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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ) of 20 ‘ DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ........... et et e e —anaanas )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............... B PR e )
Office Notes, Office Memorandn of Coram,”
Appesrunce, Tribunul’s ovders or : ~ Tribunal’s orders
directtons and Registrar’s orders ‘
17.06.2016
) 0.A No 498/2016
Shri D.S Pawar. ... Applicant
Vs. '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate
* for the applicant and Shri A.J Chougule, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Presenting Officer places for my
perusal the default report against the Applicant
which were  considered by  the -Police
Establishment Board while ordering tis transfer
order.

Rl

DATE- \'T, G t ‘6 » : The Learned Presenting Officer sates that

CORAM: - : he will file affidavit in reply within a period of

Fov'ble Shii. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

three weeks.

PIEARANCE: _ S.0 to 8.7.2016.
it A B AQO\AC%!L’ '

Advousis (o thic Applicam
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(Q.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) B . ISpL- MAT-F-2 L.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ‘ of 20 DisTRICT
- © ... Applicant/s
(Advocate .....iiviieeenannns ROV b re et eris )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. ... )
Office Notes, Olfice Memoranda of Clm'&m,
Appearance, ’1‘ri_bunul's vrders or . . Tribunal’s orders
dirvections wnd Registrar's arders -
17.06.2016
c M.A 98/2016 in O.A No 509/2015
Shri Pramod G. Kolapte ... Applicant
Vs,

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents
Heard Shri D.B Khaire, learned advocate
for the Applicant and Shri S.K. Nair, learned

Special Counsel for the Respondents.

Shri Khaire tenders affidavit in rejoinder.

The same is taken on record.

Adjourned for arguments to 21.7.2016.

DATE : \‘Tlé“g.

COuAlL: Sd/- Sd/-

“tig Shri. RAJY AGARWAL ; . H e - — -
How'bte Shr {Vice - (;hairman) . ‘ (R.B. Malik) (Raﬂv Ag.@val)
Hon'ble Shri & B MALU (Member) ™ Member (J) Vice-Chairman
APPEARANCE : ' '

W'—D . [.,L\\CUL)LJL_.' - e

Advezate for ths Applicant
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s dents
gﬁ{}—r—iﬂ-@ \;J eapundents

Ady To. N

£



Admin
Text Box

         Sd/-                                     Sd/-


ISpl- MAT-R2 E.

(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—-2-2015)

/ ‘ - T R :
Original APplic;ti;:n No. '7 of 20 DisticT
| : S Applicant/s
(Advocates) |
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

e Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......connie feerrer e )
- Office Notes, Oftl'ice Menioranda of Coram, .

Appeurunce, Tribunal’s erders or Tribunal’s orders
d'irections and H_;egistrar’s orders

17.06.2016

0.A No 729/2012
Shri M.K Javalagi ... Applicant

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

None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.B.
Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.,

Issue notice to the Applicant to remain

) : | present before the Hon. Tribunal on 1.7.2016

W
patg: YT 2% | (R.B. Malik) (Raj}v’ Adgrwal)
CORAM: ' ' Member (J) Vic#-Chairman
Hon’bie Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL _ _
{Vier - Chaeirman), Akn
Hon'ble Shri R B. MALIK (Meinber) J= .
APPEAKANCE !
L L Rou HT"—v +
‘ ' @ap | il
Advoeate for the Appiiant P _

13
, ShnMLA’-QJQlN&EL«
___GPHTRO. for the Respondents
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016) ' ISpl‘ MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASI—ITRA ADMINISTRATIVF TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. “of 20 | DhstrICT
: e Applidant/s
(Advocate ............ e et
versus
‘The‘ State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........c.ovivenn. e et ter et er e raa e )

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda 6F Coram,
Appeuranee, Tribunal’s ovders o, E Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s vrders

Date 17.06.2016.

