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O.A. No.1068/2016

" Heard Shri . C.T. Chandratre, the Ilearnec

- Advocate for the Applicant and Ms N.G. Gohad, the

learned Presenting  Officer holding for Ms
S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. ' ' :

l‘ Issue noticc returnable on 15.12.2016.

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

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

~ 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.

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 four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice. :

© 8.0. to 15t December, 2016.
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Member (J)
17.11.2016
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O.A. No.1067/2016

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms N.G. Gohad, the
learned Presenting Officer holding for Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

As far as the interim order is concerned, the
interim order that was made in O.A.
No.1066/2016 on account of the fact that the facts are

similar the same order is passed. For facilitate, the
same order is reproduced herein below:- q
“Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurchit, the
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The matter is taken up for consideration of urgent
relief. - The O.A. is in the state of infancy as of now on the
issue of granting relief, the learned advocate submit has
alrady been concluded by the judgment of full bench and
Division Bench of this Tribunal. If that be so, it appears
quite possible that the OA itself can be disposed of early.

[ shall grant short date for reply making it clear

- that the date appointed by me must be followed and next

date for reply as well as for hearing depending upon the
circumstances either for interim relief or final disposal. It
is also made clear that as of today and from now onwards,
OA is pending before this Tribunal and whatever steps are
taken will be subject to the outcome of this OA.
- - With this, I direct issuance of notice returnable on
1.12.2016.
Issue notice returnable on 1.12.2016.

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

. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final d1sposa1 at the stage of admission
hearing. :

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.

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 four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. Hamdast.

S.0. to 1st December, 2016.”

S.0. to 1st December, 2016,
v Sd/-
T(RB Malik) \

Member (J)
17.11.2016
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The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer.........., LT T AL NSITOIR )

..... .Respondent/s
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| M.A. 453/2016 in O.A. No.1067/2016

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms N.G. Gohad,
the learned Presenting Officer holding for Shri
N.K. Rajpurohit, ‘the learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

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

’ X

Sd/- LA N
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(RB. Malik) |/
Member (J)
17.11.2016
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(Presenting Officer........ccoviniiiiiis Cecivaryi

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, s
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© 17.11.2016

M.A 472/2016 in O.A No 932/2016 & M.A
" 473/2016 in O.A no 933/2016

The Collector, Palghar .. .Appiicants
; ; (Ori Respondents)
VS ) . .

Shri D.L Dhodi
Shri R.P Mokashi ... Respondents
(Ori Applicants)

L]

Heérd Shri M.D Lonkar, Special Cqunsel
for the Applicants (Ori Respondents) and Shri C.T

Chandratré, learned advocate ~ for the

DATE :__ |7/ lll \ l'{ : | Resp_ohdents (Ori applicants) :

CORAN : j | 1

i MHVAGAKW"." ) Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar stated that
(Vive - Chairman) _ i

orders regarding revocation of suspension of the

APPEARA Y m E L (fh\'< e Respondents (Ori. Applicants) are likely to be
sﬁﬂuw =) , .issued by Monday, i.e. 21.11.2016. He, therefore,
. W 1%¢ Anplicant ,

s ¢ l C:EE: c:’h@n&h.&ﬁf - | requested that the Misc Application recalling ,
—C RO, {or ihe Respondeats | order of 1mpos1t10n of cost may be rssueds M -
Adj. To : . . This issue will be deci.ded after order is

A 2 ({16 - - '

@pﬂ passed with regard to revocation of suspension.

..8.0 to 21.11:2016.

Sd/-

“(Rdjiv Agafdval)
Vice-Chairman
Akn I
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~ 0.A No 821/2016
Shri B.G Deshmukh - ... Applicant
: i /

pate:_{7 |\ he
CORAM: -
Hou’bie Shri. RAJIV AGARWASL
- {Vice - Chairman)
Hor'ble 3%:i R. B. MALIX (iMember)
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Advocats for ihe Applicant ‘

.,,Shr'rTSrm‘.: IS, G‘C’u

—€07 P.O. for the Respondents

oo S 2,0 l3\\'9_'){é

e/

©, . Vs,

‘The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1. - Heard Shri Kalpesh Patil, learned advocate
for the applicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 Issue notice before admission . made

returnable on 13.12.2016.

