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1Spl- MAT-F2 k.

IN THE MAHARASI—ITRA ADI\/IIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . qf 20 Disrricr
..... Applicant/s
{Advocate o e, )
versis
’ The State éf‘ Mahargshtra and others
..... Respondént/s

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

Oftice Nutes, Oftice Memoranda of Corum,
Appearunce, Tribunul’s orders o
directions and Registrar’s orders |

—

Tribunal’ s orders
M A362/2016 in 0.A.683/2016

Smt, A,.S, Bhosale ... Applicant
' Vs. '
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. DBandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

[ssue notice returnable on 03.10.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need 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 0.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
DATE - ZDKQ(( of the Maharashtra Admini§trative ’l‘ribum;l .(Pr(.)(xdum’

- Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and
CORAM : aiternate remedy are kept open.

3 1

—4Mice~Chairman) The service may be done by hand delivery / speed

Hor'Llv 37 U B MALix (Membor) T post / courier and acknowledgement be ‘obtained and

APP&,»&;’ AHOH : produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

S e within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file. Affidavit of
Shrinr A\ (AP 2oYe JV\CQJCQDCQLQQJ{#@JL compliance and notice.

Advoeate D th apeicant

S.0. to 3 October, 2016. . .
el \ SO Y q:\w Krcaia\, - : S

Shiri (Sewer
— G ”0 te: the Respondents -
. Sd/-
e S0+ 3[!0{(5 : (R.B. Maltk)
ﬁ Member (J)
% 20.09.2016
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(G.CPY J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-I.2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisrricT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate )
Versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer...........ooov )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunuls orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registear’s vrders . '
0.A.437/2016 - T
Shri P.B. Pardeshi ... Applicant
Vs

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

Heard Shri AV, Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. S. Suryawanshi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in-rejoinder is taken on record. Admit.
Liberty to mention granted.

Tribunal may takeé the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need 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.
DATE : Q"O\q ( \ 6 . This intimatien / notice is ordered under Rule 1|
CORAM : of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
~HorrteShri-RAHV ASARWAL Rules, 1988. The questions such as lmitation and

C alternate remedy are ‘kept open.

A bl Ylai R R - . T— .
M""_[_M T R B. MALIK (Member) The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
_A.:":_,ﬁy‘f}.}.‘::‘?. . post /[ courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
ShriSrei A A BC'Q}AcQJ CQ::&(QQ,\L(Q’L produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice.

Addvate tor e sy oant

— T b e R *zg'md‘tnta A l’ccm.?" Sd/- _‘”—.\\1
Pcdo\V\chL e N Gt ' _ . Q\
O de B Aot (R.B.bMahk))
Tond - : ‘ Member (J
Libhearty vo fewlion 20.09.2016

8&::&1‘ g ﬂ% (skw)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADlVlINIS TRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ‘ Districr
o Applicént/s
(AVOCAe .o )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................... e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Courum,
Appeurunce, ‘'ribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
0.A.327/2016
Shri M.M, Kathe & Ors. ... Applicants
Vs.

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

" Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Smt." A.B. Kolelgi, the learncd
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Smt. Kololgi, the learned P.O. is being instructed
by Shri 8.G. Kolteke, Head Clerk, DGP Office.

The Affidavit-in-reply of Respondent No.2 is taken
on record. The directions were given by the Hon’blc
Chairman on 8.8.2016 and time was about six weeks.
Still it seems that Mr. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant is right in contending that all steps including
the preparation of the Affidavit-in-reply were takcn
yesterday only. These i'acts,aiei oted. The option to take

some action in the matter open. The Respondents
DATE: T=2-D C{ [\g -may file further Affidavit. ThéTearned P.O. informs that
CORAM : ’ during the course of the day today, the Applicants would
%@W ‘ be intimated with the outcome of, the order. Further in as
i o much as the representation apparently has been rejected,

Hon'ble Shvi R. 3. MALIK (Member) now there should be no impediment in the way of filing a

comprehensive complete Affidavit-in- reply which also to be

APPEAR ANCE done on the next date.