C.A.No.08 of 2015 in O.A, No 1038 of 2013

Shri D.R. Bham‘re 7 ..Applicant
Vs, o
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard ShriV.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate
for the Applican\t and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the learned

|Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that he
'wants to take instructions for making statement and
request that let the case be listed for further order on

28.06.2016. o

3. S.0. to 28.06.2016. a

V-f-{’af\‘ere_. Sd-
(A.H. Jo3HY).] Y

r____ ) K,Q Gﬁ\\\(M)C»cA‘ . | ' | Chairman
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders er
dirvections and Reglstrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

8el1L
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Date : 17.06.2016.

C.A.No0.22 of 2016 in 0.A.No.1000 of 2013 with

C.A.N0.23 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.1001 of 2013 with

C.A:No.24 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.1002 of 2013 with
C.A.No.25 of 2016 in 0.A.No.1003 of 2013

G.S. Halakude (C.A.N0.22/16 in 0.A.No.1000/13)

~ R.Y. Chavan (C.A.N0.23/16 in 0.A:N0.1001/13)

S.L. Rathod (C.A.N0.24/16 in O.A.N0.1002/13)
$.K. Thorat (C.A.N0.25/16 in'0.A.No.1003/13)

. Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.
L. Hreard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for the Respondents

-

states on instructions as follows :-

Report-of compliance of order passed in O.A. will
be made before 28.06.2016.

: 3. Respondents are put to notice that if compliance is

e Hae m%&a}f
t reported #aan coghizance of Contempt will be taken at

1"‘\
once, on next date.

4, Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.

to communicate this order to the Respondents.
5. S.0. to 28.06.2016. Q
Sd/-
" (A.H. Joshi, 1)V Q s

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBALI
Original Appiication No. - of 20 © DistricT
‘ ‘ S Applicant/s
CAAVOCALE oo seaernid it ) |
versis

The State of Maharashtfé and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.............occcviiiinninn, o] TSR | |

Office Notes, Office Memoranda [if.'.Cm‘aih,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or i - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders

i

Date : 17.06.2016.

0. A No.469 of 2015 with O. A No.470 of 2015 w:th
0.A.No.471 of 2015

P.K. Khandale (O.A.No;459/2015)
A.R. Ghume (0.A.N0.470/2015)

$.D. Mane {0.A.No:471/2015) Applicahts.
Versus

_The State of Ma‘harashfra & Ors | ...Respondents. )
1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the iearﬁed Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

nate:_ 17l61201¢

2. Learned Advocate Shri R.M. Kalge for the Applicant
states as follows -

{a}) Leave for substitution of entire O.A. paper
book may be granted.’

‘ {b} Two weeks time may be granted for the

P pplias | -} semenuieiiation.

gk B M“e‘«jwﬁm ) .
LJ-JU-).ﬂA the Respondent/s 3. Leave and time for substitution as prayed for is
' : : d.
Ady. rﬁi")‘hu&”“ rante
. 4. 5.0.t025.07.2016. : ‘
™, .
' ' Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, -J:]UQ el AN
Chairman
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- (G.C.P.) J 2860. (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 K.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS TRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicaﬁon No. ' of 20 DistricT
S Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o eerere et )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.........coccoeenin Breeee et ey e Ceereae )

Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Cdrivm,
Appeurnnee, Tribunal's ordgrs or Tribunal’ s orders
directinns und Registrar’s uiders ' :

0.A.826/2015

Shri S.A. Chavan & Ors. . ... Applicants
. Vs :
The State of Mah. & ors, ... Respondents

Heard Smt. K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

Smt. Jagdale, the learned Advocate seeks
leave to withdraw this OA with liberty to file a
" fresh one on the same cause of action.