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

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

. put to notice that the case would be taken up for

final disposal at the stage of admission hearing,.

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

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

7. 5.0 13.12.2016.
Sd/-

(Rafiv Agadwal)
. Vice-Chairman
Akn - [RT.O.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST‘RATIVE TR IBUNAL

Original Application No.

. CALATOCALS ....o...heeessstinesennraiorinaremes 5 e :

.of 20

MUMBAI

Distr o7

..... Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer........ T s SR 2

..... Res ondent/s
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DATE :
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Adszo. 84MIE, 117, o merkivm .
=

0.A. No.257/2016

Shri S. B. Dub€i.cciricnnss Applicant
V/s. -
State of Mah. & Ors...........Respondent

, Heard Shri A. D. Sonkawale, the learned
Advocate holding for Shri D.B. Khaire, the
learned Advocate for the applicant and Sm:
Kranti Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Office-

for the Respondents

‘ The learned Advocate for the applicant
informs that the applicant does not want to file

rejoinder.

Admit, liberty to mention.

Sd/- L
-_— Y\~ \ \Q
(R.B. Malik) \/
Member (J)
17.11.2016
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0O.A. No.934/2016

Shri B.M. Doke & Ors..............Applicants

V/s. .
State of Mah. & Ors........... Respondent

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the applicants and Smt
Archana B.K., the learned Presentmg Officer
for the Respondents

Affidavit-in- reply of 2nd respondent is taken
on record. :

Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate informs that the applicant does not
want to file rejoinder.

Admit, liberty to mention.

Sd/- =
_ g 7 4
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
17.11.2016
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shesSme . Th. € 6 ed
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" 0.A. No.325/201 3

Shri D.B. Kalokhe€..............Ap dlicant
V/s. ‘
State of Mah. & Ors...........Res] ondent

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre the learned
Advocate for the Applicant aud Ms N.G.
Gohad, the learned Presentiny Officer for the -
Respondents. 1.

The learned Advocate for the opplicant
informs that the applicant does not wait to file
rejoinder. :

S

The Eﬁg‘zﬁrd being had to the fac s and

. circumstantes the fix date is being give- . .

. ;

The Original Application is adritted and
it is directed that it should be pla :ed. before
the Second Division Bench for final . earing to
2.12.2016, ‘

In the meanwhilé, t'ie Government
accommodation which the 1ipplicant is in
possession of shall not be disturbed till further

‘orders subject to paying the pen:ud rent which

he is now paying.

S.0.to 2.12.2016

=

[
Sd/- y 7)) i

(R.E. Malik)

Member (J)

17.11.2016
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0.A. No.397/2016

Shri S.N. Pawar..............Applicant

: V/s.
State of Mah. & Ors...........Respondent

‘Heard Ms S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Ms N.G. Gohad,
the learned Presenting Officer holding for Shri
N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Prssenting
Officer for the Respondents.

Ms S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

makes a statement that the applicant has beea

DAs: vt
given the order of appointment and posting on

hi ‘(C"\ ‘) )
“0“ bi EM&"&M&“M 4 . 17.6.2016 subject to his right to move for deemed

‘HostelaZhet M_Rumeshdermar-(viember)-A
APPEARANCE: date. |

ShrifSmt, ¢ 8 0.Man chelay In my view, the Original Applita ion can be
Advocate for the Applicant ' disposed' of. Original Application ?accordingly

~Shri/Smt. = 4‘ ‘Qoln&ﬂ‘

dlsposed of grantmg liberty to the apphcant to
move for deemed date, if so, A -@4&. the

respondents shall take approri ate action in

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

AT OB 15 a\;s{’g?u\ ef~

e
%/ accordance with rule. No order as to cost.

. 9,

~

Sdl- ﬁ
(R.F Malik) ‘/~
Member (J)

17.11.2016
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

-
[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBTJNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AdTOCHER . . it oy s oinmaiisosaysns N 7y o B &) ‘
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
SR = ey e BT N Ty R .Respondent/s
(Eresonting OFRCBT . o il %.0ves iasives sindoe b ssTe o1 aominses taEartsrsnness ) |
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
“ Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A. N0.969/2016
Shri S.N. Katakdhond.............. Applicant
V/s.
State.of Mah. & Ors........... Respondent

pate:__\7\n|)e

fj“’”“‘i vy R0 -IJ.QA;KC‘“U)

onble Jus )
}'m-H#-huM.Ramcshk.unm—{-Membep)A
APPEARANCE :

Y H\(_ C-W.

