(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

ISpl.-. MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 " Districr .
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ....c.oooeeviviniiiiiiiieciee e et hentans )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.....occoooiiiiiniiieienineeesio oo i ) -

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

Tribunal’s orders
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i —Imis Hea T Josk
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«——CROHPO. for the Respondons <
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" 0.A. No. 752 of 2017

Shri J.R. Dalvi ... Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi,
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant submit
that due to the order passed in Review Application,
amendment is necessary in the present application.
Liberty to file M.A. is granted.

3. S.0. t029.11.2017.

Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman -
16.11.2017
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(G.C.P) J 2260 A) (50,000—2:2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB

MUMBAIL
Original Application No,” * " . 20 .. Districr
(AdVOCREE v )

versus
The State of Maharashtra énd others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OB )

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

Tribunal’s orders

\%x

0.A.No.138 of 2017
, . =A.N0.138 of 2017
Shri H.B. Suryawanshi .. Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah, & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard 'Shri A.v. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.,
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant seeks time
to file application for amendment in view of the
earlier order. :

DATE: (Gl\\\\:ll“—' '
QUM i T TEly

on 'ble Shri 3. At the request of learned'Advocate, the O.A.
" (Vioe - Chairman) is adjourned to 06.12.2017.
APMAN’CE . , ﬂ
M
ey A VRN (Y= TN Sd/-
" ‘Advooste for the Applicant ' -
—svtsme P chaiaa (o] - (M.T.hJ?shi)
i Vice-Chairman
—CPLOTPO. for the Respondents 16.11.2017
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(G.CIR.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) 'Spl.* MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

I\TUMBAI
Original Application No.! ~ * " of 20 oo DISTRICT o
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ...l )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Oﬁicer ...... )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
Appearance, Teibunai’s orders or ; Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.No.778 of 2016
Shri R.D. Kamble ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
1. None for the applicant. Heard Ms S.
Suryawanshi, the Presenting - Officer for the
Respondents.
2. It appears that earlier many occasions, the
, adjournments have been granted to the apphcants
DATR : \6\\\\\ +— : 3. In this circumstances, S.0. to 04.12.2017
CORAM : I l ca . W7 OSL\I either for héaring or for passing necessary orders.
, RAHVAGARWAL - .
S R ACaRwaL 4. S.0.t004.12.2017.
.—mm&_l_&.sﬁg@w%,ﬁ{\%p‘ ' —)
Advooate for the Applicant Qo : Sd/-
@gﬁw«m‘ _ {M.T. Joshi)
QPP {ganrs .3y ( [ ‘ Vice-Chairman
S0 le 12| [F - 16.11.2017
vsm
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50 000—2 2015)

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
o _ - MUMBAIL. o

B
S

Original Application No., of 20 . ' J%DIS_TR‘I(':T ,
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o )
versus
The State of MaharashtTa and others
e Respondent/s
(Presenting Ofﬁcer .................................................................... )

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

MMA

Dm_LG[H‘\':f\
CORAM: {ca 0T ToSku

Mon’be Shri,
(Vloe - Chairman)

APPRARANCE :
,_mmm.&p.ah__,.i_&h pPRosoh.

Advooate for theAppHeant L“
"—GP(-H'PO for the Respord

5.0 40 quu[m-

o

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.No.609 of 2017

Shri S.A. Patil .« Applicant,
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. .« Respondents

1. Heard Party in person and Ms S.
SuryawanshI the Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.
2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply.
3. At the request of learned P. O. time to file is
granted
4. $5.0.t029.11.2017. ‘
Sd/-
.//
(M.T. Joshi)

Vice-Chairman

- 16.11.2017
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (56 ,000—2. 2015) . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo. * "1 ' roy ~ Distrier o _
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ....................... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
Réspondent/s
(Presenting Officer........................... \ i)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or ' Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ' '
O.A.No.733 of 2017
NM
Shri A.G. Khairnar ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate

for the applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, Learned P.O. submits that at least two
months tm}h equ1red to complete the process as
the file is|kept efore the Hon’ble Minister twice and
thereafter~the same is to be recommended to the
M.P.S.C. for concurrence. :

DAT: 16[\\ l\q‘“ 3

[

In the circumstances, at the request of -

%‘f’i—s“ —IasMea, TTas learned P.O., the O.A. is adjourned to 02.01.2018.
) (Vice - Chamnan)
APPRARANCE: ' ' ' )
s L chandiatre. | ‘ Sd/-
Advoente for the Applicant l“ "~ (M.T. Joshi)
~smte .S @eoenwy 'Vice-Chairman

~€:P.OLP.O. for the Respondems 16.11.2017
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(G:C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) (Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TR.IBUNAL

MUMBAI .
Original Application No. - ]‘36 -of 20 lff. DistricT o
“+.... Applicant/s
(Advocate ...l )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
' (Preseriting Officer..........ccooeooooc [T )
dt‘t’ice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
. 0.A.No. 136 of 2017
Shri C.D. Panem & Ors. .. Applicants
Vs.

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

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the ‘learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaiwkad,
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply. Time
granted. '

\ # - , 3. At the request of learned P.O., the OA. is
DATy: |6 [H \ adjourped to 05.12.2017.

QMM —riglice, 1T Toohi

Mon e Shri. '

o (Vice - Chairman) - . —)
owble Shi-ReB. MALHC (Member)- : ' d/ :
mANCB: - - Sd/-

St x..&mm&kﬁ%qh . (M.T. Joshi)

Advoonte for the Applicant ) Vice-Chairman

16.11.2017
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(G.CP.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. ~ \QF" " of 20 |F—nu Distrier | ,

e Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o ) .

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Re‘spondent/s

(Presenting Officer.............ivoooeeeo )

Office Notes, Office‘-Memorandn of Coram,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s urders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

1‘\%
cakice. (0T TosL’U

(Vioe - Chairman)

DATR :
COB_AH
Won e Shri.

APPEARANCE :
s R Pyt Thpenson.
AdvoeitetbrmeApplicmt uﬁ(.lb\f

i st ST =
LSO T 5[[9’“%

—CPO7PO. for the Respondm

0.A.No.195 of 2017

Smt. M.P. Kulkarni .. Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. Resﬁondents

1. Heard party in person and Shri A.J.
Chougule, the Presenting  Officer for the
| Respondents. '

2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply.