1 have heard the learned C.P.O. The
request of the learned Advocate for the Applicant
is granted. She is allowed to withdraw the OA
with liberty to file a fresh one on the same cause '

of action.
Sd/- -
(R.B. Malik} '
Member (J}
17.06.2016
(skw) -

oo S e Applizeat

St /e TR, Regpurh Jtia

C.F.O/ 0. for the Respondent/s
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({G.CPYJ 2260 (A4)7(50,000—2-2015) . ' ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAI-IARASHTRA AI)MINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. o of 20 . DisTrICT
5 e Applicant/s
{Advoecate . ................. 3
et'sies
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... - Respondent/s
. {Presenting OfTicer........c..ccovnn R~ e te e e aranns) .
E Oftice Nut'es, Office l\’lemorundu;uf Coruzm;
Appeurance, Tribunul's orders or . , Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar's orders 0-A-387/2016
Shri V.B. Salunke ... Applicant
Vs, '

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

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned .
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad,
the learmed Presenting Officer for . the
* | Respondents. '

The learned P.O. is being instructed by
Mr. P.B. Satpute, Deputy Registrar. The learned
P.O. seeks adjournment on. the ground that the
matter is pending with G.A.D. Now, in' my
opinion, the order of 29% April, 2016 more
particularly Paras 7,8,9 and 10 is so clear as not
to require any scope for indulgence even by this
Tribunal itself. Once, the judicial (quasi-
judicial) order is there, then all concerned
“including the GAD must pull-up their socks.
The OA now proceeds without Affidavit-in-reply
and is admitted and a fixed date will be given. It
is, however, made clear that on the next date,
2atE: \ﬂ L\‘]L_ ‘ just as the matter is called out for hearing, if the
Affidavit-in-reply/Affidavit is tendered, it will be
' taken on record but either ways this OA shall be
) 3 heard. Admit. Adjourned before the appropriate
Bench on 5t July, 2016. Hamdast.

itiea Shri A, HaJoghi (Gliairat
RpNatiL e

x> Lo e Apga.mut . Sd/ -

LTh G Shed. . : (R.B. Mali) {7-°% '

Cpiay l . for the Respondent/s

Adwmr | Member (J)

A Ton P e Vedore oo 17062016
e cftppiake Henon on | -
st Ty, 26, Hamdesh



Admin
Text Box

            Sd/-


WGCpPyJ 2260 (A) (60,000—2- 2015) iSpl.- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIV E TRIBUNAL

; | ~ MUMBAI-
Original Application No. | of 20 DristricT
..... Appliaant/s
(Advocate .............................. et aeai [T PP )
versis
The Btate of Maharashtra énd others
T e e Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........ccooiiimeinnnd KN RTIeY . |
Ufhu, Notes, Othce Memeoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’ s grders
directjons and Registrar's orders Q.A, 534 bblg ’
Shri P.R. Ingle o ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad,
the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents 1 to 3.  Shri Rajan Pawar, the
learned. Advocate has filed his Vakalatnama on
behalf of Respondent No.4. The same is taken
- on record

g 20 s The learned P.O. secks an adjournment
for Affidavit-in-reply saying that the same is now
AR pending with the Government for approval. My
% 4. | order of 9.6,2016 with particular reference to
7 " .s¢ | Para 8 thereof needs to be perused. I do not

iMTE- i (AL

think I could have been clearer on that aspect.

He _]n ce Shit &, L j'r m(c .Th
Vg, Q SRR e OA is now set down for consideration of
e B, N‘M"KN '!t ‘ interim relief on 2204 June, 2016 making it clear
A ‘ ' ‘ that just before the arguments commencg)d/ if
T Affidavit is tendered by the
e c Shapdyaly ,
e T P‘X = i Respondents/Respondent, the. same will be
soticant . | taken on record but 1rrespect1ve of whatever
e P} ﬁk c happens on that count, the issue of interim relief
CEG 7 PO, for the i\w,onumm s\ —\U_g, - shall be considered.
hei Aefan fanes for 8 B, o 0o
Ady. To q_,_) G.‘ Vs - 8.0 to 220 June,/.?ilﬁ ,
" %’E ) B
. N . . . Sd/_ i
. RIS
" {R.B. Malik)-
Member {J)
17.06.2016
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
- Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
diractions and Regisirar’s orders -

Trib unql’ 5 orders

et s MRPahl

Sulionnis Bl A apllicant

oS Gaakuled.