Advorats for the Applicant

s, 2 Db S ST

C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondem/s

81 ) 1k

Adj. To.

None for the Applicant. Heard Ms N.G.
Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. :

e '
Affidavit-in-replyA of Respondent mo.2 h.s
been filed.~enly. The Origina Applicat on

proceeds without the reply of other responden s.

Adjourned for rejoinder to the aff lavit-in-
reply of Respondent No.2.

S.0. to 8.12.2016.

e -l
Sd/-
(R°B. Malik)
Member (J)
17.11.2016
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(Presenting Officer.........ooiiiiiiiinin i )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, _ .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or  Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
17.11.2016
0O.A No 892/2016
Shri R.N Gandhave ... Applicant

DATE : \‘7’ | l 16
CORAM: :
Hou’ble Shri. RAYV AGARWAL

. (Vige - Chairmaﬁ)

APPEARANCE :

Sart/Setm. 14 B TS c.\gﬁo__
Advoeate for ke Applicant ™

i WH&B\MSQ—-

——EPOTP.O. for the Respondents

([\2:{1-@..

7

rdir o o R g

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

1 Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate

for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise, learned

Presenting?Ofﬁcer for the Respondents.

2 Issue notice before admission made’
returnable:ion 1.12.2016.
3. Tribunal may take the case for final

disposal at this stage and separate notice for final
disposal need not be issued.

-4, Applicant is authorized and directed to

serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is

“put to notice that the case would be taken up for

final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

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

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

| ~obtained and -produced along with affidavit of

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

T S.0 1.12.2016.
' Sd/-

C(@yjiv Aghrwal)

Vice-Chairman [~TO.
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Applicant/s
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versus -’
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........c.coevvuen ot e BTN 0 v evs i IO )
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17.11.2016
0.A No 871/2016
... Applicant

DATE : m.[l\'\ .

CORAM :
Hon’ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

Hﬂﬂ;bﬁ St‘_ ‘i R !W. LHKMOF}—-—” A
APPEARANCE : -
[« l/\CU.A.Q__

. —

Advocate fi¢ the Applicant _ ‘
(<. S. (-t {<QOJC§-C» ,

‘ St 7Smt.
—&P.07 P.O. for the Respeadents

Ao 2-11{/”“6

AdjvTommunion o

2

Shri N.B Mundaware

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

Heard Shri D.B Khaire learned advocate for
the applicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

No reply has been filed. Last chance is

given to the Respondents to-file affidavit in reply.

S.0 to 24.11.2016.

(Rajiv Agarwal)

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

(Presenting Officer........ocooeeeeiinemeeeeaeeeeeeannn, i et aim N )

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

17.11.2016

' 0.A Nos 1027 & 1028/2016

Shri V.B Kulkarni ... Applicants
h Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

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

2. . Learned Presenting Officer on instructions
: . from the Office Superintendent in the office of the
8T : Assistant Commissioner of State Excise, M.S,
' Mumbai states that the proposal to reinstate the
Applicants are under consideration with the
Respondent no. 2. She seeks two weeks time to
file reply. '

3. The affidavit in reply should contain the
information regarding the officers in the office of
the Commissigner,, State Excise, who are
responsible for; oréers being passed after the
death of. Shri"~Sable and also order dated
17.10.2016 stopping increments of a person who
has already died in the year 2013. The issue
regarding how the Applicant is to be compensated
may also be covered in the affidavit.

4. Issue ndtice before admission made
- returnable on 1.12.2016. i

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

6.  Applicant is authorized and directed to
serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is

[PTO.
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BATE 7l \ &
 Hou’ble Shri, RAJIYV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)
Mor 'ble Snri R. B, MALIK {(Member) I
é_I:PEAR.!‘-J\"CB : !

B T .

st R Tgdale
‘Advioese oy ive AppHeant

~— GRG0, for the Responderits -

i e M R
Heemmc) @egt—

l<. S G—mlwcm} '

o

put to notice that the case would be taken up for

final disposal at the stage of admissio‘_n hearing.