3. On the request of learned P.O. time to file
reply as a last chance is granted.

4. S.0.t005.12.2017.
Sd/-
o (M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017
vsm
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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 , v _
'~ Original ApplicationNo, ' '~ " op 9 ‘D,IS'vi‘RI.CT o
T Applicant/s
(Advocate ... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....... [ e L)
Office Notes, Ofttice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
-— —
0.A.No. 581 of 2017
~222.280. 061 0of 2017
Shri A.V. Waghmare ... Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri S. S. Mishra, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K., the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Heard with consent. It appears from the

. record that since 20 14, Ctl,l;le '?o eczmed respondents

/> are merely censidered [the 1osca ™3r filing S.L.P.
Yo against the petitioner in the Hon’ble Supreme Court
// ‘ and only for that burpose i imparting retiral

benefits and deemed date of promotion is stopped.

é‘gg!- ‘6[“‘\% t\' | 3. In the circumstances, the concerned

Bow Ve Shri mjﬂ% M‘T'TOS | respondents are directed to file S.L.P,, if any, in the

‘ ) (Vice - Chairman) Hon’ble Supreme Court of India within a period of
mn«-ammw\_ two months, failing which the respondent no.2 is
3 directed to take steps for considering the reliefs

APPEARANCE ;
. Q- M‘l‘@(ﬂkq : sought in the present application within a period of

= one month thereafter.
Advocate for the Applicant ‘
SWi7sme. e s clrin ; ...Qc’{ ‘ ‘ 4, With this direction, the Original Application is’
“O7P.0. for the Respondents disposed of with no order as to-costs.
- . ’ ) B P
A O, o3 d\tspoSer) 0‘9' P

/f’z | - Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
. 16.11.2017
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[SpL.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

@

MU MBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DIsT‘RI(,T L
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ..........cccouen. .. e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra'and others

..... ‘Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer............ccocovroeeo )

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

Tribunal’s orders

nm__teh\ | ¥—
CORAM; “JTasl{co TIoqu

lba’b?e Shri.
(Vice - Chalrman)

’

ﬁ?fﬁARANcé:

Advoexie for the Applicant (u'

s Nﬁx S .SWGLQ_LM
C.LO/PO. for the Respondems N

3.0 o 2!(“’(2}"

#:

O.A.No. 362 of 2017
=2:22.270. 904 01 2017

Smt. S.D. Pawale .. Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate

for the Apphcant Ms S.S. Suryawanshi, the
Presennng Officer for the Respondents 1to 4 and
Ms. Shabana i/b Shri P.s. Pathak,

Advocate for the applicant.

the }learned

2, It appears that there is no force in the
- Learned Advocate for the apphcant
In fact, the

applicati'on
however seeks fime to file amendment
fact of decision of this Tribunal which is sought to be
challenged is' already on record even the copy of the

said decision is filed on réecord.

3. Learned Advocate submits inadvertently that
the said decision could not be challenged though it is

already filed on record.

4, In th'e circumstances, With the above
observations, S.0. to 21.11.2017 for filing
amendment abplication, if any.
Sd/-
—
) (M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017
vsm
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(G.C.P,) J 2260 (A) (50 000—2-2015)

Spl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. 2N of 20 ' ) D_IS’I‘vR'I‘C'l'I"A o
T Applicant/s
(Advocate )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
............................ )

(Presenting Officer..........ccocovveveveeeriiionennin..

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

Tribunal’s orders

e

baTy: &&\\\‘1—— ”

QQ.AL
o Ve i RS \-%ca_,MT N O&LU

(Vice - Chairm:m)
~ N » BB\

APPEARANCE :

S e S ‘De&w‘dﬁ
Advoents O the Applicant cll\ U.M:

et S £
—CFO7 PO, for the Respondents

O-f-wiy Aisp o&@&j :

'0.A.N0.1007 of 2017

Shri V. H. Shaikh .. Applicant .

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri L.S. Deshmukh, the iearned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule,
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. - Learned Advocate for, the applicant submits
that as the promotion Jans’ ready granted to the
applicant, the applicant is not pressing for the said
relief. He also files on record a true copy of the
decision taken by the concerned respondents.
Learned Advocate further submits that as the
decision of the deemed date of promotion has already
been taken, the O.A. may be disposed of with a
direction to.the concerned respondents to decide the
same issue within six month.

3. The submission appeéars to be reasonable, in
the circumstances, the O.A. is disposed of without
any order as to costs on the line of the above

-

Sd/-

submission.

o

' (M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
- 16.11.2017
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MU MBAI -
Original Application Né.* of 20 "~ 'Districr .
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..............cooooovmiioeo )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, . )
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders

el

wwm T
'WShn
(Vloe « Chairman)
API‘BARAN(‘E
Y T (a)cnm&;wcuﬂuk%
Advoente for the Applicant
s, e S B sealiges

—EPO7PO. for the Respondents o
e SO =|=l%

o

0.A.No.164 of 2016

Shri V.V. Londhe .. Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. .- Respondents

1. Heard: Shri A.V.. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaiwkad,
the Presentmg Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the respondents files a
communication dated 15.11.2017 received to her -
from the concerned respondents. It would show that
the request for grant of deemed date of promotlon is .
ultimately refused. .

3. In thegcircumstances, the Original Apf)lication
will'have to be heard on merit.

4. S.0. to 13.03.2017.
Sd/-
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017
vsm
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Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s eorders

Tribunal’'s orders

o

9_41346\\\\\1
Tishtea, M Tasl

(Viee Chalrman)

Haﬁ.& Shri.

- - ANCE:
,gm@ R -Jm:xuuuL_

Qﬁdm ¢ APp!
fsmmm

LI @D. for the Respondents

O.A.No. 879 of 2017
=:2.N0. 379 of 2017

-Shri A, N. Balip : ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. Responiients

1. Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate
for the Apphcant and Smt. Archana B.K.m the

Presenting Ofﬁcer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply. It
should be ‘note that the issue in the present
application is fully covered by the decision of this
Tribunal as well as the Hon’ble High Court and the
dec1s10ns of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in State of

Punjab & Ors. V/s. Rafiq Masih: (2015) 4 scc 334
and Shyam Babu Verma & Ors V/s. Union of

India & Ors. : (1994) 2 scc 521.