 FO. tor the RuSpO"lu&.HI/S

Ao, OB Slards éwlmqm«l %TY

Nan™s - and grder Ao o.ﬂahe

W

-

' Advocate for the Applicant and Mrs. K.S.

 General, Anti-Corruption Burecau makes a

0.A.459/2016

Shri S.D. Dhule i ... Applicant
: .. Vs, 7
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.R. Patil, the learned

Gaikwad, the learned Presentlng Officer for the
Rcspondents

The learned P.O. is being instructed by
Shri M.8. Nerlekar, Dy.S.P., ACB, HQ, Mumbai.
I have perused my own orders dated 27th May,
2016 and 2nd June, 2016 and the orders of the
Hon’ble Chairman dated 8.6.2016, 9.6.2016 and
14.6.2016. The last mentioned order in so far as
the clause (d) is concerned, has got significance.
There was some report awaited from Additionat
S.P, and therefore, the learned P.O. was directed
to ascertain the position and make a statement
as to the time required for completing the said
enquiry, “if not completed so far”. The learned
P.O. on the basis of a communication from Spl.
Inspector General of Police (Estt.) to the Director

statement that the enquiry: shall be completed
by 24.6.2016. The learned Advocate for the
Applicant Shri M.R. Patil insists intently on the
grant of interim relief. =~ The learned P.O.
naturally objects.

My order of 2vd June, 2016 would make it
clear as to what is the relevance of the enquiry.
It is basically a transfer related matter.
Therefore, if the Affidavits are already filed, the
OA itself can be heard expediticusly which is
what was made clear by me in that order. Every
aspect of the matter will be taken into
consideration when this OA is finally heard and
if it would appear that it is because of the
Respondents that the matter was being dragged
along, then the hands of this Tribunal will not
be tied down in so far as the 1nter1rn relief is
concerned.

With this, this OA stands adjourned for
hearing and order to 28th June, 2016.

Sd/-
(R.B. Malik) |
Member (J)
17.06.2016

(skw)



Admin
Text Box

               Sd/-


Wy
I I
AR

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2. 20103 t (Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAIIARASH’I‘ RA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

MUMBALI -
- Original Application No. “of 20 ‘ ) DistrICT
' . Applicant/s
(Adv_ocate ............................... R SRR R )
versus
' The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondent/s

(Presenting OfFICEr. ... iiviirein e )

Office Notes, Oftice Memorunda of Carum,
Appearunce, Tribunul’s orders op- : Txibunul's orders
directions - and Registrar’s orders

M. A‘ZTSTZOISWW

Dr. Y.M. Kokadwar ... Applicant
Vs. ' :
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

, Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned Presentmg Officer for the.
Respondents

Affidavit-in-reply is taken on record. The -~
OA is admitted. With a direction that the next
date will be for arguments on merit and if the
Applicant wants to file Rejoinder, the same must
be made available to the learned P.C. at least
two days in advance.

S.0. to 29th June, 2016.

17lelis
| Sd/-
Dabel AT Fashy o — ) '
- Ml ) 5 ‘ (R.B. Matik)
T Member (J)
| | 17.06.2016

(skw)
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) , Spi. MATF2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Qriginal Application No. ‘ ' of 20 . ‘DisTRICT
) ’ ' Applidant/s
{AAVOCALE 11eetiiirieeicce i)
persus
The State of Maharashtra and othérs

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OFICOL v v enrceseenn et ae e e e r e s s eeenean )

Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunul’s veders dr . Tribunal’ s oprders
directions - and Registrar’s orders

' 0.A.85/2016

Shri R.P; Pimpalgaokar ... Applicant
Vs. :
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

‘Heard Ms. 'R. Todankar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, -
the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

