Date : 20.10.2016

0.A. No. 84 of 2016
S.D. Muluk .... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.
Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for the respondents.

9. The record shows that as per the directions of Hon’ble Chairman of
12.9.2016, three questions were posed for being answered in response where to
Dr. R.S. Mane, Deputy Commissioner of Police, H. Q. in the office of
Commissioner of Police, Navi Mumbai has filed his affidavit, dated 18.10.2016.
He has given answers question wise. In paragraph 3.1, he has admitted as
correct the fact that the request of the applicant for grant of T.B. leave for the
period from 16.3.2009 to 2.11.2015 was pending. However, that itself is not
apparently a correct statement, if one were to peruse the order of Police
Commissioner, Navi Mumbai, dated 4.12.2010 part of Exb.8 collectively at page
28 of the Paper Book. It is clear there from that she was granted leave for the
period from 16.3.2009 to 14.7.2009 and from 15.7.2009 to 4.1.2010 totaling
174 days and then again 5.1.2010 to 3.2.2010 totaling 30 days. This would
mean that the recitals in his affidavit run counter to the documents of the
respondents themselves.

3. I am very clearly of the view that a case is made out for issuing show
cause notice to Dr. R.S. Mane, Deputy Commissioner of Police, H. Q., in the
office of Navi Mumbai to personally appear before this Tribunal and show cause
in writing as to why appropriate action in contempt and appropriate penal
action be not initiated against him.

4. It is also made clear, however that even in the meanwhile if the case of the
applicant can still be worked out, this order or the pendency of the OA should
be no hurdle in that behalf. Hamdast.

9. Issue notice returnable on 26.10.2016.

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

7 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 fhat the case would be taken
up for final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

8. 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.

0. 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.

10, S.0. to 26.10.2016. Learned P.O. do waive service.

o -as . S
e/ “w/\m/

R.B. Malik}
Member(J)

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

’[‘ribunai’ s orders

Date : 20.10.2016

0.A. No. 900 of 2016 (D '8)

A.K. Randive ++.. Applicant
Versus |

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ....Respondents.

1.  Heard Shri G. Sadavarte, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and - Shri N.K.

the respondents.

g The learned Advocate for the applicant

, - | points out the earlier judgment of the Hon’ble High
DATE : Q_.O\\Q \6 - |- Court in its Nagpur Bench and submits that this
| OA is of\_at §\ foree with th#d\matter and
therefore, the OA should be émger longer.

CORAM:

Hen'bie ShriR. B. MALI&(;A omi )er) J—ﬂ 3. . . The learned CPO\jﬁirected to make sure that
APPEARAT affidavit-in-reply must be filed and if this OA is
e governed by the decided matter, it does not

unnecessarily get pro-longed. Hamdast.

Adwmw%r”wﬁr‘"mt \Aj{-— 4 S.O.t 16.112016
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—AdiFom . |

Howmegt ¥ ﬁfﬂz_ ¥ s .Sd/;;lik)o‘“' |

Member(J)

VSM
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Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for -
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

T:;i.bunal’ s orders

DATE : :2_0\16\1 €
CORAM : :
‘hle Shei R ‘ ;

s

jesiars .

Hen'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) ==
APPEARANCE :
E':

Advocato for tys Applicant

ts

C.P.O+dforthe Respond

—gﬁic——o-‘\fcﬁa disposed]

b

-~

Date : 20.10.2016
\ 0.A. No.1018 of 2016

AS.J aiiwal .... Applicant.
A ‘

Versus |

The State of Maharashtra & others ..Respts.
i ,

L. Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocaté for the  Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the respondents.

w

Pt Tl~[1is OA can be disposed of at this stage by
consent of both the parties. 1 have perused the

record and proceedings.

3, nge relief sought is with regard ‘to
considering the period of suspension pending
prosecution from 2.4.2002 to 17.2.2010 as the
period épent on duty. In alternative and without
prejudice, a relief is sought about the
represeﬁtation dated 28.1.2016.(Exb. A, page 13 of
the PB)!1 after following necessary procedure, and
that be becided within four weeks from today.
|

4. In my opinion, the regard being had to all
the aspécts of the matters it will be in the fitness of
things to make such an order and finally dispose of
this particular OA.

5. I direct that that this OAis disposed of with
direction to decide pending representation herein
above referred to within 8 weeks from today after
giving appropriate opportunity to the applicant. It

' is made clear that this order is made without

prejudice to the rights and contentions of the
applicant with respect to the facts falling within
prayer clause 9(a). :

6. No order as to costs.
. A
o
Sd/-
(ReB. Malik)
Member(J)

VSM - &
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- e |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2-2015)
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMTNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBAI
Original Application No. | ‘ of 20 ] ) . DistricT o
SR LS L SR T Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..evverevresisniennsmmssssessssnsistsnssssssassssnases )
! -
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others 7
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffICOr.........coetarereiimimminssssssnessiss s b )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 2
Appearance, Tribunal’s arders or ’.Fl'lbugﬂl’ s Qrdets
directions and Registrar's orders
Date : 20.10.2016
0.A. No. 37 of 2016
M.P. Prabhukhanolkar .... Applicant
. Versus

Hen'ble Shri &, B, MALIX (Member)

APPRARNCE '\N
Shri(Sesi—. R 9~ 1s.s

Advoests fr the Appiivant \‘L

C P }’l O, for the Resp&mdcntsp\ e

M\v D‘\h\' __g_a QA_[M]‘\]“P‘QA-

?~o-+o lj[l(UG. é/fz

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ...Respondents.