3. In the circumstances, it is not more res-’
integra that when the employee is imparted any

financial benefits without any misrepresentation

pens1onary beneﬁts late on cannot be recovered.

4, In the circurnsianCes the Original Apphcation
is allowed without any order as to costs. The
1mpugned decision of the respondents directing
recovery from the pens10nary beneﬁts is hereby
quashed and set aside. Penswnary beneﬁts be

imparted at the earliest or in any case within a

Sd/-

period of three months.

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

Vsm
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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 -
Original Application No. =~ ' of 20 : DISTRICT S
; L Apphcant/s
(AdVOCAte ..o )
/ versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

: ..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........ooooivioeiooeeeee oo )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corgm, )
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders :
0.A.No. 873 of 2017
Shri P.J. Ingawale ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri R.G. Panchal, the learned -
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad,
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. ‘

oon 1clli Aiypiltstoforat g
&pl;%k—Sh *_J@("QL‘U\\ TSlfL sought of seniority of Constabulary, the employees
. _ (Vice - Chairman) who are shown senior to the applicant are not joined
APPRARANCE : as respondents. |
st o B G e na) .
Advoeats for the Applicant , 3. In the tircumstances, S.0. to 30.11.2017.
C S, K S G‘CQJ(AMQ) |

—E£OTP0. for the Respondents - )

it 'S.Q.-\-—C) 'ISO“\“’T’ . Sd/-

(ﬁé ' (M.T. Joshi)
| _ Vice-Chairman

7 , 16.11.2017
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{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) .
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application N¢. of 20 . Dmstecr -0
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ........cc..oeeennnn... EE TSR P PRN )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......c.....ooveevvevviireiosesie i TR )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
O.A.No.99 of 2017
Shri S.R. Shete : ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. Respondents

1. Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate
for - the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, . the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The learned P.O. for the respondents files
Afﬁdévithin‘—Reply. It is taken on record. Learned
P.O. pointed out that para no.3 of the reply shows
that leave is already granted,

. 3. Learned Advocate for the applicant seeks time
CORAM : m \ C_O_,MFT_“JBSL‘ to take instructions from the applicant in this
Men’ble Shri. R4 R regard. ,
. ) (Vice - Chairman) ' ’
) 4. At the request of learned Advocate, S.0O. to
APPRARANCE: \ 05122017,
stotromeal N [ctimnlol S

Advoorte foe the Applicant [/\o&_g (g | —

e
i Sdr-

7 P.Opfor the Resnon ) U L=,
m (ii’(p_(iﬁ P&g’ﬁ 2(7—3 ; (M.T. Joshi)

Vice-Chairman

' co ko &2l
At 2 ﬁ% ‘ 16.11.2017

vsm
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. of 20 Districr.
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ....coovivnrieieeecceeeee e )
versus .
The State of Maharashtra and others
... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.................. e e )

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

Tribunal’s orders

nm:_46{[l[(’%——~ L

CORAM: . . T, '

e Jesa e, T Tosh,
(Vice - ‘Chainnan)

ANEARANCE : 3
sttt Toes S
Advoeste for the Applicant ;

g s e S - ,M\WQJ

——€PB+P.0. for the Respondents

%

0.A.No.835 of 2016

Shri S.S. Benake ... Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri M.V, Th‘orat, the learned Advocate
for the applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Heard both the sides. The learned Advocate
for the applicant fairly states that the application for
correction of date of birth is made at the fag end of
the superannuation. Even otherwise the document
on record shows that in the record - of
Grampanchayat on which the applicant places
reliance, the name of the child is different. ’

3. In that view of the matter, there is no force in
the matter asking for direction to rectify the date of
birth. Thetefore, the O.A. is dismissed without any
order as to costs. “ :
,\/
Sd/-

{M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

.
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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

Original Application No. e of 20 T ‘D’I_S"‘IEEIC"I:' L

5 N Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE ...oeiviiie et s e, )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.. ...t )

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE :__1_(-;[\\\\ b
CORAM: Tﬁuc@ M«TTBSLJ

Men’ble Shri. R
(Vice - Chairman)

Advoeste for the Applicant o
st MA L S SScen0) @dORRI
—— CROLPO. for the Respondoms U

4o \2_\-(2,[!"%'

A Tomn 2 O

‘0.A.No. 311 of 2017

Shri 8.V. Pawar ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

L Heardf Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms'S. Suryawanshi,
the Présentirig Officer for the Respondents.

2. S.0. to 12.12.2017 either for hearing or for

passing necessary orders.

Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

vsm

PTO.
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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

Original Application No. of 20 Y DistricT N

R Applicant/s
(AGVOCALE oot eee e e )

versus-
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer..........ccirviiiiiiiiiniiii e )

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

‘Tribunal’s orders

DATE: ld\l(l%

CORAM. *mé*ca_w\r;roa\d -

Mon'tHe Shri.
(Vice - Chairman)

»

APTEARANCE ;

Pllelefited Apdech ol

R Y U I

Advmonte o the Applicant " Lu’

ﬂ;{qdﬁhwmmm : \Qj:l

/ 4

0.A.No.735 of 2017

Shri R.R. Koli
- Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

cos Ai)plicant

1. Heard Shri ‘M.B. Kadam, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Heard both the sides.
seeking to set aside the order passed by the

Divisional Commissioner where under the delay of

490 days .in preferring the departmental appeal
against the decision in the departmental enquiry was
not condoned and the delay condoned application
was dismissed. The applicant had given reasons for
the delay that as he was mentally depressed he did
not file appeal and even in the meantime he sent a
resignation letter. "

3. Affidavit-in-Reply is filed by the respondents.
Learned P.O. submits that there is no documentary
evidence to support the reasons advanced by .the
applicant.

4, The punishment awarded was to the extent of
effecting the carrier of the present applicant
permanently and in that view of the matter, if the
appeal is itself heard on merit no loss could occur to
the Respondents State.

5. The Original Application is allowed with no
order as to costs. The decision of the Divisional

| Commissioner, Exb. ‘A’, page 10 is set aside. Delay

is hereby condoned. The Divisional Commissioner is
directed to hear the appeal itself on its own merit as

-

d/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

early as possible.

vsm
[RPTO.

