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Date : 21.09.2016.

M.A.No.371 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.443 of 2014 (Nagpuf)

R.D. Wardhane .... Applicants.
Versus , |
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1.° Heard Shri S.Y. Deopujari, the learned Advocate for
the ‘Applicants and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned

Presenting Officer for Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri S.Y. Deopujari states that if

notices are issued he would collect those today itself.

3. In view of the statement of learned Advocate issue

notice returnable on 04.10.2016.

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

issugd.

5. . Applicants are authorized and directed to serve on

Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly

 authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book:

of 0.A.. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

hearing.

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

Rules, 1988.

7. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed
post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry’
within one week. Applicants are directed to file Affidavit

of compliance and notice.
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. (A.H. Joshi, }.
Chairman

8. 5.0. to 04.10.2016.
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(Advocate c.......coce.. yeernes et a e e eaey

versus

B

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer.........cocoveeiinecvnsinvnennnnns

D eeee Respondent/s

........... feria e aeeenees)

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

I'vibunal's orders

DATE ;

CORAM
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Date : 21.09.2016.

- €.A.No0.47 of 2016 O.A.No0.883 of 2014

... Applicant.

M.G. Shaikh

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. "....Respondents.
1. ‘Heard Smt. Archana B.X, the learned Presenting

Officer for the:Respondents.
2., ShriMG. Shaikh, Applicant in person is absent. |

3. Learned P.O. 5mt. Archana BK. for  the
Respondents prays for time for securing suitable
communication to confirm that order passed in O.A. is’

complied with.

4. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 29.09.2016.
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...

..... APPLCANTS
%
(Ad’vocate Nt e n vt nentrennyaens rares e E ettt rtrereararaas )
versus '
The State of Maharashtra and others
Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer....., e et e eer e )

Office Notes, Office Memorandq of Corum,
Appearance, Tribupal’s orders aor ' Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders

Date : 21.09.2016.

R.A.No.2 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.956 of 2014 with
0.A.N0.957 of 2014 with 0.A.N0.958 of 2014

-'. The Stéte of Maharashtfa & Ors: Apblicant.
Vefsus
S.T. Tiwari & Cr's. ....Respondents.
1. Hea‘fd"Smt. K.S. Gatkwad, the learned Pretenting

Officer for the Applicants (Org. Respondents) and Shri B.A.
Ba'ndiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Respondents
§ . ' } .

" (Org. Applicants).

2. Lea‘rned P.0. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad prays. for time to

. | study and address.

3. . Time as prayed for is granted.
4. S.0.t027.09.2016 Q
(A. H JOShI J

T dAmpiioons Ca’ﬂ R&?P) !
é’) Ay {b A E?P\M‘AJQAGVQVM\‘ prk
'r—‘-rﬁ-ap il aaipondani/s Cord. ﬂ{ﬂ) :

Ad). To.n 27 I.ﬂ.ll ..........................

Chairman

wresn

P




{Advyocate

pversus

The State of Maharashtra and others

{Presenting Officer

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

Respondent/s

foice Notes, Otfice Memorundﬁ ot Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders
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T Date 1 21.09.2016.

' 0.A.N0.444 of 2016

Tt

Dr. R.V. Jadhav .. Applicant

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Sh_riirP.S. Bhavake, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant is absent.

3. ' Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K: Rajpurohit for the
Respondents states that file in which the decision to

transfer is taken is not brought and prays for day’s time. .
4. Adjourned to 26.09.2016.'
e C‘//”‘ G
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Chairman
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Original Application No. - RRRTY 35210 © DistricT

- Applicant/s

(Advocate
Uersies
The State of Maharashtra and oihers

Kespoondent/s

(Presenting Officer... .....oooooveeeo oo )
Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunai’s srders
directions und Registrar's orders C.A. No. 60 of 2006 i in O A NO 1083 0f2003
Shri §.D. Sankhe .,Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents-

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
{or the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, icarned P1esentmg
Officer for the Respondents.

2. List the CA for hearing on 28.9.2016 before

Division Bench consisting of myself and [Hon’ble Vice-

Chairman.
(A. I, Ioshl
C hdll‘[lldll
21.8.2016
(sgj)
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(G.C.PJJ 2260 (A (50,000—2-2015) \Spl- MATF2 E
IN THE MAIiARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAIL
Original Application No. =~ -~ ° . of 20 : B KDJS“FR‘I(,‘I'
' Applicant/s

(Advocate ......... TR )

versas

The State of Maharashtra and others

R&bp oindent/s
. (Prese_nting Offlcer. i )
Ut‘t'i;:e Noutes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuavance, Tribunal’s orders or Tetbunal’ s srdevs
divestions and Registear's orders _CA.116/2014 in OAs.3, 24, 38,39, 40 & 412014
Shri S:R. Pimputkar & Ors, ..Appiicants
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondenits

Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Special

Counse! for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Special Counsel states that compliance as

would be done till next date would be reported.