153 Heard Shri A. R. Joshi, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the
learned Presenting Officer for the respondents.

' 2. The learned PO undertakes to file Affidavit-

in-Reply to the amended OA durmg the course of
the day. ‘

3. On this statement, the OA is admitted and
appointed for final hearing‘%” 17112016,

Sd/-

(R:B. Malik)

Member(J)
VSM

[PTO.
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s erders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: :?éol\o\\g

CORAM :

‘I = .2; Sl 32 R 3 v[jv QGERHH[ ]
Hen'ble Shri R, B. MALIK (Member) ——
APPEARANCE :

Advnos St Applicant

e T T S T

—Leeep O, fur the Respondonts
ik e l'f//f/[ 6.

Haowme ast— &—

Date : 20.10.2016
- 0.A. No.1015 of 2016
S.M. Jadhav .... Applicant.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ....Re‘spéndents.

A Heax_'d Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer for the respondents.

2. . Issue notice returnable on 17:11.2016.

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 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.

3. 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' four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance

-and notice.

T $.0. to 17.11.2016. Learned P.O. do waive
service. :

8. In so far as the issue of interim relief is
concerned as of today, on the request of Shri K.R.
Jagdale, 1 can only consider the prayer clause (b) of
para 11 of the O.A. - f

9.  The applicant is placed under suspension in
view of the offence registered at Pune under
Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. However, the
suspension allowances payable to him may not be
denied to him even during the period of suspension.
I direct that the respondents shall pay to the
applicant the suspension allowance from the date
from which he was under suspension till 31. 10.2016
within three weeks from today and then shall pay in
accordance with the rules applicable from time to
time till he is under suspension. Hamdast. 4
- \ o

Sd/-

(XB. Malik)

- Member(J)

~

ok
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' {Spl MAT-F-2 E.
(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015)
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADM1NISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI .
rigi icati of 20 DisTrICT
Ouightial Apptioasion: Mo, . #EEE 5 B T IS PEEEL LA i
(AQVOCALE ..vvecvvrcerereisressnnnsesessssensssirasssasssssassisins )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others ,
...... Respondent/s

(PresentingOfficer..‘...........,.....,...4........' ............ SRR : <

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coru_m,
Appeurance, Pribunal’s ovders or
directions and Registrar's ~orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : ‘?—Olfa\lé .

o e Sl RAHYAGARWAL
Hor'ble Shri &, B, M;’xL{K (Memiber) J
. AP“F}.P.AAJQ( B

e ah. (B;%dlwa_&e:[‘%

Shr/ Gkt

3 2 fpplicant

PR W ,er
,——H‘d-i-r' 0. for the Respondqnts

h50R ko 9528]16.

Date : 20.10.2016

‘0.A. No. 508 of 2016 with |
0.A.527 of 2016 with 0.A.No.528 of 2016

M.S. Aitawade
S.D. Shelke

S.A.U. Shaikh .... Applicants

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ....Respondents.

i 1 Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the applicants and Smt. Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
respondents.

2 The rejoinder is taken on record..
-3, Admit, :appointéd for final hearing on .
10.11.2016. :
Sd/- 3
S
(R.B. Malik)
Member(J)
VSM

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

r " |Spl- MAT-F2 E.

'IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMFNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 DisTRICT
" i e R e Sk e Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .oeireiveiasiaiessintsneseesnmsissanas bt sisssna e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others ;
..... Respondent/s
e Sy Ao ) ‘

(Presenting Officer...........c... Sl s 1=

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

Tribunal's orders

BATE ; 9—0\10\\‘6

e Chiiemen)
lanhle Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) T
AP&’L.ARANCE

Mmp \c:cn,ve‘ \\f\ pe.mgo(,‘

Advocate for the &pp‘ cant

Shri W I Cr (@ CJL%LLQL

'/%;.;;3‘ \fir tES Respondms ch
eI

5 o Jr 15| ”
P‘&UM-F ,;/2

BR - S>

3.. . Admit,

'20.10.2016

Date :

0.A. No. 295 of 2016
A.K. Randive .... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ’.‘..Responde'nts.

1: Heard applicant in person 2 and Smt.- Archana
B.K., the learned Presenting Officer holding for
Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer
for the respondents.

2.  The rejoinder is taken on recofd.

appointed for final hearing on
15.11.2016. sl ;
L s
Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
A Member(J)
VSM
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders .

' . . Tribunal’s orders

DATE : -é.uhohé
CORAM :

Hoplbie Shei B4 I AGARWAL lf‘ )
: (Viczn Chairmn)
MALIK (Member)

cunAJ'cmcmﬂm'Lan

LanetanessazaraasIaTEINdTRe S s

B

‘Honble Shri &,

. Advooats for tre Applicant ¢ l
LRGP, for the Respondents -
e de 2slole
HQM%+ )

|

Date : 20.10.2016

0.A. No.1021 of 2016

J.L. Kshirsagar ... Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & othr ....Respondents.

1, Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
respondents. ;

2. Issue notice returnable on 25.10.2016

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 Respondents intimation / notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with
complete paper book of O.A. Respondents are put
_to notice that the case would be taken up for final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

5. This intimation / noﬁce 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 four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice.

7gs S.0. to 25.10.2016. Learned P.O. do waive
service.
8. In the meanwhile, it is directed that the

applicant shall not be relieved till the next date.