S

: bLLm.M o L.ev\.\-LQA__

3.0. to 4t October, 2016,

T L ﬁ&, CQ"V\*:....@ ’* v
it sd-

Rl g Reg .-_ndu. . . \0
(1%\7 i \ecb G Mo !2’“ (R.B. Malif™ 1

AT e B {_o 4 ([0 7 Member (J)

20.09.2016
M_ (skw)
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(G.C.PY J 2260 (A} (50,000—2.2015)

(Spl- MATF-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ..., e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............... e )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s arders
directions and Registrur’s orders
0.A.711/2016
- Shri R.B. Sutar ... Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
Smt. Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant submits that the Applicant does not want to file
l Rejoinder. The OA is admitted. The submission of the
learned Advocate is that the Applicant retires in November
DATE : Q,O\q \G : this year, and therefore, on her request, a fixed date is
CORA.M*: given as 4" October, 2016.
i 2 ] W] Ly
e . 3S.0. to 4 October, 2016.
“Hen'ble Sin g MALIK (Mcmber):[—*"““ ) N
A*“" AR . Sd/ e —
J Pcw\cufv\ M dnerfain ;:3-“\*“0
Advorate for i o (K'B. Malik)
dvonase s the Anpiicant
- = ] o B < Member (J)
o 0»... _ 20.09.2016
-—G%ﬂ;ﬁ RO G ‘&tc Resporgents g K : :
O e Rl (s
L s.o.te 4016,
@/i
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ‘ DISTRICT
. Applicant/s
(AAVOCate .o )
yersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Otﬁce1 ....... J
Office Notes, Office Merworanda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunul’s ordervs or . _ Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrur's orders
0.A.419/2016
Shri V.G. Lokkare ... Applicant

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

Applicant and his Advocate absent. Smt. S.
Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer - for the
Respondents. ‘

It seems that the Applicant has no interest in this
- matter. However, last chanhce is granted for reply.

85.0. to 18w October, 2016.

DATE:'lOlOlllg

CORAM : : _ v

Sd- g\ G

el

'—Ww—— _ —
Mon’ble Siei K. & wmALIX Munber) Q . : (R.B. Malik)

APPE*R___._:‘_‘“:_ Member (J)
p[\aw\‘}* C'w\,c\ \ 20.09.2016
cﬂ*ﬁ b SR (skw) _

Str-Smi. s S'CQ,U'I‘{‘—Q =en 2 GZ.UJQKJN .

-“——G—P-b-l- P.O. for the Respondents

VP iz lio |16
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ISpl- MATF2 E

IN THE lVIAHARASHTRA ADIVIIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
QOriginal Application No. of 20 DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ... )
versus
_The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..................... )
Otfice Notes, Office Mentorandu of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribanal’s orders ar Tri
4 1 " L e
directions and Registrur’s orders hwaals orders
T RO Testsbin R .. 0.A.637/2016
Shri R.B. Bhosale ... Applicant
Vs, ’
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This OA not only can but has got to be decided
here and now. The justification for this observation shall
become clear as the short discussion progresses.

The relief sought and ultimately that is the OA all
about is that the 27 Respondent be directed to deal with,
decide and dispose of the Applicant’s representation dated
22vd January, 2014 in accordance with the law and
communicate its decision within a reasonable period to
the Applicant. It was on 1t August, 2016 that the Hon’ble
Chairman, by an order of that date was pleased to give
elaborate directions and he framed 7 points on which he
wanted the response of the Respondents. All of them were
pertaining to the decision of the representations. It was

further mentioned in the 6% Paragraph that the Affidavit
DATR: 2 o Qh g ’ would not be necessary, if Applicant’s representation was
R CORAM: - decided before the next date and the matter was

‘ : adjourned to today.
A : The above discussion must have made itf, guite

Hen'ble Shi R B, A’MUK(Memher) a— clear that a period of more than two years and nine

APPEARANDE - months has not been found sufficient by the concerned
*_':—"""’“"‘"‘"' L Respondent to decide the representation and there is a
Shrifgarmeon, M . Ot\tﬂ% .certain stage at which the Tribunal must cry a halt to this
Advosate for the Apptionge Bty Il;ifrflld‘ofl ap'attitudc. Rejecting the request for time to file
idavit-in-reply or to take instructions, quite dutifully

“'S'?ﬂT%nu . 1.. S G—CQJ( made by the learned P.O. Smt. Gaikwad, I direct that the
EHEFEO fur ghe n ek representation above referred be decided by the 2nd

“espendents L .
Respondent within four weeks from today and the decision

b ‘ be communicated to the Applicant within one week
. "‘*fdﬁ*ft:'...@._p‘ T L3 OLMOCO_M‘SQCL . thereafter. The OA is allowed in these terms with no order

ﬁ — as to costs. " - - G
Z —_—
iw’ o | sd- 9\
. (R.B. Malik])
' Member (J)
20.09.2016
(skw)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Copam,
. Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ]
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

—EAG RO tar the espoudents

DATE ; QOKQ(\K

g e e

CORAM :

]
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.’l‘he State of Mah. & ors.

M.A.202/2016 in 0.A.400/2016

Shri D.T. Joshi
‘ Vs

... Applicant
... Respondents

This MA seeks cond-ona'tion of delay.