1 have perused the record of the enquiry
that has been produced before me today. The
statements of some witnesses have already been
recorded. The Affidavits of the parties iu this OA
have already been filed.. The learned P.O. is
directed to submit the xerox copies of the record
of enquiry which has been brought by the Officer
Shri Vikas 8. Jadhav, Assistant Registrar, Co-
op. Societies, Daund, Pune. The nature of the
grievance made by and on behalf of the
Applicant and the case of the Respondents
thereabout is such that the OA itself should be
heard and finally decided and [ formally direct
that the hearing of this OA is "therefore,
expedited and subject to the cooperation of the
parties, it will be decided at the earliest. It is
appointed for arguments as an expedited OA on
4t July, 2016. “ '

C#.0/ 1.0 f3r ths muspondent/s ‘ ' s :
' o , In this view of the matter, the Enquiry
o ' l‘\.\ h o , Officer is requested to adjourn the enquiry on
NI I R W 1 0 S i any date after 3lst July, 2016, Steno-copy
St Cofly al|aw 4 o 51[/ hereof be furnished to both the sides during the
¥ ok 5i 4. o FheT course of the day. - e~ © L
Sd/-
b _ (R.B. MaliK)
- Member (J) .
17.06.2016
(skw)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's erders or
directions and Reglstrar's orders

Tribunal’ s orders

'v3° ¢ Shrl AL L Joshi {Chafrman)
Slappiot-Bamesh T (viehen-A
ATPEATINCE
m'\“lﬁhar Mc,nkwi\d‘v‘ﬂ\\j
»?‘/ Advornie s 1Ler,1:;| icent

L
Shri /Sesbrn . .j "ﬂb\l‘-n-
Cro/ 0. for the Ro’pr_‘rdultb

Ad). Towe 9—"\‘ 6)1e:

B

Date : 17.06.2016.

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

0.A.N0.435 of 2014
- R.V. Gawa‘de & Ors, ;f-\ppilcants
Versus
The State of ‘Mahar.a.;;htra_& Ors. : ....Respo-nitdénts.
1. Heard Shri Tq‘s}jar Menkudle, the learned Adybca{e

holding for Shri A.R. Pitale, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents,

2. Leérned Advocate Shri Tushar Menkudle after

‘consulting learned Advocate Shri A.R. Pitale states as

follows -

(a) Learned Advocate Shri A.R. Pitale apologles
for consistent absence.

{b) learned Advocate Shri AR. Pitale has
requested for fixing the case for hearing of
applications and if the Tribuna! allows the
applications, Q.A. can be taken up for
admission / hearing. '

3. In view of the statement of learned Advocate let
the M.A. and O.A. be listed befofe the Division Bench
presided over by Hon’ble Vice—Chairman, Shri-Rajiv Agarwal

on 24.06.2016.
4. Adjourned to 24.06.2016. }\ :

Sd/-
“{AH. Joshi, 1Y
Chairman
prk
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1G.C.P} J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) |
‘51)1 MAT-1"2 E.

IN THE MA}IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 DisTRICT
. Applichnt/s
(AAVOCALR oot aan s ) |
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting ()5 517 =) P g )

Otfivce Notes, Office Memorandu of Chram,
Appenrance, Tribunal’s ovders or

& . r : \ Tribunal's orders
lireetions and Registrars orders '

Date : 17.06.2016.

C.A.No.26 of 2016 in O.A. No.684 of 2015

‘Shri .M. Gawade . Applicant.
Vs, o :
Shri Sanjay Jambhuikar ‘ ‘ ..Respondent

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advotate
for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned

P‘resenting Officer fdr the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that

the hill of Applicant’s arrears was furnished to the

Treasury. Itis under objection.

¢ Justive Shbri A.‘ H. Jeahi (Chairinan)

3. Objection will be cleared within 30 days and

outcore will be repor:ced on the next date. 1

s Anpticant

4, For reporting outcome, S.0.to 1.08.2016.

