | Heard Shri 'S. S Kefmbie i Appﬂcant m perSOn and

Smt. Archana B K, the Iearned Presentmg Ofﬂcer for the

Respondents.

2. Lea'rned P.O. Smt. Archana BK. for the
Respondents states as follows i~

( ). Respondent No.5 and Respondent No.7 are
© served and incumbent holding those posts are
.. present viz. Shri Nagsen S. Bhosale and Shri
. Sanjay M. Pinjat, Taluka Agriculture Officer,
* Taluka Shirur, District Pune are present.

(b) " Four weeks time is required for filing reply:
3 Tlme as prayed for is granted.

4, The matter be exammed by the Respondents No.5

and 7, inso , far as it relates to claim against ther:

5. ReSpondents No.5 and 7 shall give reply to the
applicant stating reasons if his claim is disputed, by

narratmg entlre relevant facts Wlthln 10 days from today.

6. If claim is to be disputed, .A. be replied by filing

affidavit,

K

7. .Steno copy and Hamdast is aIIoWed to both the

parties.

8. S.0.to 05.10.2016.

Sd/-

{A.H. Joshi, J)Q”‘- "—
Chairman
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Original Application No. ] - of20 ‘ S | 'DJSTﬁlCT

..... Applicanus
(Advocate ... ) .
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondenws
' (PresentmgOtﬁcer...........................,.._. ....... N e v enetaes )
' (Nl’u.e Nu;ﬁs. Office Memmnndn ot Lun i, ) ,
) Appuulunyu. ‘Leibinal’s orders-ur , Feibunal' s oeders
dw@c.tmns and. Rugistlm’s Uldﬂl‘ﬁ '
16.08.2016
O.A No 907/2015
~ Shri S.M Sarode ... Applicant

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Responaerits

‘Not on Board. Taken on Board. Peruseca
the office note. By the lorder dated 4.7.2016 the
Hon’ble High Court in Writ Petinton No.
5779/2016 (Sanjay M. Sarode Vs. Department ol

Industries, Energy and Labour) has been picasea

. to dispose of the Writ Petition with a direcuon 1o

DATE : lélg\lg | decide this O.A within six months (4% January,
CORAM: ' | 2017).

Hen'br 5t oo ddALIR (iember) : * This O.A is therefore set aown tor fnai
APPEAS - v ‘
e < 4R 2ty i P . h 'n n . . .

f\ “ e h 7 )eah ear_l g on and frpm 7.9.2016

Sri/o:
Advoents T b Aonlioaat , i ' ' W T
LSS, NCSLG—O .......

GBS PG o the ifﬁsww**m ‘ R
L. ecuw e podt. Qi 9«4@—60!@5&: Sd/- EARS
oo, P2, '

Adj. To T | (R.B Malik)
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= S. R lepatkar & Ors.

. The. State of Maharashtra 8- Ors.:

2.

o 4.

Date ; 16.08.2016.

C.A. No 116 of 2014 in 0.A.No.3 of 2013

... Applicants.
Versus
Respondents

o e e b TSN

1. Heard Shri JN Kamble the learned Advocate for

the Appllcants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presentlng

T

Officer for the Respondents.

Learned P.0. Ms. N.G. Gohad for the Respondents
states as follows -
Proposals are sent to the office of Accountant

General (A.G.).

3. Leafned P.0. Ms. N.G. Gohad and the officers who .
have come to instruct are not able to furnlsh details as to
what steps are taken from the date of gettlng intimation of

Contempt.

Beitasitis. If the total compliance is not report‘ed
within'three weéks from today, the Contemnor whose
names herefn aé well asvthe Additional Chief Seéretary, the
Medical Edhcation and‘ Drugs Department would be

persaonaily ir‘iducted as Contemnor, he being the helm of

| affairs, and ultimately responsible for disobedience done

at the lower level,

5. in view of the foregoing adjourned to 20.09.2016.
6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to the learned
P.O.. ;

7. Learned P.0. is directed to communicate this order

to the Respohdent§.

A

-
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Chairman
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Tribunpl's orders

DATE ;
CORAM ;

Hon'biz Justice Shri A, H. Jeshi (Chairman)
Hombltoui |

1A Dl
4 Bagaesbivmar (Membarl A
T e

AT 1T AR———

APPEARATIOR: :

skt s AP0 *
fom fresent

Advoca’z o e Ay muz_‘t

SkeSL . Aithana.. '.b 1 -

CEC/EO, ft,r the Reapundom/

Ad. To. lc’lﬁl b

Date : 16.08. 2015 |
C.ANo0.47 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.883 of 2014

M.G. Shaikh’ ... Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...._Respondents.