[ have heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. S. Suryawanshi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

It is not necessary for me to delve into the factuat
aspect such as it is in the OA itself. It would be suffice to
mention that, although the Applicant himself has
mentioned the delay to be of 11 years and 11 months, the
submissions at the Bar were that there is no delay
because it is an instance of continuing wrong with the
result the delay would not be there stricto-sensu.

In Union of India Vs. Tarsem Singh, 2008(8) sCC
648, the Hon’ble Supreme Court was pleased to lay down
the principles of continuing wrong and for that, a few
earlier Judgments of the Hon’ble Supreme Court were
referred to, It is clearly observed that the principle of
continuing wrong would be very much applicable even in
service matters. Mrs. Mahajan also relied upon the order
of this Tribunal in a fasciculus of MAs, the leading one
being MA 456/2013 in OA 1183/2012 (Smt. H.M. Sane
Vs. State of Maharashtra and other MAs, dated
27.1.2014). Therefore, it is quite clear that there is no
delay because once it is found that the case of cortinuing
wrong, the time never begins to run as the term s
understood in the realm of this field of law. The learned
P.O. in stoutly opposing the application invited particular
reference to the huge delay as she perceives it of abour 13
years. Though she did her. very best to persuade me to go
along with her, but it is not possible for me to do so bound
as [ am by the law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme
Court. It is, therefore, held that there was no delay in
bringing the OA such as it was and even if there was one,
it was capable of being condeoned. The Applicant and the
Office of this Tribunal are directed to process the matier
further and get the OA listed for further consideration.
The MA is allowed in these terms with no order as to

costs. .
a Ias
Sd/- .
(R.B Malik) ¢ |
Member (J)
20.09.2016
(skw)
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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
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o R )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer............c..ocovveivi v,

Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, ‘I'ribunul’s vrders or
directions und Registrur’s arders

Tribunal's orders

DATE : 220 \C\ \ |6
CORAM :

, o T Q‘”" ﬁ::.'..xuf-ul}—‘
Hen e SR MALIK (Member)y——
APPEANANCR

SiuiW Q - (3) h‘&"wg‘&a’k‘

Ad‘;omte for the Applicant

Siti /Sarr 32 Cd’@au\g{
~—CPOPO. fur the Respondents

o

M.A.359/2016 in 0.A914/2016 —

The Transport Undertaking

Thane Municipal Corpn.
Vs,

Shri Arun A. Desale & ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learncd
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 04. 10.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need 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.

W The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
preduced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice.

8.0. to 4t October, 2016.

- el

B sd- s
RE Malitg oL ')
Member (J)
20.09.2016
(skw)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADNIIN ISTRATIVE T RIBUNAL

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

MUMBAI
Original Application No.  of 20 Districr
‘ o Applicant/s
(Advecate oo evees )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.......... et )

Office Notes, Office Memorandu of Coram, )
Appearance, Tribunel’s vrders of Tribunul’'s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0.A.276 & 277/2016

Shri K.R. Dhumal & Anr. ... Applicants
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Smt. Lata Patne, the learned Advocate for
- the Applicants and Smt. S. Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The arguments in these OA have completed. There
is some problem with regard to the description of the
Applicant in the Police record relevant hereto where the
name of an allegedly outlaw Mr. Nadaf has been shown
along with the names of both the ladies. The learned P.O.
had assured me yesterday that an appropriate document
will be presented to show that the necessary corrections

. ‘ \ g - have been made. The one communication shown pertains
DATE: 2| \ . . only to Applicant Mr. Barudwale while nothing is there in
CORAM : 7 so far as the Applicant Ms. Dhumal is coneerned. 1 direct

that the proper Affidavit be filed explaining the stand of
the Respondents on 22nd September, 2016,

HMan'ble S’ A B. A\r“r\Liﬁ (Ivlc-,‘mbcr)q__‘ S.0. to Qﬁd Scptember 2016
APPERRANG o o N
e Lok oy Pt . @ i \/'
‘ Sd/- - Vo

 Advocaic R e Agecticant . !
St WQ%\“L‘\SW\” (R.BMalik) >
—E864120, fur the Respondents \ Member (J)
: ~20.09.2016

e Soo o o3 [qliE] .,

P@LFM' PH
Lonzvylisy A |
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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 Applicant/s
(AGvoCate oo )
versus ’

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Ofﬁcer .............................. e h)

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cornm,
Appedrance, Tribunal's orders ov } Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ’

0.A.312 with 313 & 406/2016

Shri R.A. Kulkarni ... Applicant
‘ Vs. . 2
The State of Mah, & ors. ' ... Respondents