... Respondents-

The applicant is -
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

U Sy |

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI = . -
Original Application No." of 20 - Di’fs:TRICT ’: '
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .eovrsyersenramsessirsiecnmssssssssss st )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

...... Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfiCer. ... ).

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

Tribunal’s orders

CORAM:  —Taslice W T-TO
Huo'bhe Shri, RAJVAGARWAL—

(Vice - Chairmen)
- APPEARANCE :

i SIS (V\Qj/.‘?ﬁc“"
Advoate for the Applicant
m‘ .fo\m (i) “'< ’

C.P.0/ P.O. for the Respondents

SO 4o '5’1‘“8~

—Adi~Tome

o

0.A.No. 310 of 2017

Shri N.D. Hotkar ... Applicant

1

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana BXK.,
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. S.0. to 03.01.2018 either for hearing or for

passing necessary orders.

_ Sd/-
e

" (M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

vsm

[RPTO.
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(G.CP)J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2-2015) {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL .
Original Application No. of 20 :'_ DISTRICT . -
,,,,, Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE ..veererersasesenressssssmssnssis st )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFFFLCET v veveseneresesersnsses st e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, )
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s’ orders
e o
0.A.No. 191 6f 2017
Shri M.A. Sawant ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. - ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the.
] Presenting Officer for the Respondents. ‘ 4

DAT§: té(d\q—— |
CORAM : -JUMSQQQ—- N\TTBS\M 2. Learned Advocate for the applicant submits

en’We Shri. RAHV-AGARWAL— 2
(Vioe - Chairman) that he will have to file the application for
B amendment'to O.A.
APPEARANCE : ‘
SR, e i A dala, At ‘
" o I % R 3. At the request of léarned Advocate, O.A. is
wowmte for the Applicant . : -
- LT CZL\O tw’ adjourned to 14_.12.20n17.
__CROFPO. for the Respondents | ,

Sd/-

/ (M.T. Joshi)

- Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

e S0 10 I"*f//‘?*‘“#'

vsm

IPTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) . » ' [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAI‘IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application Nov. | ' of 20 ' o F;D_IS’vI‘RIIQ:T_
' . [ Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE «.oeveeeeieeieeri e ee e s j.)
versus

The State of Maharas’htré and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer........oooiiiiiiiiimiiiiiii )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of.Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders )

. Date: 16.11.2017.

C.A.Ng.52 of 2017 in O.A.No.15 of 2016

A.J. Thakare : ....Applicant.
Versus | .

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

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Cont.emnors No.2 and 3 are called to show cause as to
why they should not be saddled with c;)sts of Rs.25,000/- each
payable to applicant for failing to reply personal notice given to
by Applicant to Contemnors, copies, whereof are at page 31 and

34, Reply be filed on or before 19.12.2017.
3. ‘ Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.

4, - Learned P.O. is'directed to communicate this order to

the Respondents.

5. 5.0. t0 19.12.2017. %\
Sd/-

- [
(A.H. Joshi ).}«
‘Chairman
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN TI—IE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MU MBAI
Original Application No. of 20 _ Disrricr - o
L Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..ovvnneeeie i )
versus
The State of lMaharashtray and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.......cccooviiviiiiiiiiei oo )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda o‘t' Coram, . )
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '
Date : 16.11.2017.
0.A.No0.933 of 2017
.M. Shaikh - ’ ....Appiicaht.
Versus
- The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for
k the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presentmg
DATE : 1¢ \l\l ) Officer for the Respondents
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Cheirman) - 2. Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents prays for time to consider the stance to be
» AP"F APAM(‘F K
taken in present case.
Shri/gastt. s Ve X020 “lci e OM"'
Acvouiie § i Applicant 3. Time as prayed is granted.

~Sertmy chans .,

C.r. /7 PO forvie Respondent/s

a. Hence; S.0. to 11.12.2017.

2870 0, S0 ) pdaon

B ﬁ{ ' ~ Sd/-
. ' = (A.H. Joshi 1))

' ' - Chairman
prk

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo. + = #e 7 ' DIsTRICT ‘
s N Applicant/s
(Advocate ......c.oceeeenn..n et )
versus
| The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.......c..ocoovvviiviiiiivioniiie oo es)
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of' Coram, ;
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ; Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's .orders
16.11.2017
0.A No 917/2017
Shri 8.8 Tate .. Applicant

pate:__ 1oyl 247
CORAM : -
Hon'ble Jusnce Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

Hﬂﬂ—MrShrr'M—Rﬁmesh-lmm;.(Mm\be;_)_A
AFPEARANCE : )

SIS, 2. DR Mc-haqu)
Advocate for the Apphcant

_Shei/Smt. 1. Y5 émkv,)N)

- C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s

Ads. To 221 247,

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

1 Heard Smt Punam Mahajan learned
advocate. for the ~applicant. and Smt K.S
Gaikwad; learned Presenting Officer for the

‘ Respondénts.

2.  Learned Advocate for ‘applicant prays for

leave to: amend for substituting memo. of

Original Application by doings its precy writing.

3. Leave to substitute memo of O.A, index

and synoi)sis is granted.

4, S.0 t6 23.11.2017. ) -
: ) hY
: Sd/-
-— v - ~
(A:H Joshi, {.)
_ Chairman -
‘Akn

[RTO.



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicatiim No. of 20 _ DIs'f‘RiCT o
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .oeviiiei e e evn e vreie e rain e raae )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer........coiiiiiiir it e eeee e e e e e e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of COI‘BI;I,.
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 16.11.2017.
0O.A.No.633 of 2017
{Subject : Transfer)
G.N. Londhe ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra&Ors. - ... Respondents.
P o
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for

DATR: |Qh]!2Q];

CORAM :
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
H Stri
APPEARANCE ; :
Shri/Smt, “?ahommahg av)
Advocate for the Applicant
_Suri Smt. +.... QX 0nana. ¥ K

L0/ PO. for the Respondent/s

AdToz.., 0o -ﬂ(&m}mﬂ-f
oR s »h;?we)

the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presentmg

Officer for the Respondents.

2. In viéw that the impugned order of Transfer has been
stayedb by Government by order dated 24.11.2017, at the
request of Applicant,»ends of justice would meet if the stay
granted by the Government continues till 30.06.2018 i.e. the

date of applicé nt's retirement.