7. 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.

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

9. 8.01.12.2016. Haumdar.
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DATE : \7‘“ l | g

CORAM :

Hon’ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

&, B MALIK (Member) | ]

Hen 'bic Snr

Advocate for tae pplicant ; 9
- EPOTFO. forti = Responcents
Helacleacsl

Q.A.No.483', 484, 485 & 486/2015
Ms. Sneha S. Pradhan & 3 Ors ......Applicants
V/s. :
State of Maharashtra & Ors .......Respondents

Heard Shri G. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate for
the applicants and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the respondents.

The arguments of Shri G. Sadavarte, the learned
Advocate has commenced and these Original Applications
have become Part-Heard. This infact is a second round of
litigation. for this fasiculous of four Original Applications.
The bench of the then Hon’ble Chairman deciding the O.A.
No.315/2012 in the case of Ms. Snehal Pradhan V/s.
Chief Secretary, State 'of Maharashtra, dated 22.2.2013
has given binding directions to the respondent no.4,
Bombay Suburban District Mumbai, Bombay therein. The
judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Secretary,
State of Karnataka and Ors V/s. Uma Devi & Ors
(2006) 4 SCC 1 para 53 was considered alongwith the
judgment in the matter of State of Karnataka & Ors V/s.
M.L. Kesari & Ors (2010)9 SCC 247 para 7 and 11 from
Kesari case was reproduced. The directions were given 'to
the respondents to consider the case of the applicant for
regularization to the post of Clerk within a period of 4
months from receipt of the said order. Itis, therefore, very
clear that even as the mandate of this directions itself is
binding on the respdndents, as a matter.of fact the
binding nature ‘thereof gets further fortified by the fact
that the order itself was based on two judgments of the
Hon’ble Supreme Court and, therefore, all concerned
including the respondent are really required to implement
the mandate of Supreme Court. This second round of
litigation has been’ started for all practical purposes
because earlier mandate of this Tribunal has not been
complied with so far.

We make it very clear that in as much as the
course of action that this group of original applications is
must chart through us mandate by the law laid by the
Hon’ble ' Supreme Court. The respondents had better
complied with the requirement and it is still not too late to )
comply with the order in Sneha Pradha (Supra). We make
it clear that in spite of crystal clear position if the Original
Applications are required to be fully heard and decided the
possibility of initiating suo-motu contempt proceeding and
imposition of prohibitive cost will be an option clearly open
to us. After all nobody can trifle with the order of Hon'ble -
Supfeme Court as nobody is higher than that Court.

The learned P.O. may convey this order to the
respondents and more particularly to Collector, Bombay

g}i Suburban District Mumbai, so that appropriate statement

"would made on his behalf.

Original Applications shall be finally heard on the
next date. Hamdast. 3

S.0. t0 23,11.2016.

- Sd/- Sd/- &
RBAMaiK)  (Rajfy Agargl] |
Member (J) Vice-Chairman

; 16.11.2016 " 16.11.2016
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LSS

versus

The State of Maharashtra and ofhers

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer. ....cocovrirrimmcintesnmansrsenssssssdnssiessassesinssarsarapssine )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders oy Tribunal’s orders
directions and Hcgistrur’s orders i .
0.A.No.245/2016
Shri Naresh A. Polani ... Applicant
' - V/s. ' >

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, -the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms N.G.
Gohad, the learned Presentmg Officer- for the
Respondents

We have perused the order made by one of
us (R.B. Malik, Member (J) ) on 09.06.2016." The
Original Application itself will have to be heard

DATE ; 17! ll,l’6]

o in the absence of reply and, therefore, the

;;oi“i;'f-« : present it is not necessary to hear the Misc.
ibie Shirg .

fe Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL Application and the same is for the present

. {Vice - Chairman)
Fon bie Sid i\. 8. MALIK (Momber) =

tagged along with the O.A..

Original Apphca‘uon stands adjourned to
21.11.2016. beerty to mention is granted.