Heard Shri Amit Gharte, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. S. Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The learned P.O. is being instructed by Shri H.D.
Randive, Section Officer, MPSC. A, sealed envelope is
present _for my perusal. I have perused thé earlier orders
"made by the Hon'ble Chairman: As of today, it is not
- necessary to open the same and it is handed back to the
learned P.O. for being handed over to the said Officer
named above. In view of the request of the learned P.O.
that only one week’s time is necessary to consider the

l_ hg eligibility of the 5\candidates for the post of Assistant
DATE: <2.219 Motor Vehicle Insfiector. It is made quite clear that the
CORAM : manner in which the ‘matter has progressed and the
wHonble-Shri RAFVAGARWAL — - " Honble Chairman had to made orders repeatedly, no

M‘““m&“}—‘ further extension of time shall be given. A copy hereof be
Hon 'ble Shri R, B MALIK (Member) J furnished to both the sides during the course of the day.

APPEARANCE : ' : $.0. to 27t September, 2016, Hamdast.
chodka \ .

Advuegte o the Arsylicant . .
ol S u Sd/- I3
oSt 5::0_1_(4—6\ ...... Rierteors I : — ' «:\
—eisr PO .oy the Kespondents : (R.B. Malik)
| / / Member {J)
5 o o 276 | 20.09.2016

» Ao, (skw)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

Tribunal’s ovders
directlons and Regisirar’s orders

0.A.883/2016
Shri S.B. Shirsath ... Applicant
Vs. '
- The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

) Heard _Shri R.K. Mendadkar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. S. Suryawanshi, the fearned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. :

This OA which is comparatively recently instituted
not only can be but has got 0 be decided post haste just
now. The truism of this observation will manifests itself
as the discussion progresses.

-1 have perused . the record and proceedings and
more particularly the crder of the Hon'ble Supreme Court
in a Special Leave o Appeal (C) No.25218/2015, dated
7 9 2015 which order read as follows : '

“Learned counsel  for the petitioner ~ seeks
permission to withdraw this special leave petition
and make a representation to the Government
seeking protection of service already rendered. In
view thereof, this special leave petition is dismissed
as withdrawn.” ‘

Pursuant thereto, the Applicant made
representations to the Respondents 1 & 2 on 14.12.2015
and 5.11.2015 and it appears that, time of 9 months and
10 months respectively was still not found sufficient by
the concerned Respondent, more particutarly when there
was an order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court pursuant
whereto the representations were made, The iearned P.O.
is being instructed by shri  R.B. Phulpagar,
Superintendent, Directorate of Civil Defense, Mumbai and
she wanted some time to file Affidavit-in-reply, etc. From
the above discussion, it must have become clear that there
was no question of ‘protracting this matter any further.

DATE - :2_0\ q\\ G ’ The Respondentg may or may not have some r.egarld and
- respect for the highest Court of the land, but this Tribunal
CORAM \ can certainly not accompany them in their conduct and
—Hoa ble-Shrb RAFN-AGARWAL— attitude. Brushing aside all such requests, I direct that

the representation above referred to be decided within four

4ri R, B MALIK (Member) T : weeks from today and the -outcome be informed to the
' Applicant within one week thereafter and though this OA

- shall not remain pending technically, the said -
S'n”M,‘P‘I"‘MV\Qlad(iw ‘Respondents shall also submit compliance report to this
Tribunal and the Registrar of this Tribunal shall bring it to
my notice that the order has been complied with, The OA
is allowed in these terms with no order as to COStSs.

Hamdast. e~ d\y
vl

.- ‘\
Sd/- T \

(R.B. Malik]
Member (J)
20.09.2016
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(G.C.P.Y J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) . |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE NIAHARASH TRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
. MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ' DISTRICT
’ ‘ | N o : ... Applicant/s
(Advocate ... )

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s .
(Presenting Officer................... et e e irae st te e e ee e ar s )
Office Notes, Office Memorandd of Corum, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.325/2016
Shri G.P. Rekulwad | ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learncd
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Shri Bhise, the learned P.O. is being instructed by
Smt. Vidya Bhoite, Assistant Section Officer, Heomec
Department. : :

I have perused the earlier orders made by the
Hon'ble Chairman. Shri Bhise informs that after 1st
September, 2016, two more stages have been completed
and the matter now rests with the Hon'ble Chief Minister,
who also holds the port-folio of Home to take a final
decision. As of today, the OA stands adjourned to 4"
October, 2016 and it is hoped that, this time will be

DATE : Q‘g\&‘{lg o sufficient for the completion of all the formalities in the

CORAM : _ - matter. ‘ E _

Hon'ite-Shei RAJSV-AGARWAL ) S.0. to 4'h October, 2016. Hamdast. . Steno-copy -
L —RMice~Chaisman}—0 allowed. :