3. Order accordingly. O.A. is disposed.
__  Sd- .
(A.H. Joshl.l ’
. Chairman
prk
[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 -(A) (50 000—2-2015)

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI .
Original Application No. of 20 “DISTRICT
S Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE «..oovvreeeeieeeiarieeesnrees st s saes )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

e Respondent/s

(Presenting Ofﬁcer ............................................................ e ) B

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE :
CORAM :
Hon’ble Justice ShriA. H. Joshi (Chairman)
How'bte-Shri-M-Rameshkumar (Member)-A
APPEARANCE : |
Advaumc for the Applic
shri /$et-+. 1.0 ﬁkl/tl/ . PV
G-ROLP.O. for the &espondent/s \ &L

Adv S0 flsinia, tor g
Adj. To Yb/v Lonses M&MW\J

Yo 24 24619,

AIEES

Date : 16.11.2017.

+0.A.N0.994 of 2017
R.F. Dhabre - ....Applicant.
Versus )
The State of Maharashtra&Ors. . Respondents.
1. Heard Shri M.R. Patil, the learned ‘Advocate for the

Applicant, Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the

Respondents No.1 and 2 and Shri S.P. Palshikar, the learned

Advocate for the Respondent No.3.

2. Shri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate for the Applicant

has placed on record a rejoinder. Itistakenon record.

3. shri S.P. Palshikar, the learned Advocate for the

- Respondent No.3 prays for adjourning the hearing by one.week.

4, Time as prayed is granted.
5. By consent, adjourned to 30.11.2017.
—_ Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi i.Y
Chairman
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original ApplicationNo. """ ‘of 20 Y DistricT
1 1 * B . ‘ : I T Lk
..... Applicant/s
(AVOCALE .oevvvrreiieniirereriirirmir e dre i )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........... B vy e )
, L
Oftfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, : ) .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
16.11,2017
0.A No 885/2017
.. Applicant

pags:__ ¢l n\ 2o

CQRAM :

Hon'ble Iustnce Shri A. H. Joshi (Chwman)
' ~Rame )A

APPEARANLE

 ShrifSmt: o S,’,,l:u}il\m\.?&s(%ep.px h

Advecmefor the Applicant
SRI/SME. tuereomznt 2AYY anian 9‘f\1
«€P0/PO. for the Respcf;tdent/s

M‘To 9’6\ ")/} 'Le ; -

s

Shr1 P.H. Mhanvar
. Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors . Respondents

1. Heard Shri P.H Mhanvar, applicant in
person and Ms Savita Suryavanshi, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
i

2. _Le.iarned Presenting Officer states that the
period of suspension of applicant is treated as

duty period and difference of -pay and

. allowanc%es would be paid within four weeks.

4. Hence S.O to 20.12.2017.

b

Sd/-

(A.H Joshlﬂj
Chairman

(PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) {SpL.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Applicatioh'No.’ SEET of 20 © 7" Digtricr
’ ) o ' . ‘ 'Alpplicant/s
(Advocate ............. e s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
L Respondént/s

(Presenting Officer.......... e ............ [ — e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, . ’
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or * : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '

16.11.2017

f

0.A No 767/2017

P .
Shri Mahananda K. Mandhare ... Applicant

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

1. Hieard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for the applicant and Smt K.S Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ttansfer is challenged on ground Nos
6.4(ii), (iii), {iv) and para No. 6.1

DATE : AR EZY) o 3. It; is admitted that Civil Services Board
CQBRAM : : ) * was not! consulted.

Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Jashi (Chairman) S ‘
Honble-Shei-M-—Rameshkumar- {Member)}-A 4. For the reasons stated in O.A no.
APPEARANCE : _770/ 2017, this Original Apphcatlon is allowed,
—h——— in terms of prayer 10(a), which reads as follows:-
Shri/Sme ... T 2. e ey

Advocate for the Applicant “10(a) this Hon’ble Tribunal be pleased to

strersmt. o YoaS.: &:w o3 : hbld and declare that the order impugned
C.P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s dated 3.8.2017 issued by Respoqdept No
’ 1 at Exh. ‘C’ to the present O.A is illegal

o A tii). and bad in law and the same be quashed
AdrTo LY V&fﬂ\g ' and set aside with all consequential
‘ ' - oy rvice benefits in f f the present
N 0-A. N T 70 [,7/ ,H,\D o A rn service benefits in avourI o presen

al\ed ¢ n. ‘2‘/»@ oy prayer 0. Petitioner”

5., Pérties aré directed to Bear own costs.
| )
! ‘ Sd/-

(A.H Joshi, J§
Chairman

(PTO.
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Original Applicatiori No.” = """ of 20 . © ' Distrier

..... Apphcant/s
(AdVOCALe .....oooiviiiine et e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra: and others '
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................o.ooiovvvii U ..... ) |
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, , .
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
O.A.No.1071 of 2017
Shri C. A. Shinde . Apflicant
Vs, 3
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advoeate

for the Applicant and Ms S.P. Manchekar, the Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2. Issue ,notlce before admlssmn .refurnable on
04.01.2018." :

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

4. Applicants are 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.

S. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule
11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988.

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.
Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice. )

7. In case notice is not collected within seven
days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days
before returnable date, Original Application shall
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and
papers be consigned to record

8.  S.0.t004.01.2018.




Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Coram,
Appeucance, Tribunal’s opders or
. direetions und Registrar’s o‘rders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: \_6’(\[((7—

m""’“' JayHea. WT Jos
M- 140 Shri RAHVAGARWAL—

(Vice - Chalrm'm)

di

AITEARANCE:

B e L e S

st Bl S achealo L
Adveerte for the Arplicant

C. P.O#P&)Tfm the Respondem
Ad), Townn [ ( [( 8:

M denat

p;

" then a short affidavit explaining the reasons be filed

(mqychmkwn7

-9, Before filing any affidavit, the concerned
respondents are directed to go through the G.Rs.
dated 05.04.2003 & 28. 02.2007 marked as Exb. ‘H’
& T page 31 & 32 and to reconsider the decision
taken by them in the light of those Government
Resolutions. In case, the concerned respondents
come to the conclusion that corrective steps are
required to be taken then the steps shall be taken
and report shall be ﬁled in the present proceedmg on
the next date.

10.  In case, if- the respondents come to the
conclusion that corrective steps cannot. be taken

on the next date.