Hamdast.
- L

v

: Sd/-

(R B. Malik)
Member(J)
VSM
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Office Notes, Office Memoran&a of Coram, ,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : }-Ql\D\‘g
CORAM :

(:xiEe el . a
Hon'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) T
APPEARANCE : ;

S 2 l?:cuxcﬂiw_cuﬂ‘a))zé;

Advocite far 832 fnplivant

—EP51.0. for the Respond

ts

T s.o.+0 .f7[ll//g.

o , f%

Date : 20.10.2016

0.A. No.1008 of 2016

AV. Mulik ... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashéra & Anr. ...Respondents.

18 Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. S.

-Sui'yawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the

respondents.

25 Issue notice returnable on 17.11 .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 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.

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

T S.0. to 17.11.2016. Learned P.O. do waive -
service. ‘ : :

L
Sd/-

'~ (R.B. Malik)

Member(J)
VSM - S
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(G.C. P)J 22()0 (A) (50,000—2- 2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT_IVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
: : DisTRICT
Original Application No. of 20 el A
(AAVOCALE 1iievvrernreeciireniissessrsinssasissssasinsasssstnessnnsens )
lfCI'S(.{-S
The State of Mahﬁrqsbtra and others
. bar S Respondent/s
' ' . R R I e )
(Presenting OffiCer.......coiiiiiniim _
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, Wy e T Ord.ers
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or b
directions and Registrar’s orders .
Date : 20.10.2016
0.A. No. 691 of 2016
S. M. Morey ...Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents,
i Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned

m-ao\\ol\g

CORAM Y
Haw ol Q_,SL—“ p‘ 6. ptd

\

%D’r
)

APPEA RAMCES
Sl . VR Po‘r\Q.,. e
M-Uc @eux-'i—‘m.o_ A— p PI‘C

Soi M\L Qmﬂ s [M'**

C.L0 eortm e 1

e 1o\t \\&
(?OCx_QasdmlN:b.Q«L

é/i__

‘| proceeds

VSM

Advocate for the Applicants and Shri N.K.
Ra_}purohlt the learned Chief Presentmg Officer
for the respondents.

2 Affidavit-in- reply of the respondent nos.2
and 3 are already filed on record. The affidavit-in-
reply of the first respondent is not filed. The OA_is—
without  affidavit-in-reply of first
respondent.

: o W
3% OA is, now, adjourned for‘\afﬁdavit—in-gay
4. S.0. to 10.11.2016.

Sd/- :
(R.B. Malik) 2o -[o-(\
Member(J)

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE;«:P;ollol\- £
CORAM :

i

Heon'ble b R R, MALIK

{(Member)

Shrilgg _Somkmuachl_., '

[P S ) T lenras

D
Acvovsie [or\lys Appiicant

—Shesm, 1€ B Branl e
~—GRB+P0. for the Respondents

il 6.

ASEARANCA::

i

Date : 20.10.2016

O.A. No. 988 of 2016 (D.B.)

S.R. Ghadge ... Applicant’

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri Sonkéwade, the learned Advocate
holding for Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate
for the applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, the

‘learned Presenting Officer for the respondents.

2 Issue notice returnable on 17.11.2016.

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 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. -

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

7 8.0, to 17.11.2016. Learned P.O. do waive
service. : ‘ :

N

Sd/-

f/(R.B. Malik)

Member(J)
VSM
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, -
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders .

DATE:';LDI\Ohé
CORAM -

Hhowhio Shek RAJIYAGAH

o

Ron’blc Sl K. B. MALIK (Member) J——

CmachJ“b

AT

R L e LR
Advoeaiz G ©= Appiicant

S T T

St |40 5. oot f/-wco_cJ

- ——€PTTPO. for ihe Respondents

# |

Date : 20.10.2016

0.A. No. 1019 of 2016 (D.B.)

A.S. Jaiswal .... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ....Respondents.

1. . Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
‘Advocate for the applicant and Smt Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
réspondents.

21 Issue notice returnable on 10.11.2016.

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

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

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

. S.0. to 10.11.2016. Learned P.O. do waive
service. ' .

e e

S

Sd/-

“{R.B. Malik)
Member{J)
VSM .
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Officé Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE;Z‘D\‘O\\ 6-
CORAM; -

Hon'ble hii R, B I (Member)
ble i1 R. B. MALIK (Member) j—
APPEARANY

e — s

Date : 20.10.2016

0.A. No. 935 of 2016 (D.B.)

P.J. Ukade .... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ...Respondents.

1 Heard Shri  T.V. Jadhav, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Shri N.K.
Rejpurohit, the learned Chief Presentiﬁg Officer for
the respondents. ; e

2. Issue notice returnable on 17.11.2016.

e 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 Respondents intimation / notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with
complete paper book of O.A. Respondents are put
_ to notice that the case would be taken up for final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

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

6. The service may be done by hand delivery /
* speed post / courier and acknowledgement be

Ad #%.¢ G th2 Appiicant ! obtained and produced along with affidavit of
s s M1 20 B ‘

C.POLROfoT the B cs;;-:mﬁls -.-.......,,,_

S o 716

&

compliance in the Registry within four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice. ‘

T S.0. to 17.11.2016. Learned P.O. do waive
_service. ‘

— ST

Sd/-
<
(R.B. Malik)

Member(J)
VSM

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

a

A ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ......i..... et )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Pregenting I OO i taivasssss i ot csususomes sysn dhRTRE I P g oy34 s Foomasu )

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

Tribunal’s orders

6

 DATE: Q—O\\o\\
CORAM : -
Hon’blc Shii B B MALIK (Member) f—
APFEARAN T i .
.Ad A e Uy Applicent (32 .l-< :

Sheerdmt L6 :
C. PU! 0. for the Respundenm

Date : 20.10.2016

' 0.A. No. 626 of 2016
With ;
0.A. No.627 of 2016 (DB)

D. K. Dhiware
M.S. Kulthe - ... Applicants

Versus

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

15 Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smt. Archana
B.K., the ‘learned Presenting Officer holding for
Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the
respondents. ‘

2.' Learned PO seeks further adjournment to
file affidavit-in-reply. Last chance was already
granted. No more indulgence can be shown. The
OA proceeds without affidavit-in-reply magking it
clear, however, that on the next date/\ eply is
tendered when it is called out for hearmg,, will
be taken on record but no adjournment siall be
given for that purpose. :

Eis OA sh\»ﬁ‘l adJourned and appomted for ﬁnal
hearing before the Second Division Bench.