3. S.0.105.102016. )
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Chairman

21.9.2016
(sgj)-

4“.6\' A

_...‘ 'lomrb ¥haiie. ofl Ginsd

LAY MEaawnat

203 oy e \L"“ul dent/s

Ad;.Ta........?hﬁ\..l,b.: ......... s cnersons
#L.

(PO




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.681 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SOLAPUR

M.LA. Mujawar .... Applicant.
Versus '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant is absent.

smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents
CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, Ci“'lAiRMAN

DATE  :21.09.2016.

ORDER
1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant is absent.
3. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad has tendered the affidavit. It is taken on record.
4. Perusal of the affidavit reveals that the affidavit is filed on behalf of Responde‘nt

No.2, by Shri Dildar B. Tadvi, Police Inspector, office of Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Solapur.

5. It is quite likely that the Superintendent of Police (Rural), Sotapur has lot of
pressure of work and therefore he has authorized Shri D.B. Tadvi, Sub-Inspector

attached to his office to sign the affidavit.

6. The officer, Shri D.B. Tadvi who has signed the affidavit has neither understood |
the seriousness or nor has understood even the facts of the matter. The approach and
language of the affidavit fail to communicate whatever record depicts. This state of
. situation would mean that the case goes uncontested. It turns out to be a case of

contest at the hands of an officer who does not understand as to what he has to say

and also does not understand the meaning of whatever he is saying. '




7. While this order was being dictated, learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the

Respondents prays for time stating as follows :-

fn the interest of justice opportunity be give Superintendent of Police, Solapur
(Rural) to fully examine the matter and even to examine the contents of the
affidavit.

8. If Superintendent of Police (Rural), Solapur decides to file appropriate affidavit,

considering the entire record, he may do so on or before next date.
9. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 17.10.2016.

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

communicate this order to the Respondents.

. (A.H. ]oshi,
Chairman
prk .
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{Spl.- MarP-F-2 E.

RATIVE TRIBUNAL

(GOD I 220 (A (50,000—2-2018)
IN THE N[AI{ARASHT RA ADMINIST
- MUMBAI

Original Application No, of 20 DISTRICT
T Applicant/s
(Advocate )
versus '
The State of Maharashtra and others
» S Respondent/s

(Prc'sen_ting Officer

Office Nutes, Office qum'undu af Corun,

Appuearance, Tribunul's urders or
) directivns and Reyistrar’s orders . '
Date : 21.09.2016
O_.A.No.lﬁl of 2016
Shri K.H. Pimple ....Applicant
Versus
...Respondents

The State of Maha. & Ors.

e, the learned Advocale

| Heard Shri 8.8. Der
‘Archana B.K., the

he Applicant and Smt

for t
resenting Officer for the R

learned P espondents.

2. Original Application is admitted and put

up for argumentson 23.09.2016.
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Admin
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Office Notes, Office Memorands ot Cornin,
Appenrante, Tribunalls or rders or
divections and Registrar's orders -

Tribunal' s orders

Date : 21.09.2016

0.A.No.758 of 2016
Smt. R.S. Indalkar ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard ~ Shri AV, Bandiwadekar, the

lgarned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.

Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri
AV, Bandlwadekar requests  that the - facts
arising out of communication of 31. 08. 2016 by
" the Principal of Daulatraoc Jadhav Jail Officers
Training College, Yerwada, Pune be allowed to Le
incorporate‘)‘ by way of amendment and said

communication be allowed LoAchallengeA\

3. The practical difficulty stated by him in so

far as the Applicant concerned because of which

DATE : ‘2—(|q,lg

't will consume a lot of time, if the regular M.A.
was to be filed. Therefore, the said request 18

granted.

4.  The amendment be carried out within two

N, (L*—S‘» | N e l<. weeks from today. Consolidated cdpy of the O.A.

/W'O fur e Ko f\)!‘qu
Adj. Ton -y \ (O\ (/G

after amendment be filed and copy be furnished

to the learned P.O. for her to file -affidavit-in-

reply.

'S0, to 5.10.2016.

o
~
%

Sd/-

—
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
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Oftfice Notes, Office Memor andu of Cornm,

Ap]nurnn(.e, Tribunul’s orders or Pribunal’s orders

dirvections und Regutrura 01dL!‘S

Date : 21.09.2016
0.A.No.880 of 2015 .
Shri S.N. Gosavi , ....Applicant
Versus

The Commissioner of Police,
Mumbai and Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri AV, Bandiwadekar, the

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

the Respondents;

2. Learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents smt. Archana B.K. is being
instructed by Smt. Bhavana Charudatta Lad,
Senior Clefk from the office of Additiénal
Commissioner of Pdlice, gouth Region, Nagpada,
Mumbal Le. Respondent 'No.2. That prayer
clause (a) and (b) have been fulfilled and;‘\ynams |

in so far as they are concerned. Prayer clause (¢}

DATF 2«\‘%“6

is consequent1a1 thereupon and in my VIEW,

unnecessary time is being consumed to make

’Gﬁ'&w‘a‘l"' sure that the 0O.A. worked itself out.

| ST H

o{ViggChairman)—
JB MALIK (Member) [ 7

S

APPE AL SN 3. 1 dlrecta(that whatever reqmrement

SheichstT Q\ A\ @@’“\Cﬁl@mﬁﬂ“}..
Advovas: for the Applicaat
S Ao bhana, Bile
/Mﬂﬂd for the Respondents

3 S0 '—{-’o B\EDMQ.
R padasT //

remamed it must be completed on OF before

30.09.2016 and the matter be placed for- final
order on 3_.10.2016. It is also directed that on
the adjourned date, some responsible SEIior

officer must remain present.