Advoosia tor e 114(;‘.\31

-vﬁfﬁ—ram-t—-*—'w-& M Q‘ snvatran "(/\au:b

% 0, tor the Respendents A
“ 4 Sd/- Sd/- K
A, Touummonen) t |1 ‘ ‘ [R.B. MALIK| (RAJIY AGARWAL)
Lile o> (Aafdt o MEMBER (J) VICE-CHAIRMAN '

17.11.2016 17.11.2016

w\ ffﬁ““
<pp 455 6 > |

(vsm)

|2T.O.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) lSpl MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ) DisTrICT
| o R b i R e B B Applicant/s
(Advocate ........... )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Ofﬁcer ...................................................... .......... )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders j
/ i Date : 17.11.2016.
0.A.N0.1056 of 2015
A.A. Jagdale . ..Applicant
| Vs. '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. . Heard Shri B.A. Béndiwadekar, - the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

N A 2 At the request of learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for

DATE : \71)‘] | & the, Respondents adjourned to 18.11.2016.
CORAM: i : \
Hon'biy Jl!.\i!:ve Shri A. H. joshi (C}'alr.nan) Sd/
f M-tame ot A :
APPEARANCE : - (A.H. Joshi','j.')Q =

: . Chairman
Adbvocute r the Applicant  § : '

<SheiSmr, 1. XG0 %\WM prk

C.2O/ PO, for the Respondent/s

A T N\ L0

! 521:/

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrIiCT
..... Applicant/s
(250 el ol S RO 2= P e KRR R )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

... Respondent/s.

(Presenting Officer..... ........... TS Ay e AL UYL UL N LY )

Office Notes, Office Me 1oranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribu al’s orders or
directions and Reg strar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 17.11.2016.

C.A.No.69 of 2016 in O.A.No.254 of 2015

S.T. Mete . 7 ..Applicant
Vs.

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

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

DATE: \7‘ “‘-”, S ‘
2 Learned P.O. Smt. K,S: Gaikwad for the Respondents

CORAM: 4y x ; :
Ty Rab Ml Cmly
R bicm%%m) ) states as follows :-
Hof‘HﬁhﬂMmesm«mmmer)A -
i (a) Shri Ashish Kumar, Principal Secretary, Public

;A_EP__‘___ ERANCE Works Department, Mantralaya is present..

sheisatr.....Co T Nandvaly e : '

i T _ (b) He has tendered the copy of circular issued by
dvocate far the Applicant , ) h ' the Govenment as regards modalities to be

Shsi mt. : R‘S‘ﬁ:"li adopted after the receipt of notice / order of
C.P.O/[ 9. for the Respondent/s . the Tribunal. '

Ady. To \ Bl"h b: 3. The copy of circular is taken on record. Adjourned
% to tomorrow i.e. 18.11.2016. Tomorrow, Shri Ashish

Kumar, Principal Secretary need not remain present.

(A.H. Jos i,J.
Chairman

l 3 pyrk

[PTO.
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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 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
CAAVQERLR . .. correibseresbesbornsshanshmesnyhusnsmmnsssarsssssinvsin )
versus . X
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
: ‘ . .

(Presenting Officer.....coceeveereeviceeeeiiiiceinns

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

Tribunal’s orders

‘ L)
DATE : \7\\1‘1 L
CORAM ;- :

Hon'ble Justice Shei A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
Hoable-Shai-M-—Romeshiumar (Membery A

APPEARANCE :

Advocate fur the Applicant

St - AYU0ane B K
C.P.O/ P0. for the Respondent/s
Ady T 12| nle..

P 1Y (iU :

Date : 17.11.2016.

C.A.N0.155 of 2014 in 0.A.N0.107 of 2014

P.R. Phulpagar ..Applicant
V;.

| The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1 Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned
Presentihg Officer for the Respondents.
Z. At the request of learned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for

the Respondents adjourned to 18.11.2016:

\

(A.H. Joshi, 1.)
Chairman

prk

[PTO.



UTIZ1IAl ApPpL1cation INO.

ot ZU LISTRICT
e e Applicant/s
A Y OCEEE e thvus s s ws ens hens sap b ons aodnabones )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........cccoviitivievneanennn,

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, T'ribunal’s orders or

direc¢tions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: \2 ! 1 “ ! :

GORAM ;
“fon'biy fustice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmaa)

APPEARANCE :

Advorate fur the Applicant

Sbé‘-i'*._mlf. “ KLQ Y

----------------------------------- LY CEYTY Ty

C.P.O/ ¥.0. for the Respondent/s

Ady Tor 23001 08

B

.