Sai T ﬁ 6‘ wealves derasiannans
LG ED. to‘ tlt,I’mgmr‘cnUs L ‘ o
L . Sd/-
Adg. Tﬂ“.%l.le" S —TAH. JosHI O ™
. . .A. 1O )
N _ _ Chairman K‘)
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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 No. - of 20 DisrtriCcT :
S e Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE c1vveerireeeceiee s s er et s s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Present;ngOﬂiCer‘) :
Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda c.»!' C'orunlll, ) B
Appeurunce, Tribunal’s orders. or CFribunal’s orders
direciions and Registrur’s olrd.ei-s
0.A No 215/2015
Shri M.C Singh & ors ... Applicant

DATE: {77 ’Gh 6
.C_}’_;{_f_t_AT'li:- | '

Hon'bie Shri. RAMV A.GVARWAL
- (Vies - Chairman)
Hon'ble Shri B. B. MALIK (Member) J—

APPEAGANUE : ,
Sh1/Sarttmmmne 0 \AM\D\Q_. A

-

Advosate for the Applicart :
PO .G Lo the Respondents

é_;:';cs. NS 9—4/6’/{6‘

LY AT

7

T S,

4|

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

Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, learned advocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

. It appears that Principal Secretary,
Finance Department and. Principal Secretary,
‘Public Health Department were made party
Respondents 3 & 4. However, the title of the
Original Application with the office of the P.O

 has not been corrected by the learned advocate
for the Applicant. It is also not clear whether
the added party has been served. '

Learned Advocate Shri Kamble undertakes
to carry out correction in the title of the Original
Application of the P.O within a week and also
submit the affidavit of service on the added
Respondents within that period.

This may be removed from the board of
Part Head and place it on regular board.

'S.0 to 24.6.2016.

Sd/- Sd/-
- ~TR.B. Malik) (Rajly Agddwval)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman

Akn



Admin
Text Box

             Sd/-                                       Sd/-


(G.C.PJ J 2260 (A} (50,000—2-2015) . ' |Spl- MAT-F.2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 - . DISTRICT
e Applicint/s
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. . Respondent/s
(Presenting OfIcer. ... liimmisi i st }
Office Notes, (ffice Memoranda uf Corum,
Appearauce, Tribunalb’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions_ and Registrar’s orders )
Date: 17.06.2016.
0.A.No.328 of 2016
. 'P.T. Sonkamble ' ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors " ....Respondents.
i
1. Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Shri A.J.. Chougule for the
Respondents states as foliows :-

{a} Appeal preferred by the applicant is pending
- before the Hon'ble Minister of State for
revenue.

(b} The said appeal would be decided within

. | . N _ four weeks.
_Alelle o R L

3 Statement of learned P.O. can be accepted iting

decision, hearing is adjourned to 25.07.2016.
\ L
Sl

e H S,
{(A.H. Joshi, J.]q
Chairman -

Cr EEACTT Jeski (Chairman)

pri

(210,




(G.CPY I 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015} ’ . ‘ISpl.v MAT-F-2 L. *

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Disrricr
... Applieant/s
{Advocﬁte ............................................................. )
versus ' .
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................. et ............ )
Office Notes, Office Memorundn of Cur.u.[h, )
Appearanee, Tribunul’s orders or : ‘ Tribunal’ s orders .
directions and Rugistrav’s orders’ ' .
" Date : 17.06.2016.
_ G.A.No.161 of 2016
A K.H. Pimple . : ‘ ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the ledrned Advocate

holding for Shri 5.5. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. tearned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the
Respondents states that affidavit-in-reply would be filed

during the course of day.

el

stice Shii A B fosii (Chairman) 3. Learned Advocate Shri J.N. Kamble prays for time\to

cansider the reply and file rejoinder only if it is imperative.

w—\ B-Ca'n-b}L- N\c\ihy 4. 'S.0.0f 03.08.2016. : %

o ,_Sb.pe_:rc—
g“l/ Aulvnzale fJ" ety uy'u.u:lﬁt ’

K5, Gaxied o - S

-
ﬁ 20 ij the Respondent!s _ '(A.Hfhﬁﬁl,’l& o
! ' Chairman
N AdJTu(b\g\l‘b' ; _ “ prk

g%

[PTO.