11.  Considering the urgency.in the case, w1thout
going into merit, the interim relief as prayed in
prayer clause 11(a) is hereby granted.

12.  Liberty to move for setting aside the order of
interim relief is hereby granted. Hamdast.

. Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

vsm
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Office Notes, Office Memqranda of Coram, -
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATH:. \G\U[\’_{*'
CORMM: b 0, T Tl
Hon'he Shri.
(Vice-(]winnnn)
wzxcs

. Admmfarthekppliccm . ‘ . l“
- My . S-S cn_unuz
—EPO1PO. for the Respondem‘s

D g‘p,@ CQ_\S(LUSSEJ

=y

0.A.No.208/2017
KR.Avhad = . Applicant
Vs, ’
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
1 Heard Mr. J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. S.’Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for

- the Respondents.

2. . Learned Advocate for the Applicant makes a
statement that the departmental enquiry has not been -
started. However, the documents on record filed by the
Applicant in fact would show that the departmental
enquiry has been started and from Page No.13 onwards,
the examination of the witnesses and their cross -
examination ¢an be seen. ‘In the circumstances, the

- statement is deprecated.

3. On the other hand, Exh. ‘R-1’ would show that the
report is already submitted (Page No.100).

4..  Thus, whatever statements are being made by the

| learned Advocate are against the record.

6. In view of the fact that the final order may require
to be passed in the D.E, the present application cannot be
sustained. Now, provisional pension-is continued to the
Applicant.

7. In the circumstances, the applicationis without any
substance and hence, dlsmissed with no order as to costs.
—
Sd/-
(M.T. Joshi)
L. Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

skw



Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-


B.EB) & 39008 50,000--3:8615)

N THE MAHAEASHTHA ABMINIE‘I‘RA‘I‘WE THIBUNAL

[8pl.- MAT-#2 B

MtrMBAL
M A RAC A No. o of 40
| ik '
Original Applieatiod No. of 80

 FARAD CON‘I‘INUA’I*I@N SHEET NO‘

Otics Nb&és Uf’ficé Memsréhdn of CBFRH,
Appenrance, THbiiHal’s okders oF
directions sid Registiar's orders

Telbunut s ‘t}i‘ﬂﬁfé

DATE : \6\\\\\(:('—
f,‘.‘:’;,‘fs,,,.MmL

(Vice - Chalrman)

APPE, Ad{/\NCF

O 'D%LM\CQJ‘»S{

7Py

L*Sm Applicant '

S S MR S 2 SR MWL
RGP0, for the Respondems

5.0 Lo '—2—{‘“ [\?

M skw

0.A.No.41/2017
S.N. Parvardhan Appiicant
Vs, = , ' ,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere holding for Ms. N.A. Jadhav,
the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.
Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

2, At the request of Mr. Dere, the learned Advocate, :
S. O to 21* November, 2017. :

Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIQTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
ication’ N - T DigTRICT
iginal ApplicationNo! ~' ! of 20 ~ Districr o
onen PRI T s e e Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE ©ivvverriiiririareiien et it s cssesessbeie ) ;
versus
'The State of Maharashtr:a and others
L Réspondent/s
(Presenting Officer............... D PP P TP )

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

Tribunal’s orders .

. DATR: (8(“’(#“‘"
Lonam, mjﬂcq..MT\(us\ni
Mn " e Shri. m

Advoenie fir the Applicant

»t»unu oE«u(&A’%M

—(‘—P%jo for }Sﬁkespond
hel era

%@ o (5(1“8

Ms. S.S. Dhas

0.A.No. 746 of 2017

... Applicant-
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate’
for the Applicant and Ms S.P. Manchekar, the Chief
Presenting Officer holding for Ms S. Suryawanshi,
the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O. submits that the respondent
no.2 is reconsidering the case of the applicant in .
light of the G.R. dated 19.07.2017 and, therefore,
she seeks time.

3. In view of the said statement of the learned
C.P.O,, S.0. to 15.01.2018.

—7

Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

vsm -
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2 2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- - MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBALI
Original Application No." of 20 . " DisTRICT S
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ....cooeeivviiecraiiiniin s feresenereesairiivat )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

e Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer......ooo it i )

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

Tribunal’s orders

mmi _JE\U\
CORAM ;
How i Stiri.

mh%mTJQgLu

( Vu.c Cham:um)

DLl A, .
it s A [ AN oL S o

‘Advronte fiv ne Applicant -
MH—MS X =1

% (hfm theR sp(z:ieéts P\ T 8

M e
ol

0O.A.No.860 of 2017
Shri S.S. Bhosale .. Applicant
Vs,

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

‘1. Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Ms 8. Suryawanshi, the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The learned P.O. for the respondents files
Affidav1t -in- Reply It is taken on record.

3. S.0.t022.11.2017 for hearing on admission.
Sd/-
- (M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017
vsm

[PTO.
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(Advocate ........... ey

-Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer........... e erretra e

Respondent/s

eerrr e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuarance, Fribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

mq lgl(ll\q—*

MMcSnn MH’V—AGMT & OS\M

(Vice - Chammn)
APPEARANCE :
e s GLV\-C\ [<[IUCXL! !
Advcw'e U\t%‘: Applﬁ.?n_f . i

-—-GPO—H’O for the Respondents

B Ay ctuxSR\oSQQ‘

M.A. No.396 of 2017
In
0.A.No.82 of 2017

- Shri D.K. Khairnar - : ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard 'Ms Bhavana Khichi holding for Shri
A. S. Gaikwad, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. ;

2. Division - Bench is not available. In the
circumstances, the Misc. Application is disposed of
with liberty to circulate the O.A. when the Division
Bench is avallable

/—3
Sd/-
0930
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017
vsm
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~ Dustricr .

iginal Application No. of 20 e
Origmelfppigapon™ 0 T e Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .vivenrnrenririe it eree e essaeess e s i )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer......oooiiiiiimiiiriniei i R

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

Tribunal’s orders

DaTe: (6(“‘(‘?

B 'irle Shri.MﬁWﬂ,—w I S

(Vice - Chairman)
Bwe’ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member)

APPEARANCE : , |

B2zt JUA Qfebil

Advian i the Applicant ' :

& 1¢ D:ICan hoc)\g .
\

«—€PG7P.O. for the Respondents

= O S
0% o

i

pes=c]
Za

The State of Mah. & ors.