Date : 17.11.2016.

M.A.No.104 of 2016 in C.A.No.16 of 2016 in
" 0.A.No.78 of 2014 (Aurangabad)
(M.A.N0.419 of 2015 in C.P. Stamp No.1572 of 2015) with
M.A.No.105 of 2016 in 0.A.No.78 of 2014 (Aurangabad)

The Bhujal Abhiyanta Sanghtané Maharashtra Rajya.

..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
: 15 Heard Shri V.B. Wagh, the learned ‘Advocate for the

Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents
states that affidavit affirmed by Respondent No.1 is ready.
However, she states that she is not satisfied with the text of

the affidavit and would like to have it redrafted.

3. Contemnor No.1 is also present and he states that
he will have the affidavit re-drafted and file it on next date

and prays to adjourn t'he hearing to 24.11.2016.

4. Accepting the request of learned P.0. Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad and Respondent No.1, adjourned to 24.11.2016.
i m

5/ L
e L vl T l/y)
(A.H. Joshi, 1) I &
Chairman '




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Applicatiﬁn No. o of 26 T DisTRICT
T R e L i M e - S e vy ) & M (b e Applicant/s
(Advocate ......... ............. )
versus
Thé State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer................. e R v . T )

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

| »

Date : 17.11.2016.

0.A.N0.980 of 2015 with 0.A.No.981 of 2015

G.P. Patil (0.A.N0.980/2015)

M.B. Patil (0.A.N0.981/2015) , ..Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

I Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the-

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

i i Officer for the Respondents.

\J ‘T ¢ 2. Atthe request of learned P.0. Shri K.B. Bhise for the
DATE : \? ] ! L 8 ;
CORAM - Yy Respondents adjourned t(? 18.11.2016.
Hon i lusice Shei A, L. Joshi (Chairmaa)
L § P R % ,sfrﬁ:mumm. liA
Ex COT
Sarini R..‘ ﬂ.:.%.ﬂ\ﬂ_...c- St (A.H. Joshi,
Advocale Ln the A yplicant | ‘ Chairman

Sl;ari:'tg.\ae N 9)\[36.'
C.P.0/ PO, for tt » Respondent/s

prk
Ay Tommn 2} 11 1.

gt

i = : [BTO.



THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

0.A.No0.326 of 2016 with M.A.No.215 of 2016 with
0.A.No.611 of 2016

Dr. Y.M. Kokadwar ...Applicant.
Vs.
The State of Mahar'ashtra & Ors. ...Respondents .

Mes. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE 17.11.2016
ORDER
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar; the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

) 2 Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents states that she has
received instructions to state that process of withdrawing the impugned transfer would
be initiated and the proposal for cancellation of the impugned order is being put up. Be

it as it may.

3 Learned Advocate Ms. S.P. Manchekar for the Applicant points out that the
letter requesting that the Applicant be transferred, which is dated 21.04.2016, contains
a statement that Applicant was found guilty towards misconduct, though in fact
Applicant was exonerated, and report of enquiry barely contained a suggestion worded

as a caution.

4. This Tribunal has perused the documents. This Tribunal is shocked on perusal of
letter dated 21.04.2016 written by the Additional Director General of Police (Prison),
Mumbai. This Tribunal would like to know from the same Officer who has signed the
letter dated 21.04.2016 viz. Shri Bipin Kumar Singh as to what is source of text narrated

in his letter about Applicant’s proved misconduct.




5. Therefore, Shr| Bipin Kumar Singh, Additional Director General of Police (Prison),
Mumbai as he was holdlng the post at relevant time, is directed to remain present
personally and explain as to on what foundation he has incorporated the text in letter

at un-numbered paragraph, at paragraph no.3 of his letter dated 21.04.2016, stating
that the applicant was found guilty.

6. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad further states that the Government is preparing.
p At the request of learned P.0. adjourned to 22.11.2016.

8. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.0. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

= . :/. W
(A.H. Joshi, a
Chairman
prk

D:\PRK\2016\11 NOV\17.11\0.A.326-16 IN M.A.215-16 WITH 0.A.611-16.doc
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