;i;n :iej;il R.B. MALIK (Member) 3™ v e _
APTEARANCH Sd/- T
o 0 B doan) . , T

i Bemte N (R.B. Malik) &2 715

Ad‘*r-ryat" far the Ay '-“ca.,t .. : . Member (J)

Shri WK@@L\% 8.5 20.09.2016

—EPET PO, for the Respondents {skw)
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Office Notes, Oftice Memorande of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions mnd Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

D_ME:_QAD\C{l\G'
CIORAM :

‘hia Che; D

Hor'ble Siri R. 8. MALIK (Memberyo]
APPRARANCE

Sﬂi.r;i&e‘.r‘:’:‘...,Lf...'..&' ] 2 dQQL

i LD TR TETRT I o ety
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———EFTTIA) fur thie Respondents
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0.A.922/2016

Shri R.B. Mali
Vs. '
The State of Mah. & ors.

. Applicant
... Respondents

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

Officer for the Respondents.

The matter comes up before me for consideration
of interim relief. The Applicant is a Police Constable
(Electrician). According to him, he has been transferred
on deputation to SRPF, Dhule, Group-VI and this has
been done without obtaining his censent for which
proposition, Rule 36 of Maharashtra Civil Services
(Joining Time, Foreign Service and Payments during
Suspension, Dismissal and Removal) Rules, 1981. In that

' commnection, reliance has placed on interim order of the

Aurangabad Bench of this Tribunal in OA 694/2016 (S.K.
Gaikwad Vs. State of Maharashtra and ors., dated
26,8.2016). Although the learned P.O. stoutly opposes
the grant of any interim relief, in view of the above
discussion, I am of the opinion that the Applicant cannaot
be left entirely unprotected, and therefore, the order
herein impugned in so far as it relates to the Applicant is
stayed til} further orders.

lssue notice returnable on 18.10.2016.

Tribunal may take the case. for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need 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 0.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final dlsposai 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.

S.0. to 181 October, 2016. Hamdett.
0] CLoDEr V (ﬁ/

- Sd/- —
(R Malik) 2 ® ) b
Member (J)
20.09.2016
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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 Apblication No. of 20 DistRICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate .................... TSR R )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.................... S PPN )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corunr,
Appenrance, Tribunul’'s orders or
directions and Registrar's ordéers

Tribunal’s orders

DAﬁ: Zo\ql\ Q .
CORAM : '

Han’ble Shri R. B. MALIX (Member) J
APPEAPANCE ;

bt et b A AR R4

i o cea o Peeassor

Advagals fnr !m Anplicant

Ehry M S &l ......... {hé §fe-«

—CEBAP0. fur the Respondents

0.A.920/2016

‘Shri D.B. Wadile
. Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Smt. Kavita Pawar, the learned Advocéte for
‘the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 22.09.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final dlsposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need 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 0.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 (Procedurg)
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 thé Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. ‘ , )

S.0. to 220 September, 2016.

BN Y
-
Sd/- o
T(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
20.09.2016

(skw)
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. Appucanus

versus : ’ )

The State of Maharashtra and others

senting Officer......ccoovevenin i i

..... Respondent/s

Mtico Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or

dircctions and Registrar’s ordess -

Tribunal's orders

%Iq l2atg

,\J|

lustias Shri AL U Joski (Chairman)

Eress \urdﬂb&i) A

Thol ba 3
e up
A

B \z DEbth)UKh

--------------------------------------

MT.SAJ.

Xustwr Shril. ¥, mshl(Chalrmm)
sl PV
Nt (Member) A

holding For
MG lipsfor

‘:ii_’-.‘dli/ ’
bhcj ho\di r
: i, &4 1 Misad,

Date : 20.09.2016.

0.A.N0.307 of 2016

B.R. Khedkar .. Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Smt. Archana B.K, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents No.1 to 6 and Shri Pritam
Ohol, the learned Advocate holding for Shri S.A. Misal, the

learned Advocate for Respondent No.7.-

2. Shri B.R. Deskmukh, the learned Advocate for the

Appli'cant is absent.

2

3. At the request of Iearned'Advocate Shri Pritam

Chol holding for Shri S.A.. Masal who appears tor
L] ' .

Respondent No.7, adjourned to 26.09.2016.

N

-
{A. H. Josh{]1. )

Chairma
prk




Application No. of 20 ' DisTRICT |

..... Applicant/s
3 e e an e s PR B ) : ‘ o )
_ versus ’
The State of Mahuréshtra and others
Respondent/s

ng Officer......... e tb et ra e e e e e et e e e ae e e e et 9]

Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corum,
peurance, Tribonal’s orders ov : Tribunal’ s orders

petions and Rogistrar’s orders

Date : 20.09.2016.

a

0.A.No.187 of 2016
(Subject : Non payment of pay and allowances)

V.S. !\lawale ' ‘ ... Applicant.