0.A.No. 1064 of.2017

Smt. Alice Pore & Ors. ... Applicants

Vs.

... Respondents

1. Heard zShri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and™ Shri A.J. Chougule, the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2.  Heard both the sides. Both sides agree that
insteéd of deciding the application on merit, the
application'cap be disposed of with a direction to the
concerned respondents to complete the process of
promotion a¢cording to rules to the eligible
candidates from the cadre of Group II to Group I
within a period of four moths, subject to the decision
/ direction regarding reservation in promotion.

3. The submissions api)ears to be reasonable,
therefore, the present application is disposed of with

no order as to costs.

. | - Sd/-
(M.T. Joshi)

Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

vsm -
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divections and Registrar’s orders

el
fﬁf& : ;\T o%\/\i

Mo e Shey. M [ A .
. {Vice - Chairman)
st 3 B MALIK(Member)

et
A} A ’J"(‘\ \\"B

;\*)}M/’"—; AL \LM

M‘f«r'mfi‘e f¥i; the Applicant

.S .
Seee .o nnmﬂumv

vevant

m f\ the Respondents

i Dt CS e \L{\l%l

Valansy

Date : 16.11.2017.
0.A.No.1062 of 2017

Shri G.A. Palve & Ors. ...Applicants.

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, learned Advocate for
the applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents..

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
14.12.2017. :

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal

~ at this stage and separate notice for final disposal

shall not be 1ssued

4, Apphcants are authorized and dlrected 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. V

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule
11 of the Maharashtra Adrmmstratwe Tribunal

_ (Procedure) Rules, 1988.

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.

 Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance

and notice.

7. In case notice is not collected within three
days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days
before returnable date, Original Application shall
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and
papers be consigned to record

8. S.0. to 14.12.2017.

9. Without filing any detail" Affidavit-in-Reply,
the respondent no.2 is directed to submit a report as

~to within how much period the recommendations are

going to be made and if necissary a short afﬁdav1t

only to that extent %c}j be >/¢ﬁf/__.,/’_7

Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

vsm
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(Advocate

Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and oth_ers'

(Presenting Officer......coooooiiiiniinn

Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

mmi | '\”\\’T‘

i.uMoSh R—Mt JSS

(Vl ce - Chalrmnn)

]
ul

. Aim.RANCB
Advueate fixr the Applicant
.r—G'Pﬂ“f‘PO fm the P\espondents

QJQQ:)Q:'J
NP&»Mcm@&ﬁ/ﬂ.

-*nu_p 10

Date : 16.11.2017.
M.A.No.484 of 2017
1n

0.A.No0.1062 of 2017

Shri G.A. ?Palve & Ors. ' ;..Applicants.

Versus

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

1. - Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, learned Advocate for
the applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This MA has been filed to sue jointly. As all
the Applicénts are seeking similar relief, the MA to
sue jointly is allowed, subject to payment of Court
Fees, if not already paid. - /‘]

-
rd

Sd/-
e
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

vSsIm
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. Applicant/s
(Advocate \ooooviiiieei e )
versus
Thg State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent

~ (Presenting Officer............ | | ) "
........................................................ )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
éppeurunce, Tribunal’s orders or Tri ’
. directions and Registrar’s orders fribunalis orders
0.A.No.430 of 2017
Shri B. D. Kshirsagar ... Applicant
Vs,

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.,
the 1earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

DATE: 6 [U\{ ":{“‘ 1 2. The learned P.O. for the respondents files
CORAM : Affidavit-in-Reply. It is taken on record.
A Tatcs MT-Tos |

Mow e Shri. RAHV AGARWAL~

(Vice - Chairman) 3. S.0. to 29.11.2017 for hearing on admission.
) I' . ] . . : . ‘ . : .
APFEARAN(,E
St e T {\ L %QAACOJ wchaJM o ' J
. Advureste for the Applicant . S
s 1D clacaina, @<, (M.T. Joshi)
C.P.Q/ P.O. for the Respondents Vice-Chairman

’ ' 16.11.2017

gk MIC

o |

vsin
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(AAVOCALE ..vveeeevrrieeseirersersrsressiin st )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer................... U SRR PO PROP: )

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

Tribunal’ s orders

0.A.No.207 of 2017

Shri A. J. More & Ors. ' ... Applicants
Vs,
‘The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, the learned Advocate
for the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, -the
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. '

DATH : Jél( hsf\ : 2. The learned P.O. for the respondents files

. i Afﬁdavit-in—Rei)ly. It is taken on record.
COUM: gl o I T-Tosld . |
e+ Hle Shri. RA]

(Vice - Chairman) v < 3.

S.0. to 23.11.2017 for hearing on admission.

) .
g sty . . 1)

APPEARANCE : ' ' o
Shriidma—tmrs A W@W ‘ | : N

Sd/-
Advoests fhrtbeApplicant LAJ‘,_, o

Shri St Ap: Az ms‘m (M.T. Joshi)
—26-+1.0. fm the pond Vice-Chairman

?J‘CP\-H ‘;3 (3\ NG -2 S 16112017

'“g“'“@ 1o %\n <

L

vsIn

(PTO.
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(AdVOCAte oovenniinieiinreniee, ST UT U UURPTN -

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer......... e e

e Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’ s orders

DATS: \6‘\( \( —
ceramt: T tastco T JoS \u
et "ode Shri. RAHV-AGARWAL—

(Vice - Chairman)

 dbowble Shri-R-B-MALIK (Membo)—
APPEARANCE
— gy D %\&em\r\cg@

Shridmt i

Advoente fil the Appiu ant

YC.P.O / P.O. ‘io-; the Rcspondents

S +® N///{g'
2%

. 0.A.No. 423 of 2017

Shri V. D. Zambare ... Applicant
Vs. »

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents |

1. - Heard Shri S.B. Deshpande , the learned

" Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. P. Manchekar,

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. foi‘ the respondents seeks time
to file reply.

3. Time to file reply is hereby granted.

4. S.0.to0 04.01.2018.

Sd/-
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

P
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..... LA pLIILALLY D

(Advoqate ............................................................. )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer........cooovvveeererrriennn. e )

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATH: 16[ “]l T

CORAM: T 7is T ™ ;
Men’ie Shri. WM%M U DS\“

{Vice - Chairman)

Advueute fr ihe Appiicant -

.mmsm*@ki = W\GLW\@:»

~C:P:0717P.0. for the Respondeits

e O A oy cllocaend)

&—c w‘tmmﬂﬂ._

Shri D.A. Patil .