4, S.0.t022.11.2016.
: R'S}
Sd/-
~"(R.B, Malik)

' Member(J)
VSM

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

A o MAT!z E.

[Spl.-

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

"MUMBAI
i ) DistrICT
igi i No. ~of 20
Original Application q ----- wll
CATORIER, s st sk s S eigeias oy T sssnsh )
versus
The State of Méharasbtra and others -
CEalal T e Respondent/s .
(20 (=S E ot 01 91002 SOt L F R S R o SO hxaen )
Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, o ,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or- Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders
Date : 20.10.2016
0.A. No.1058 of 2016
N.B. Narang -+sonApplicant
Versus
‘The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

DATE:v':.ohtﬁ \\6'

CORAM :

—Mieo—Chetrmam—
Mer e Shri R, B. MALIK {3eraber) J

APTEARANCE
» W =

Advounis for the Applicant

\F
LTIV ey mg gﬁlwﬂww

—EPOTR0. for the Rwspan

oﬁ Ty Achw“f‘

L—\ep\ﬁ"r“b- Vﬁi

1. . Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
‘Advocate  for  the Applicants and  Smt.
S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for

* the respondents.

b Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate
for the applicant informs that the applicant does
not want to file rejoinder.

3. Admit, liberty to mention.

N

Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
Member(J)
VSM,

[BTO.
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L\ (G.C.P.)'J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMTNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
(ATVOOEES s i 5iaansstesronssits sumsims s pasda b s enserr iurnsrars )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(PO B eI I GBI L. <o 2hriinit b oss i pe R westvs osh s Ghebpda e g na Elues )

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 20.10.2016
O.A. No. 434 of 2016

 With
0.A.No. 23 of 2016 (D.B.)

R. V. Surana & Ors
V.P. Suryawanshi & Ors ... Applicants
Versus '

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

,\ o 1. . Heard Shri Sonkavade, the learned Advocate
DATE : ?—O\\Q \ - holding for Shri D.B, Khaire,; the learned Advocate
CORAM : ‘ for the applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the
Memw z learned Presenting Officer for the respondents 1 &
Ron'ble Shri k. B. MALIK (Member) J— 2, Smt Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the

Respondent nos.3,4 & 5 O ¢ T‘ﬂ"\’\t}h’———
ok

APPEARANCE :
Sou\\«mo-cﬁ{;;l’\"\ il
A ach;—for m'ﬁ%ﬁcg‘ st ' 2. Affidavit-in-Rejoinder is taken on record.
o . !
st sz il CXMO 4 3.  Admit with lib .
__EPOTTO. for the Respondents WO L2 mit with liberty to mention.
i ouy G <P :
gfm ! g,‘}:\ Cpaaum‘in_:_)
— A T e G
ohnelen. pileel = ' Sd/
\ + ¢ PR
f P\‘ v Bih (R.B. Malik)
© Pf 2> At T Vel Member(J)

[PTO
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              Sd/-


(A POEREBL L S o L B il o L )
versus
\ The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OHfICOE. ... v i i ineinarssiossasinssonsns Sk )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar'’s orders :
Date : 20.10.2016

DATE : '2-0 \\0"\6
CORAM :

L

Pon’ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) J—
APPEARANCE:

T €, S‘Eﬁ.%m

Adi75iss for the Anpﬁicmt l [

dem?s

5{(!/!6’

Shrt S, N [
C.P.O +2O-for the Resr

- T e ‘o ‘
_—A-d-l-—xw asenTenEseeiay -unnubu"uuulnlnnnuh
Heurd aqu* - ﬁ ﬁ '

0.A. No. 961 of 2016 (D.B.)

V.A. Jiwane & Ors .. Applicant

Versus .

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ....Resi)ondénts.
1. Heard Shri G. Sadavarte, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the respondents.

2. ' The learned Advocate for the applicant
points out the earlier judgment of the Hon’ble High
Court in its Nagpur Bench and submits that this
OA is on all fours with that matter and therefore,
the OA should not linger longer.

3. The learned CPO is directed to make sure
that affidavit-in-reply must be filed and if this OA
is governed by the decided matter, it does not
unnecessarily get pro-longed. Hamdast.

4. S.0.to 16.11.2016.

Sd/-

(R.B-Malik) =
Member(J) :

[PTO.
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(C‘CP)J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AI)MINISTRATIV’E TRIBUNAL

MUMBATI
Original Application No. E of 20 DistricT
A Y Applicant/s
(AQROCALE ... .ol cimressmesmtasiosssesnresnins N e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Offi cerl....._ .............................................................. )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions- and Registrar’s orders ‘
Date : 20.10.2016.
0.A.N0.218 of 2015
C.G. Gaikwad ..Applicant
Vs. : _ .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. "...Respondents
i1 Heard Shri B.A. Band‘iwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

. 2. Learned Advocate . for the Applicant Shri B.A.
DATE: _2 ol "0‘,'/"" Bandiwadekar prays for time to study and address.
CORAM; _ ' :
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
Hentbte ik Rameshkumar-tMember) A 3. Time as prayed for is granted.