B

o Heard M. G Shalkh Apphcant in person and Smt.
Archana B.K. the Iearned Presentrng forcer for. the.
.. Respondents.
2. - learned P.0. Smt. Archana B.K for the

Respondents on instructions from Shri Baban V. Virnak,
Assistant Director (N.T.) states as follows :- -

(a) Amount of leave encashment is.paid to the
Applicant.

(b) Applicants debt-cum- -retirement graturty is not
paid so fai, because A.G. has raised objection
because of pendency of D.E..

(c) At least 7 days time may be granted for
reported further compliance.

'3, The fact that Tribunal has passed the order to pay.

the amount subject to furnishing undertaking was not

brought to the notrce of Accountant General’s offlce

P L

4. Though 7 days is prayed, two weeks time is

N

_ granted Further Respondents are put to notice that if

co’mpllan‘ce is not reported on the next date the case

would bé_ taken up for taking cognizance.

5.' In order to report compliance adjourned to

26.08, 2016

(A.HTjeShl,
Chairman
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ISpl MA’P! -2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTM ADMINIST TIVE TRIBUNAL
L MIUUMBAIL

'

.Oxr;ginalApplig:a‘tiop_Np:' S efea o Dsmger 0
A : L LT ‘Applicant/s
(Advocate ..... , ......... ., ..... erpatennns) K
versus
The State Qf Maharaahtra ﬂnd others _
L T Respondent/s
(Prgsquing Ofﬁcer....,....:..,.7.....;.;..,.;‘, ...... ........ )
{)m:,e Nu!.el. pl’lwu Memuuuulu ut’ Luwm, _ : o .\ -
. Appvulumw. rlhunug,s mduru e 7 4 ’ ‘ Pl’_ﬂlwml'ﬂ. 0!‘6‘&})‘{5
 dinginions and Beglstears yrdojy: Date :16.08.2016 '

T

C.A No.156 of 2014 in o A No 818 of 2011

A.V, Ghume o ' ... Applicant.
\Iersus>
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ...Respondents.

1, - Heafd Shri V.D. Raut, the learned Advocate for the
| Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the !earned Presentlng
Officer for the Respondents.

12 Learned Advocate Shri v.D. Raut for the Apphcant
' states as follows -
The Writ Petition carned by the State before the
Hon’ble High Court is expected to come up for
hearlng on next month.

-3, . +n view of this statement, adjourned to 21,11.2016,

L with Iib'érty to request for admission / hearing before due

</// .

(A H. jOShI,J\) v ‘
Chalrman :

-] date, if occasion arises.

prk -

{x-'r:";‘u.‘ 1\\1\ e Wr}"\ \!Vdﬂ g
Ao by a«\mass:m/ Neav:
bal(rw. du ey o occagsr'?n

Avises
T

1Pro




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.836 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SANGLI

P.M. Patil & Ors. .- Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

Mes. 5.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE :16.08.2016.
ORDER

1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Smt.

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

2. Issue notice for final disposal returnable on 26.08.2016.

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 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
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Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and

notice.

7. Learned Advocate Ms. S.P. Manchekar for the Applicants points out that it shall
suffice if the averments contained in paragraph no.6.10 are answered by Respondents

No.2 and it shall not be necessary, even to file the reply.

8. if the Respondent No.2 examines the matters and finds that it is not possible for

him to take a different view, should take affirmative action.

9. If Respondent No.2 finds that it is possible and necessary for him to contest the

0.A. in that case he shall file the reply to the O.A.. ‘

10. Learned P.0O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad is directed to make statement as to the stance

Respondent No.2 would choose, i.e. to accept applicant’s claim or to contest it.

11. For enabling learned P.Q. to make statement, S.0. to 26.08.2016. Thereafter, if

necessary further time can be granted for filing reply.

12. In the event the process of taking decision as to applicants’ cases does not
progress, and appointments have to be made, the Respondent No.2 may do it
however, last two appointees from the category of applicants, be informed that their

appointment shall be subject to outcome of this O.A..

13. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..
14. Learned P.0. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents.
15, S.0.t026.08.2016. 0
T T ) h
(A.H. Joshi, 1.Y \
Chairman
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