. PR Lk
0 - P A X owa

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 17.06.2016. o
M.A.No.84 of 2016 in 0.A.No.196 of 2016

Shri D.R. Badiwale

Applicant
. . Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -

..Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, ‘the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. ' Learned P.O. for the Respondénts has tendered

affidavit-in-reply. It is taken on record.

3. Applicant “is seeking protection of G.R. dated
21.10.2015 which is at Exh. 'F' page no.30.

4. Original Application is filed on 22.2.2016.

5. Right to seek protection of G.R. dated

21.10.2015 to the Applicant accrued only after

1|21.10.2015, Therefore though, technicaily Applicant

approached after 4 years from the date of termination,

the 0.A. has to be considered within limitation. -

»

16 Hence the prayer for condonation of delay in

presént M.A. is allowed.
7. Misc. Application is allowed.

1\

~
—

——

N

{A.H. Joshi,[}.)

Chairman
sba




(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 . InstRICT .
B, Applicant/s
- (Advocate ........... O TR ).
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer......ccoooiiimninnn, TP OPP PP ) »
Oftice Notes, 61‘1’ice Memoranda of Corum,
Appearunce, Tribunal’s ordevs db . ‘ Tribunal's arders
directions und Registrar’s orders ‘ ‘
Date:-17.06.2016
0.A.No.1253 of 2009
"t ~ Ishri A.A. Tikar & Ors. © ,.Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ..Respondents

1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned.
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

;o learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. tearned P.O. for the Respondents has tendred
- affidavit. It is taken on recorg.

1otk |
SR ’ 3.

ine §hri 4. IL Jeshi (Chairman}
st s ;,1.,,.“_,...i‘:,_{p.“l.,:%A !

Lea_rned Advocate for the Applicant prays for

time to consider the reply.

|4 Let the case be listed before appropriate bench

before whom case pertains i.e. of the year 2009 for

‘,Q_Q; (b‘r\pf-— . final hearing.

Ciu/k U ;c, the Respondont's _
JURE v e, Ca.sdvc-\lﬁ‘cz.{ | )\

b&'P’f" a‘WY"Mw‘LW bd“-}f) ' "(';":' jgp@{ s

:P“va e () ”\ﬁ : | : Chalrma'n
I ok H\"—U-U\v 2.9@ W sha ' l
Prr\aq }\my‘ra\

e

270,




(G.CP) J 2260 (AY (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA

iSpl- MAT-F-2 E

TIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
e Applicant/s
{Advocate ...l ) )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.. .ot )
" Office Notes, O?T:iue Memoranda of Coruny,
Appenrapce, Tribunpl’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar's orders ' '
Date:-17.06.2016
0.A.No.06 of 2015
: Shri H.B. Shaikh ~.Applicant
. Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

DATF

i (21

Shvl /Gt ?
OO PO for the Regponde

1, Heard Shri K.K. Waghmare, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant énd Shri A.S. Wable, the .

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learnéd P.0. for the Respondents prays for

time to report.
3. Time as prayed for is granted.

4. Adjourned to 10.08.2016. ' Q

“(AH. josh., Y)KT("r |

Chairman
sha




tG.CPY J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016) [Spl.- MAT-I-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No, of 20 BistricT

‘ L Applicant/s
(AAVOGAte v ey s )

versus
The State of Maharashfra and others
. e Respondent/s
(Presenting Ofﬁcer.................‘{T:'-}_; ............................................. )
-

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Curum:' )
Appuurunuu, Tribunal’s orders ov : . Tribunal’ 5 orders
directinns and Registrar's orders |

~pate= 17:062016
0.A.N6.980 of 2015 with 0.A.N0.981 of 2015

T . Shri G.P. Patil (in 0.A.N0.980 of 2015)
Shri M.B. Patil {In 0.A.N0.981 of 2015) .Applicants

Vs.