A CE' !
e DU QMY)A\\)M\MAV ‘| 4. Adjourned to 24.10.2016.
™
Advocikz for the Applicant
SHTTSML, S 5‘*\”‘*4‘0““%1 Sd/-
C.P.QO/ P.0. for the Respondent/s - .
p6 o {A.H. Joshil o
Adj. To 2 1114\ 16- Chairman '

¥

prk

[PTO.
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5

(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 ; " Disthier ,
h .iv.. Applicant/s -
(Advaocate S T s B T T g i )
“ versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
SEAEI I | N Sl e Respondent/s

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

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

directions and Registrar’s orders -

: Tribunal’s orders
C.A. No 155 0of 2014 in O.A. No.107 of2014

S .
e

HonWie Justice Shri A H. Joshi (Chairman)

L FXEARANCE © :
Shih ‘-!:Df ﬁmc-—( H\L G—v{)
#.dvacate for the Applicant

suri/sme. Lfanana. B,
L0/ P.O. for the Respondent/s

aw o 20l e

Shri P.R. Phulpagar ..App]lcant
AN ; s
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

_ Heard Smt. Archana BXK., learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents. None for the Applicant.

2 Ld. PO states that calculation of the amount which

applicant would have received had he been permitted to

join'on 1.10.2014, is done.

3z Statement qf calculation is tendered. It is taken on

record. : _ : y ‘ y

4, Subject to final order as may be passed in this CA,
the respondents are directed to deposit an amount of
Rs.2,83,068/-, as calculated by the respondents in this

Tribunal w1thm four Weeks from today.

5. 8.0.10 17.11.2016. f ?\

Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, J.
Chairman
20.10.2016

(sg))

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAT
Original Application No. of 20 DistricT
: ‘ : ..... Applicant/s
CAATOCRER #votivsssmistossbopuedyiiessurensmsiisssedivassiosssorissios)
versus
Ti‘}'le State of Maharashtra and others
s Respondent/s
P resening O CET. ... ciii s orvsssibetonss sosaisCormtainns e siasnsh )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders Date : 20.10.2016
0.A.No.860 of 2015
M.M. Vidhate ‘ ..Applicant
Vs.
. The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ..Respondents
1= Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered

affidavit. It is taken on record.

: 3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri B.A.
DATE: _ Loioli & . PP
CoRAL: - : Bandiwadekar prays for time to consider the reply and file
Hon'v:i¢ g Shri A. H. Joshi (Cheirmen) rejoinder, only if it is imperative. -
4. 5.0.t001.12.2016. i ?1
Sd/-

Advoc e forie Amlm‘ ; E ' |

H. Joshi, U | V™"
St A Chgand o ~TA.H. Joshi, “
CRO /PO #3r the Respondem/s Chairman _

T M1

prk

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

" Tribunal’s orders

pate: __2oliall &
LOR_AM

;‘»"'U:&:ﬂ-‘ C Te U\A“AML—

Advocsic for the Applicant |
FhetSmi, : ¥.5. 46\1‘4“\)5-4
"0 /PO, for the Respoudem's

‘Ady. To.... T\iﬁ [) W&‘r\ﬂ”}z
2l gl

~

ﬁ_

Date : 20.10.2016.
M.A.No.417 of 2016 in O.A.No.317 of 2014 (Nagpur)

Maharashtra Rajya Sthapatya

Abhiyandtriki Shavvak Sangh ..Applicant

Vs,

The State of Maharashtra. ..Respondent
1 Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for

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

Officer for the Respondent.

2: This is an application for transfer of O.A. from
Nagpur Bench to Principal Seat at Mumbai.  O.A. is of the
year 2014.

21, In view that the Division Bench is not available at
M.A.T. Aurangabad Bench, O.A. can be transferred to

Principa'] Seat at Mumbai.

4. Hence, in view of the foregoing following order is
passed :- '

(a) 0.A.N0.317/2014 is transferred to Principal
Seat at Mumbai for hearing and disposal
" according to law

(b) Applicant should apply and collect the
original papers by hand delivery and to
deposit the same within 15 days.

(c) Applicant shall serve intimation of transfer in
the office of C.P.0. and the Respondent.

(d)  Furnish additional sets and paper book to the
Respondent.

(e) No notice of transfer would be issued to the
Applicant.

(f) If Applicant seeks adjournment after
‘transfer, than the transfer shall stand
cancelled and matter will go back to Nagpur
Bench automatically. :

Sd/-
“TA.H. Joshi, i}{]™

Chairman

5, M.A. is accordingly allowed.
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: ’%\_\ah b
CORAM :
Hoa'M: ", - Shii A1 Joshi (Chairman)

e T dandradre

AEVOCH 2 v Agolicant |

s ottt S K‘j 4‘\\\6‘)6«4

RO, 0 darthe Resbondent/s

Date : 20.10.2016.
M.A.No.416 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.426 of 2014 (Nagpur ) -

Maharashtra Rajya Sthapatya
Abhiyandtriki Shavvak Sangh -..Applicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra. ' ..Respondent

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt.' K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondent.

2. This iS an application for transfer of O.A. from

Nagpur Bench to Principal Seat at Mumbai. O.A. is of the
year 2014.

3. In view that the Division Bench is not availa_ble at

" M.A.T. Aurangabad Bench, O.A. can be transferred to

Principal Seat at Mumbai.