The State of Mah. & ors.

1.

0.A.No.1055 of 2017

... Applicant
" Vs.
... Respondents

~

Heard Shri M.B. Bharaswadkar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S.P. Manchekar,
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2.

The learned Advocate on instructions from

the applicant wants to withdraw the Original
Application.

3.

Accordingly, the Original Application is

allowed to withdraw without any order as to costs.

vsm

Sd/-
(M.T. Joshi)

Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017
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Appeacance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : 16( \
Cat —Toslie T AOS\M

Men’ite Shii.

(Viee - Chairman}
APr TARANCE:
St et T — . M Na' [<egy QAL

Advoeste for the Apph(.ant

,,»G‘Pe'ﬂ"o for the Rt.spondema

BT Lo 2*7( 1“7”

%ZZ——

M.A. No.479 of 2017 In
0.A.N0.984 of 2017

Shri R. N. Fulzele& Ors. " ... Applicants
Vs. '
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Shri A. N. Naikwadi, the learned

-Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule,

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the respondents submits
that he will take instruction form the concerned
respondents as to what course of action is proposed'
in the situation.” On his request, S.O. to 27.11.2017
act on hamdast as well as authenticated copy.

3. Issue notice before admission returnable on
27.11.2017.

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

5.  Applicants -are 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.

6. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule
11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988.

7. 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.
Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice. '

8. In case notice is not collected within three
days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days
before returnable date, Original Application shall
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and
papers be consigned to record

9. S.0.t027.11.2017 O

Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017
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(Advocate )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
S Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer... ..ot eeeed)
Office Notes, Office Memovranda of Coram, o , ” -
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
+ 0.A.No. 935 of 2017
: Shl‘i S. R. Koli ) e Applicant
Vs.
- The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

’ \1 ll *‘:{_ | Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule
GATR \6 ] ‘ ' \A'J the Presentlng Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM:  ~Jaabeo. M TrJos |
Me:: Ve Shri. RAHV-AGARWAL— ‘ 2. At the request of learned P.O., the O.A. is
(sz - Chairman) . , adjourned to 28.11. 2017. , : _
Jdwn ik SR BAMALHC (Member)— '

A («A\RA‘M{‘E . ~

Advoezte for the Applicam ﬁ . Lt Sd/-
ghrs ST ol O ( S - (M.T. Joshi)
W for the Respondcms . v Vice-Chairman

16.11.2017

9%\““?'

N i vsm

, v ' [PTO,
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Original Application No.’ of 20 " DistricT _
' ’ R Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..o e, )
ve>sus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.........cccooeevvviiniiinniennn,

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: \Gl 'fﬁ

—— cesll ce o9
Moy st Shri, MR%GAME‘\ T A
(che» Chairman)

AFCEARANCE :

Sttt et N A (5@4'\&&9@4&#@;

Advots fwm
s, Sinen % |

 —EPO7PO. fur the Respondents

\\\\\#-

Wz

- —AdiFor Sf@"% 2O

M.A. No. 337 of 2017
In
0.A.No.35 of 2017

Shri S. A. Adake ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard. Shri A.V. Bandiwadekér, fhe learned
Advocate for the Applicant-and Smt. Archana B.K.,
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant submits

‘that the Misc. Application filed by the ‘State on the:

tenability of the present Original Application on the
ground of delay is missing.

3. The office is, therefore, directed to note of it
and make a submission in this regard on the next
date.

4, S.0.1t020.11.2017.
/,j

N4
Sd/-

e e

(M.T. Joshi)
'~ Vice-Chairman
16.11.2017

VS
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[

Offiee Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : \a\n\%}')
CoraM: T
‘Hon’ble Justi ' ' tman:
iy e ,.l.iSt.we.Shn A. H. Joshi (Cha‘mnan)
APPEAIANCE ; | |

St TN Thove
rAdveenizs v the Applicant
St S <, YaNENSA).

‘ PU/ o (. to. thc Rcs ondentrs

A]. Torns M 248

A

Date: 16.11.2017.

M.A.N0.485/2017 in R.A.N0.22/2017 in 0.A.No.235/ 2017
with
R.A.N0.22/2017 in 0.A.No.235/ 2017

"~ V.V. Chavan ...Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. T eeee Respondents.'
1. Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, the Iearhed_Advocate for the

Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the Alearned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 08.01.2018.

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

and separate notice for final disposal shall not be issued.

4. Appliéant is authorized and directed to serve on
ReSpondents |nt|matlon/ notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of
O.A. Respohdents 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.

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed post,
courier and ackndwledgement 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. ‘In case notice is .not collected within seven days or

‘service report on affidavit is not filed three days before

returnable date, Miscellaneous Application and Review
Application shall stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal

and papers be consigned to record.

8. S.0. to 08.01.2018.

Sd/-

(AH. Joshill})

L
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Original Application No. o of 20 ‘ ‘ " DISTRICT
S ’ I Applicant/s

(AQVOCALE «eerieniiniie et te e e e e vt eeans )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
- Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........ccoocciniiiinnn e e )

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

Date : 16.11.2017.

C.A.N0.40 of 2017 in O.A.No.76 of 2015

S.V. Kasare ' ....Applicant.
Versus l

The State of Maharashtfa &Ors. . Respondents.
1. "Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

DATE : th Slo] 2 ' :
2. Applicant’s case is substantially satisfied.

. CQRAM :
* Hon’ble justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

3. In case some issues remain applicant shall be free to

agitate the issues / demands as advised and in accordance to
Shiri/eat ) "T‘*‘ KGW)H Fan law.

Adveons o e Applicant

AFF W NCE

Shei om0 9.3 G\ 5‘\\)% 9/\,\‘ : 4, . Contemnor No.2 has tendered apology. It is taken on
C.I0h 724 forthe Resporident/s : record. Circular showing measures for avoiding recurrence of
\ A ) neglect to fhe orders of Tribunal, is also placed 6n record.
_dy. To ¢h 1.2 A[QQC?fﬂ) :

‘%/ 5. With liberty as indicated, C.A. is disposed.

Sd/-

(A.H. Joshi 1))
Chairman
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