’ Versus | | |
The State of Ma‘harashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Hear{d Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the leagned
Presentmg Ofﬁcer for Respondent No. 1 and Shri K.B. Bhise,

the learned Presentmg Officer for the Respondents No.3

a

&4,
2. In the midst of hearing,vleamed Advocate Shri B.A.
e Bandiwadekar for the Appllcant states as follows :-
Liberty to wuthdraw the O.A. in order to ascertam
the exact cause. of action and if advised file fresh
and suitable claim, may be granted. '
3. O.A. is disposed as withdrawn, with liberty as

,e’g ’%l b e ~indicated. ‘
Loand {Chairme n). ‘ | | §-///

3

- - Chairman Y
prk




versius
%
The State of Maharashtra and others:

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffICer......oooiviiiiii e )

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

Date : 20.09.2016.

il

0O.A.No.541 of 2015 with M.A.No.111 of 2016’

Y.C. Korande ... Applicant.
. .
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting:

Officer for the Re‘spondents.

’

2. Shri P.G. Kayande, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant is absent.

3. tearned P.0. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the
Respondents on instructions from shri A.G. Mankar,
Assistart Section Officer, states as follows :-

(a) The vacancy position is being ascertained
and the Department is of the view that the
endevour would be made to accommodate
the applicant according to his choice.

(b) Timeis required for making a statement.

, 4. Time as prayed for is granted.
DATE : Q_op F}ﬁ 16 oy
QQRJ“VI i 5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..
How'hle Mootes e 0y 13 150 . )
Heor b oshi (Chairmae) Learned P.0. is directed fo communicate this order to the
e A
wo - ~Respondents.

LY

;’;/ - PG Kﬁj”m”i— 6.  5.0.t005.10.2016. .
e

A

| ~Ta . 104 TH
Ady. To... ,’ 0 0/0]6 ork . Chairman

Q\ww Lo Py ﬂmd Hamndasd1s
o\mau’ ) . _ _ [PTO.




versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer......ccooooiiiiiniiiinnnnn,

Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE:_ 20400 6

CORAM: '

How'bie -0 " Jochi (Chairman)
Hosmrmr T mber) A
ALl

i Tunom mo?\ﬁﬁh,

......

Pars

Ad). Tuaﬂ‘f’l%l‘@

Date : 20.09.2016.

C.A.N0.117 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.919 of 2014

Shri Y.B. Khade ..Applicant
Vs. '
The State of Mah. & Ors. ...Respondents
With

M.A.N0.526 of 2015 in O.A.Nc.919 of 2014

The State of Mah, & Ors. ..Applicant (Org. Respondents)

Vs,
Shri Y.B. Khade ..Respondent (Org. Applicant)
1. Heard Smt.  Punam Mahajan, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, At the request of learned Presenting Officer

Smt. K.S- Gaikwad, adjourned to 29.09.2016.
[A

rppa Wy
(A.H.Jo:?l_;:l )

Chairman

sba

(PTO




Uersus

The State of Maharashtra and others

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

Respondent/s

............... epreeeirnean)

Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

CORAM:
Hou'ble Jugin -t {Chairman)
t L l')A

Punum Mdhf\j'mh

e (- B, Bhy

@

S. K Ncnm SPl muuue! m ,

Date : 20.09.2016.

C.A.No.85 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.383 of 2015

Shri D.S. Rajput ...Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri S.K. Naire, learned

Special Counsel with Shri K.B. Bhie, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Learned Special Counsel Shri S.K. Naire who’

lappears for the Contemnor states as follows:-

(a) That the order passed by this Tribunal in

 0.A.No0.383 of 2015 is carried before the
Hon'ble High Court.

“(b) The Writ Petition filed by the State is

admitted and Impugned order has been
stayed.

3. Adjourned to 28.09.2016.

\

<4/~
TN G
Chairman
sha

[PTO.




versus

The State of Maharashtré and others
, Respondent/s

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

(Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Ottice Memorandua of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or
directions sand Registrar’s orders

Tyibunal’s orders

Date : 20.09.2016.

C.A.No.130 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.308 of 2012

S.S. Padave ..Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

11. Heard Shri B.A. éandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Smt. K.S.

|Gaikwad states as follows:-

(a) The matter is placed before the Cabinet

and a week’'s time is reqguired.’

(b) simultaneously, S.L.P. 1s‘f'lled by the State
which will come up for hearing shortly.

Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for two

3.

weeks time.

4, Time as prayed for is granted.