4, Hence, in view of the foregoing following order is

passed :-

(a) - 0.AN0.426/2014 is transferred to Principal
Seat at Mumbai for hearing and disposal
according to law.

(b) Applicant should apply and éollect the
original papers by hand delivery and to
deposit the same within 15 days.

B (] Applicant shall serve intimation of transfer in
the office of C.P.O. and the Respondent.

(d) Furnish additional sets and paper book to the
Respondent.

(e) No notice of transfer would be issued to the
Applicant. '

(f) If Applicant seeks - adjournment .after.
transfer, than the transfer shall stand
cancelled and matter will go back to Nagpur
Bench automatically.

5. M.A. is accordingly allowed. -

& y —
3// / :
’—(_A:H. Josht, T/

" Chairman
prk :




Office Notes, lOft‘ice Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : ?-6] la|| &

CORAN!;
Hon'bl: tustize Shii A, H. Joshi (Chairman)

AC“ AR - £\.,_l;
St o Bl {kvsm qresenk:

Advoswc fur the Applicant |

shri o, - TG, Ry fzh b
C.RQ/ 0. for the Respondenz,’s

Ad. To..... )G 0116

0.A.No.756 of 2015

Shri R.S. Pawar .Applicant
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heérd Shri R.S. Pawar, Applicant in person and
Shri NK Rajpurohlt learned Chief Presentmg Officer
for the ReSpondents :

2. Ld. CPO states as follows:

(a) - That he has received communication dated -
19.10.2016 from Principal Secretary, Skill
Development = and Entrepreneurship

~ Department informing that applicant’s case
was considered by the DPC and he is not
found eligible.

(b)  Since applicant belongs to OBC category
] adv'erse_ decision cannot be communicated
without confirmation from Social Justice
Department.

(¢c)  For this compliance minimum 15 days time
is required.
3. Ld. CPO is directed to .fumishr a copy of
communication dated 19.10.2016 to the applicant.

4. The applicant states that he would avail an
opportunity of making representation to the Social
Justice Department in order to bring to their notice the

wrongs committed by the DPC.

3

(AH=Toshi /Ay vyt
Chairman :
20.10.2016

5. S.0.1016.11.2016. |

(sgi)




(}_\dvoce;te ................... IS -SOAN L R

Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and (;thers-

(Presentiing CHINCOT. . .i; vovvis e yireehadssnaisiammssins

. Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

MA. 104/16 in CA.16/16 in OA.78/14 (A bad)

DATE: Qo Lgh A
CORAM:
Hon'ble Justice Sari A, H. .ioshl (Chalmnn)

7 Honble-She M—hmedd:m(Mmhef)—A
AF!‘LARAI‘ 2E:
Shri/Sua. .1 !mL)F‘/ he_aaq).

Advocate fot th eA nhcam

ﬁ'mumle:ém

C Y0/ PO. tur the i gspondeat/s

Ak To \'7\P 2k

e

Shri Bhujal A. Sanghtana ..Applicant
= VRS e '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2..  Ld. PO prays for time for ﬁhng affidavit showmg

comphance and apology, if they wish to file.

3. 8.0.t0'17.11.2016. A\

G’Yﬁ' JOShl, Tvq .
Chairman
20.10.2016

(sgj)

[BT0.




" C.A.No0.350f2016 in O.A. No.571 of 2015

Shri S.T. Shinde St & ..Applicant
Vs. : :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

| Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for
* the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. The order passed in OA No.571 of 2015 by this
Tribunal is carried before the Hon’ble High Court.

3. Shri Chandratre, Ld. Advocate for the applicant

argues for taking cognizance of the contempt.

4, He argues that because the State has gone to High
Court and order is not stayed and adjournments are being
sought the applicant’s right to request to take cognizance

of contempt has come to risk.

5. It is seen that in some matters the Hon’ble High
Court has observed that in view of filing of writ petition
‘there is no question of Tribunal’s proceeding with the

contempt application.

6. In this background Ld. Advocate for the applicant
prays for time for seeking leave from Hon’ble High

Court to proceed with present 'contembt application.

7. © S.0.t028.11.2016. %/
| '(TCH.'Joshi;I‘%"m
Chairman
20.10.2016
~ (sgj)
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(G. C P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA IVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT . )
il T e, B R g B AT R Applicant/s
(Advocate B s ey, B9 Dl S )
versus
T}.ie State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s .
(Presentin_gOfﬁcer......................4...‘............‘ ................ oo libebiet ) i
Office Notes, Oftice Memorandn of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ovders or Tribunal’ s orders
directio_ns and Registrur’s orders
Date : 20.10.2016.
0.A.No.434 of 2015
A.P.Khare - ...Applicant
: Vs. : ’ s v
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents '
% Heard Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. ;
2 In view of leave note of learned Advocate for the

Applicant Smt. Punam Mahajan,adjourned t0.25.11.2016.

(A H. JoshﬁK“ —
“Chairman .

pate:_Zolllb -
CORAM: el
Hon’i:tc fusrice Shri A, H. Joshi (Ch&iﬁmﬂ) prk |

‘-

“'Cf*

Shav/Sin Lﬂ_ﬁ\le N ‘
k x‘nﬁz&‘ﬁm Yoo,

Advucaie iu.' t

Shgi Srd. T“‘ 4 6&\4'4
C#O /¢ forthe Respondent/s

AB;. To. ""ﬁ )16

=
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015). : 2 |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE IYIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
‘ ' MUMBAI '

Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT . 5

' ..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCAL ....lurerssrnsssssesssssiassmns st ssssssss ety )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
" Respondent/s

(PreBemting OFFCET ..o senmeisismsimsmssssassassisaisosesssgesnesssi s )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corﬁm,
Appenrance, Tribunal’s ovders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registyar’s orders '

& Date : 20.10.2016.