. The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise; the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that he
wants time to take instructions from Respondent No.1-
in relation to paragraph no. 3 of the order passed-on

‘ \"7“6?}5 21.04.2016 because inadvertently' learned P.O. has.

Skei A H. Joshi (Chainnan) |forgotten to communicate to the Respondent No.1.

B e Py
ST Tt N J'L.ns.x.ou.u.u.,u \nm.;.l.v\.ljﬂ

3. At the request 'of learnd P.O. for the

e

S (A.H. Joshi, 1
&‘L | _Chairman

sha

Respondents, adjourned to 29.06.2016.

-., Fivhs t 12 m,al}andrnus

Adj. Ta.. 0“9\‘@]1@

....................

e




HICI A S T

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

Tribunal's orgers

i [A))

sl BlaiAl Jdul {Chaltman)

b i . i
o T T n[ T RIS ) {"—‘L 1\)'-1711

) '-“2? 'ﬂ @‘mﬂh\dﬁ.ﬁd‘ﬂr

| m cmxwoui

C.RO G, frthe ‘-./..-! fisted

AdJTol\%\]'Mlb ..... -

prk

Date : 17.06.2016.

C.A.N0.82 of 2015 in 0.A.No.10 of 2009

CAK. Pusegaonkar & Ors. .. Applicants
VersuSr
The State of Maharashtral & O'rs ..Respondents.
.1. - Heard Shri BA : Ba.h_diwadekar, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the

Respondents has tendered affidavit. 1t is taken on record.

3. In view of what .was recorded earlier ie. Writ
Petition is pending, hearing of present Q.A. has to be
adjourned for awaiting orders and may be passed in the

Writ Petition.

4. ' This Tribunal has taken a very serious mode of.
contents of paragraph 5 of affidavit where |t is averred that
the “Contempt Petition be dismissed with costs”, because
this plea is taken without alleging that the Contei*npt
Petition is false and vexatious and without pleadlng any

excuse and on the fact of non- comphance of the order

5. Serious note and dis-satisfaction about this
averment and attitude is hereby recorded. It is hoped that
the officer who has signéd he would be advised by a.wiser

Counsel and would take a suitable corrective measure.

6. Awaiting order as may be passed in Writ Petition

and awaiting response of the officer who ha.s filed affidavit,

 within appropnate comments, adjourned to 01.08.2016.

/,,

b R ¥ A
TaH. toshi, 13
Chairman




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 196 OF 2016

DISTRICT :Solapur

Shri D.R. Badiwale ...Applicant

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

Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM - : Shri J. A.H. Joshi, Chairman. |
DATE : 17.06.2016
ORDER

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

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

2. Issue notice returnable on 22.08.2016,

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 paper book of Q.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 compliance
in the Registry within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance as regards service of notice.

7. Respondent No.2 is directed to file affidavit on limited questions as

follows

(a) Does the Government circular dated 21.10.2015 which is at page
no.30 applicable to the Applicant’s case.

(b) Is the Applicant entitled for the relief of reinstatement in
employment?

8. Since the matter pertains to policy decision, affidavit of Respondent No.3

to 5 will be up to use.

9. Affidavit, if any, has to be filed by the Respoondent No.1 and 2 in

consultation with the Respondent No.b. ~ .

10. Respondents shall be free to file affidavit answering the O.A,, and also

answering questions mentioned in foregoing paragraph no.7.

11.  For filing affidavit-in-reply to the Respondent Nos.1, 2 and 6, S.0. to
22.08.2016.

12.  Longer time is given in order that no further adjournement is necessary.

13.  Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed.

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

(A H. Josht,/

Chairman

15.  S.0.to 22.08.2016.

sha
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