5. In view of the request of learned P.0. for the

Respondents, the hearing is adjourned to 5.10.2015.

o and { Ohaliman) . S
—ember) A ' < W

: ‘/(;H. JGERT ¥y

e o BA. BandidudeXo B ' i
/- Chairman
. sba
s/ K.S. (pktaed.....
R dj_,rc__““_gl_m 904 _ | | .
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(AVOCALE ...t et )
versus
 The State of Méiharéshtra and others ' . ’ !
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............ B e : ..... )
L]
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
| Appeurance, Teitbunal's orders or ‘Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s ovders ) ‘
 Date : 20.09.2016.
| 0.A.No0.892 of 2015
‘B.K. T};'umbare _ ~ ...Applicant.
Versus | ‘ B
'.Tﬁe State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

DATE : Q"’\IQ [0/’0'6
CORAM :
© How'ble susiisn Sha A £ !oshl (Chalrman)
y1 1 I'e H it J

Al

'/w :. wg(ww

1. + Heard Shri Tanaji Jadhav, the learned Advocate Shri

R.K. Mendadkar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant

and Ms. S.'Suryawanshi, the learned P'resenting Officer for

the Respondents.

2. By consent adjourned to 27.09. 2016
{A.H. Joshl,].) T ‘ -
Chairman
prk :
L]
L]

iPrO




Appun ance, T'r lblll]i-l'l’:s or d(.t 8 Or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 20.09.2016.

0.A.No.626 of 2015 with 0.A.No.628 of 2015

M.S. Chavan (0.A.No.626/2015)

V.V. Badade {O.A.N0.628/2015) ... Applicants.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

for the Apptlicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the " learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Leafned Advocate for the Applicanté Ms. S.P.
Manchekar states that issue involved in this case has
attained finality in the judgment delivery by Hon’ble High
Court in Writ Petition No0.7062/2014 with W.P.No.5766
/2015, W.P.N0.4506/2015, W.P.N0.2364/2015, W.P.No.
2368/2015, W.P.N0.2263/2015, W.P.N0.9152/2015, W.P.
N0.9153/2015, W.P.N0.9154/2015, W.P.N0.9155/2015,
with Civil Application No.337/2015 in W.P.No.7062/2014
with Civil ApplicationNo0.339/2015 in W.P.N0.7062/2014,.
dated 24.06.2016.

3. tearned Advocate for the Applicants Ms. S.P.
Manchekar therefore states-that the said judgment would

govern the issue involved in this case as well,

4, . Learned P.O. for the Respondents Shri K.B. Bhise is
called to state as to the way the Government would like to

be governed by the judgment of Hon'ble High Court.

DATE: < _(_"Ei 'Q'DIG e 5. Steno copy is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O.

CORAM ; - . "

Hon bl faeie o+ e 1shi (Chairman) is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents.
Honlaet e —trmber) A Q

PRaE ‘ 6. S.0. to 18.10.2016.
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fou | - (AH. Joshi, 1)
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Office Notes,; Oftice Memoranda of Coram, :
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ) i " Tribunal’s orders
dlrections snd Registrar’s orders ‘

Date : 20.09.2016.

0.A.No0.679 of 2015
~ (Subject : Recovery)

S.S. Kerle ... Applicant.

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri S.J. Chaurasia (Ashoka Law Firm), the

learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In the midst of hearing, learned Advocate for, the
Applicant Shri $.J. Chaurasia states as follows :-

(a) The disciplinary proceedings have resulted in
penalty. .

(b) Applicant'hés carried the appeél aga'ms‘t the
order of penalty.

v (c) Appealisheard.

(d)- Applicant wants to wait till the decision of
_appeal pursuing the cause for allowance
relating to period of suspension when main
issue would he agitated.

3. In view of the foregoing, learned Advocate for the

Applicant Shri S.J. Chaurasia prays for leave to withdraw

this O.A. with liberty to file afresh with remedy as available 4

4

in law.
4. O.A. is dismissed as withdrawn, with liberty as
agitated. : ' “
pate_ %P [oolk : i
CoRAM; e o
R . (A.H. Joshi,
Hon'ble e 0 = Josil (Chairman) - Chairman
Ho# =41 2imber) A prk '
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer....c.c.c.c.c.ccveny. e T e )

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

Date : 20.09.2016.

M.A.No.251 of 2016 in 0.A.No.660 of 2015 (N’pur) with
M.A.No.252 of 2016 in O.A.No.661 of 2015 (N’pur) with
M.A.No.253 of 2016.in 0.A.No.827 of 2015 (A’bad)

M.S. Joshi & Ors. (M.A.N0.251/2016 in 0.A.No0.660/2015)
S.B. Korke & Ors. (M.A.N0.252/2016 in 0.A.Noc.661/2015)
M.S5. Joshi & Ors. {M.A.No.253/2016 in 0.A.No.827/2015)

..Applicants

Vs,
The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate

for the Appglicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of learned Advocate for the

Applicant Shri V.P. Potbhare, adjourned to 20.10.2016.