M.A.N0.251 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.660 of 2015 (Nagpur) with
M.A.No.252 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.661 of 2015 (Nagpur) with
M.A.No.253 of 2016 in 0.A.No0.827 of 2015 (Aurangabad)
o M.S. Joshi & Ors. (M.A.251/2016 IN 0.A.660/2015

S.B. Korke & Ors. (M.A.252/2016 IN 0.A.661/2015)

M.S. Joshi & Ors. (M.A.253/2016 IN 0.A.827/2015)
' ; ...Applicants

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

1. Heard Shri A.J. Chougule, ‘the learned Presenting

Officer for the Resbondents.

Chairman

L 2. None appears for the Applicant.
pate,__ 2-e\lallb .
CORAM : : . 3. Adjourned to 07.12.2016. 3\
Hen't#: . *ice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) . L :
s T e Ihe (). , " (A.H. Joshi, J) Q v

Alvocss ot T3 A?hcﬂn_'
Bbri eor A3 tngwes

aes

CRL . dorthe Respondent/s

Ady. To. 7\‘74 U" :

prk

¥

[PTO.




6f11ce Notes, Office Memox:andn of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s arders

.b'rl'ibunn!' s Q!'{.@ers

DATE ;
QDRA =
Jden L‘.c Justice ShrlA H. Joshi (Chalrman)

Q._O\] dh Y Sl i

LS

APFLS

L] L~ INCE

—-——

Sttt HR\JGA}\‘-‘\’) Gﬂﬂ m?(’_l,dn

Auvicate for the Applicant
shei st AN ¥
C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s

AdTo. D\ALE, be%re,f mld.

- Shri H.R. Jadhav

* for the applicant is discharged. o

0.A.N0.919 0f 2016

..Applicant
Vs. =
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents -

Heard Shri H.R. Jadhav, Applicant in person and Smt.
Archana B.K., Ld. P.O. for the Respondents. : :

2. Today.T have passed order in MA No.399/16 in the

transfer. However, in order to protect the Hon’ble Vice-

Chairman Shri Rajiv Agarwal from possibility of scurrilous

-~ allegations on the part of the applicani, I order that OA

N0.919 of 2016 be transferred for hearing and disposal to

Hon’ble Member (J).

4 The applicant shéll be free to ask for date of hearing

after giving due notice to the respondents.

4. Miss S.P.- Manchekar, learned _Advocate for the
applicant has tendered praecipe praying for discharge of her

appearance.

5. Ap_péarance of Miss S.P: Manchekar, Ld. Advocate

.

20 10.2016

(sgi)

~above OA and declined to accept the applicant’s request for -




Office Notes, Office Memprpnda of Coram, .
" Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
divections and Registrar’s orders

A

M.A. N0.399 0f 2016 in O.A. No.919 0f 2016

Shri HR. Jadhav =~ - - ..Applicant
Vs. : : =
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

‘ Heard Shri H.R. Jadhav, Applicant in person and Smt.
Archana B.K., Ld. P.O. for the Respondents.

2. . The grounds put forward by the applicant for seekiﬁg
transfer of his case from Shri Rajiv Agarwal, Hon’ble Vice-

Chairman to other bench is pressed on following grounds:

(4)  The applicant states that the Hon’ble Judge
Rajiv Agarwal J granted the said four weeks sought
for by the learned Public Prosecutor, but made a
sweeping observation by asking whether the applicant
was the same Jail Officer of the Training College at

" Pune. The applicant states that when his learned
" Advocate answered in the affirmative, the learned
Judge was pleased to grant the said time of four
weeks. '

(6)  The applicant states that both the said cases are

~ very vital and having high stakes inasmuch as he is at
present under suspension. The applicant apprehends
that he would not get justice since the learned Judge
has already made certain observations against him in -
the initial stage itself. Accordingly, the aforesaid case

. ; he transferred to the file of any other learned Judge of
. 2o ek g o .

ng : \{o\( b i . this Hon’ble Court. _ ;
CORAM : (quoted from page 3 of MA N0.399/16
Har’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman ' . )
Hew'ile Shrivfamestkumar (Member) B During oral submissions the applicant in person has
AFPLARANCE : T : reiterated the same grounds. - J
SkriiSant : Sy A QK rdhew - )
Advocate for the Appli I“VV' vy e, 1 In view ‘of the foregoing MA No.399 of 2016 for
g;i (l)slnl"lo _'ﬁm"\ﬂ ?)‘K transfer is dismissed. ‘

| 0. forthe Res?ondenVs ‘ ; : gf/ / —_—

A ! 3 . B & S & (i P AT =—

‘ m‘ ) . . (AH JOShl,

Ay Toum 212, '*I’W“’j“l - - Chairman Q

LY

ﬁq;/ . e 20.10.2016
: (s 5 |
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

_ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - DIsSTRICT
TP S R AT R S T L e Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE Jioiivrvreeeeereeeeerssssrsnsssnsbasansesmrieisnnitassesssees )
©versus
The State of Mahélraé_htra and others
) T Y o R S Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.................. Nl A W, e ST WS )
’ L]
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeuarunce, Tribunal’s ovders or Trib_unal’g orders
directions and Registrar’s orders v
Date : 20.10.2016.
0.A.No0.1019 of 2015
J.V, Patil ...Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1 5 Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,; the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. -
2. In view of leave note of learned Advocate for the

DATE : Q“" ol &
CORAM : W
How*bic Justice Shri A. H. Joski (Cbeirman)

B

APPEARANCE :

Shri/Se ....EQ_\!Q h&& d‘j,?r
aoeck W Klay) o ot
St 7Sme. . XS Gewed

C.PQ / P.O. for the Respondent's

Ad T 250016

P2

Applicant Smt. Punam Mahajan, adjourned to 25.11.2016.
: e “

|
S//—
a—— 1- 8 2y
(A.H. loshif-lf“
Chairman :

- prk

[PTO.




Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

directions and Registrar’s orders,

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : ‘-9—0‘ v\l b

CORAM :
Hon“‘u sstiee ShriA. H. Joshl(Chammn)

sm..«& .o ““4'(‘:%( e
Ad"s:a-tﬂié}.rrﬂwﬁ{spumt &A

Shri /%t
C.P.0J £O. for the Respondent/s

Adsy. T 7‘{\‘\ o\\ 6.

Date : 20.10.2016.

0.A.No.47 of 2015

R.M. Ghoge ..Applicant
Vs.. :

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

the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

% Dr. Ganesh Mulay, then Depdty "Director
(Informauon), Konkan Division is present. Present Director
Shri - Ajay D.- Ambekar, Drector (Information)

(Administrative) is also present.

3. Dr. Ganesh . Mulay, then Deputy Director
(Information), Konkan Division expresses apé!ogy for the
mistake comitted for the applicant. However, it is not
explained as to how affidavit was filed on the points apart
from those are involved. It is necessary to give him the
opportunity and also notify to him the consequences of

filing irrelevant affidavit.

4, Dr. Ganesh Mulay, then Deputy Director
(Information) is put to notice that if proper apology does
not come forward, he would be saddled with costs of

Rs.25,000/-.

5, Dr. Ganesh Mulay, then Deputy Director
(Information) prays for four ‘weeks time for filing proper

explanation and apology.

6. Request of four weeks time being unreasonable is

rejected. Time is granted till 25.10.2016.

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

Respondents.

0\

e
H Joshl, (D
Chalrman -

8. S.0. to 25.10.2016.

nrk




Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar's orders -

Date : 20.10.2016.
0.A.N0.272 of 2015 with 0.A.No.273 of 2015

D.P. Londhe (0.A.272/2015)

G.S. Dumbre (0.A.273/2015) - ..Applicants

Vs. )

The State of Maharashtra & Ors; .,.Respondents

= Heard Shri A. Apte, the learned Advocate for the

Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting "

Officer for the Respondents.

' ) 2. Learned Advocate f_or the Applicants Shri -A. Apte -
states as follows :-

(a) Though leave to amend was sought and was.
‘granted on 22.08.2016, due to certain
personal difficulties learned Advocate was
not able to carry out the amendment

(b) He prays for enlargement by two weeks and
undertakes to carry out the within the time
granted.

3. Amendment O.A. be served on the Respondents.

Reply to the amended OA be filed before next date.

4. . Adjournedto01.12.2016.

2.0\1o)\ & /
SR e % . | f T 7
e <tiee Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman) : : - “TA.H. Joshi, 6 ’
eyt - Chairman :

prk

Advocss o e Applicant

C.P.O / B, for the Respondent/s

Adj. Toweene ‘\i \?/‘9'916




(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 201.)) . ‘ ISpl.- MAT-F- 2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 . 7 DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(BRAVOCALE s oriis b oo spon irenit s ras s fosigas )
" versus l
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presem;mg 65 e W WG AT et ol s e o )
Office Nute;.. Office Memoranda ul"quum, 7
“Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 20.10.2016.
0.A.No.41 of 2016
S.B. Sawant : ..Applicant
Vs. )
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
. 1. Heard Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.
2, Noﬁe for the Applicant.
3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Ms. N.G. Gohad

: prays for time for filing reply.
pate:___ 2olul)b -

CORANL:: Wy | 4. Adjrourned to 22.11.2016.
HonWilc o Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman)

Sl ——
~(A.H. Joshi, ﬂrrvﬁ
Chairman v

Advovase Far the Apploant
. R

90 'P{B for {2 Respondentls " prk

/.4y Te l 9’"““1 ].6'

[PTO.




_ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA’IIVE TRIBUNAL

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
Pl AT N T M e s Applicant/s
CAAVOCHTES o iiass feitnironded 0 LR R Rt e oy RN e T )
versus.
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Prosenting OFCer:. ... i v smsrrasssissstirssegessisiomstemsobbrsssssis et )
Office Nutes,‘ Office Memoranda of Coram, ; ;
Appearance, Pribunal’s ovderd or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ol Date : 20.10.2016 : :
0.A.No.31 of 2015
Dr. S.N. Waydande A ,...Applicanf
Vs, ..
. The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
s Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.
. 2, None appears for the Applicant.
338 Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for time to

verify as to whether affdlawt filed by the State is adequate

to contest the O.A..

D 2 g b
..‘..‘!%M: hoh _ 4.  In view of request of learned P.O for the
Hon'ble fustice Shri A. H. Jashi (Ch&imun) Respondents, adjour‘_ned to 23.11.2016.
M- ) o ‘ > 'S
AP?FARANCE : 1
Shri/Smmy. ¢ Hd’\f—f% 'H:L&M ; ;‘ﬁ'l-fgj\‘m/—_
Advocate for the Appticant G ' \ _Chairman 5
Shri/Smu. 2 K_S 60\]\'(\\)0-‘4 -
CRO/PO. for the Respondent?s prk

-Ady. To Q"b\“ b b
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