\
! R 4 w '\\
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CORAN - : Chairman
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|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015)

- MUMBAI .
Original Application Nd. * of 20 \ _ DISTRICT
: B Applicant/g
(Advocate ....,........ RO UTUTOTRT et rereerrrerery ).
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Responaenws

(Presenting Qfficer.......coomninnnniin fereans e vesers)

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

Tribunal's orders

Date : 20.09.2016.

C.A.No.116 of 2014 in O.A.N0.03 of 2013

Shri S.R. Pi-mpatkar & Ors. ..Applicants
: Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Responaents
1. Heard Shri L.N. Kamble, the learned Aavocate

1for the Applicant and Shri D.B. Khaire, tne learneo
Special Counéet with Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. tearned Special Counsel for the Responaents
Shri D.B. Khaire prays for two days time tor enapling
him to make a statement for reporting the steps 10r

completion of the implementation of the oraer.

DATE :_ 2\ -

3. At the request learned. Special Counsel Tor the

i ShriA M. Joshi {Chairman)

Respondents Shri D.B. Khaire, adjourned to 21.09.2016.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015) ' |Spl- MALT-F-2 K.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.' " *" of 20 , ' Disrrier
..... Appiicant’s
(Advocate ............ et vae et ataaans et veeerireseieny )
versus.
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondents

{Presenting Officer..........cccoenne Lot rere e ayars eveereeryrrinerrrer)

Qffice Nute@, Office Memoranda of Copam,
* Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ) Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders

|Date : 20.09.2016.

R.A.No0.02 of 2016 in O.A.N0.956 of 2014 witn
957 of 2014 and 958 of 2014

| The General Manager,
Brihan Mumbal Milk Scheme & Ors.
Appllcants {Org. Respondents)
. Vs.
Shri §.T. Tiwari & Ors. ..Respondents (Org. Applicants)

1 Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Applicants (Org. Respoaents)
{and Shri B.A. 'Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate Tor

the Respondents (Org. Applicants)-

2. Review Application be listed for nearing on
21.09.2016.
j\\“
¥ Sd/-
11\¢fa1rxnm) (A.H. Josh, w
Chairman
| sha
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(G.C.R.) J 2260 (A) (50 000—2-2015) ispl- MAT-F-2 K.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Na:~ ~ """ ' of 20 ; "' 'DistricT
' ’ Appucant/s
(Advocate ..,.,........ OO ........ )
versus
The State of Maharashtra.and others
..... Respondenus

(Presenting Officer..........ccconnireviiriricnneennn, et s )

Office Notes, Ot'fice Memoranda of Ceram,
‘ Appeuram.e, Tribunal’s arders or ‘ Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrarﬁ orders

Date: 20.09.2016.

'M.A.No.40 of 2016 in R.A.N0.02 of 2016 in
0.A.N0.956 of 2014 with 957 of 2014 and 958 of 2014

Tfhe‘GéneraI Manager,
Brihan Mumbai Milk Scheme & Ors.
..Applicants (Org. Respondents)

Vs.
Shri S.T. Tiwari & Ors.  ..Respondents (Org. Applicants)
1. Heard\ ‘Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the Iearnea

Presenting Officer for the Applicants (Org. Respodents)
and Shri B.A: Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for

the Respondents (Org. Applicants).

2. Review. Application is delayed by 2 and »: years.
Qﬁ:@% r 3. The Eeasons ' stated in  apphcaton  are
Q_Q.Efé o . | satisfactory. . -
4. Delay caused in filing application is gonaonea.
5. Misc. Application is allowed.

lbfk 'ﬂvaﬂ?\o;dkv | | : Sd/?\
ie Respondent/s w ﬂpﬂl) . ‘ w
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(Advocate

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

versus

The State of Maharashtra .and others

(Presenting Officer

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

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

%\q‘\w =

I Joghi (Chairman)

ER TS v
T ,...l-./un..udu.. \_urvm-{?}er)A

Date : 20.09.2016.

"M.A.No0.549 of 2014 in C.A.N0.1433 of 2014 (N’pur) in"
0.A.No.663 of 2012 (N'pur)
(Civil Appeal No.361 of 2014 N'pur}

J.M. Mankar ..Applicant

Vs.
The State of 'I\?Iah. & Ors. ' ...Respondents

| 1. None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.8. Bhise,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of learned Presenting Officer for

‘the Respondents Shri K.B. Bhise, adjourned to

21.09.2016.
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(A.H. Joshi, m)
Chairman
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