5.0. to 3.10.2016. Hamdast.

. NS -
\\a
Sd/-
(RCB. Malik)
Member (J}
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(G.O.P) d 2260 (A) (50,0002 -2015 ‘ 1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT IVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 . : ' ~ DisTRICT l
e Applicant/s )
CAAVOCALE crrrvnnssesssmossssssosne e )
persies

The State of Mahavashtra and others

..... Respondenf/s

(Presenting Ofﬁcer)

Office Notes, Oftice Memornnda of Coruimn,
Appenrunet, Pribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders

directions and Registrar 'g orders

e

Date : 21.09.2016

0.A.No.156 of 2016

smt. K.A. Jamadar ....Applicant

Versus
The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri G M. Savagave, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. KS.
Gaikwad, the learned presenting Officer for the

Respbndents.

2. Affidavit-in- rejoinder is taken o1 record.

DATE: 2 C{hg

O.A. 18 adjourned for hearing making it clear
OR 4. Ay &~
g‘\‘;hr\l\ﬂ.

- that-if sur-rejoinder is(\}:f'@ it must be filed on

the next date and not thereafter.

e 3.0. to 3.10.2016. |

2 ‘

) @_A o ,L:%*'
S 2282 Sd/- a
@ij vl We&“‘-’ el (R.B. Malik)

s.o.to B LC')\\G- e Member {J)

i ane s bb

A

144

PTO.



Admin
Text Box

          Sd/-


N

U

Offige Notes, Office Memorunds of Coram,
AppPearsnce, Tribunal's orders o¥
direotions und Registrar's orders

Tribunal's orders

Date : 21.09.2016
M.A.No.358 of 2016 in 0.A.No.926 of 2016

Dr. S.N. Kundetkar ....Applicant

Versus .
The State of Maha. & Ors ...Respondents
l 1. Heard Shri A. Joshi, the learned Advocate

for the Apphcant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2. Issue notice returnable on 5.10.2016.

3. Trlbunal may take the case for final
disposal at this stage and separate notice for

final disposal shall not be 1ssued4

4. -Applica’ntl is authorized and directed o
serve on Respondent intimation/ notice of date of
hearing duly authe_nticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondents
are put to notice that the casé would be taken
up for final disposal at the stage of admission

hearing.

DATE %@\C(-‘IG.

CORAM:

3. This intimation/notice is ordered under

T s e Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Qg it B MALIK (Mcmbcr):l

" Advsime ke Applieant
_,S‘-—v"‘ RCER-Rh qu

__‘_'/CA—M.U‘ for the Respondents
=.0 0 ) llolle-

@

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

T acknowledgement b€ obtained and produced

along with afﬁdavit of compliance in the Registry
~ within one week. Applicant is directed to file

Affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. 5.0.to 5.10.2016.
N I

A 5

Sd/-

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
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(G.CP) d 2260 (A) (50,0002 2015) | {Sph- MAT-F2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAIL
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
S Applicant/s
(AAVACAEE crvecrermseressmsmsssessmnssiss s s )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondent/s

(Presenting OFTLCET v evseers st )

Office Nutes, Ottice Memorunda of Covam,
Appesrance, Tribunal’s vrders or Pribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s vrders

e —

—— e —

PDate : 21.09.2016
0.A.No.794 of 2016

Dr. S.R. Chinchkar ....Applicant

Versus
The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri S.B, ,Gaikwad, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana
B.K., the learned presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents seeks
time fo file affidavit-in-reply. Last.chance was

granted and sufficient time was given.

3. The O.A. proceeds without affidavit-in-
reply making it clear that on the next dafe
whenever matter appears before the bench, if the

reply ];.?‘Is/tcndered, it will be taken o1l record but

no further qate will be given thercastel.

"

4. In this view of the matter, Q.A. s admitted
and placed for ‘hearing before appropriate bench

,_.CM Q ﬁ,nm. hwpfmd;l‘ts' e
& P -2 a&wgi(ﬂ :
S on 13.10.2016.

' \0\\6.

o .
M vabh Sy

s $.0.to0 13.10.2016. o
- S
Sd/-
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(R.B. Malik)

Member (J)
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(G.C.P.) J 22060 (A) (50,0002~ -2015) 1Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE NLAHARASHT RA ADMINIS'I RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. of 20 ' DISTRICT
: L Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE 1ooovrrmcermerssssnessesess e 2 ‘..I ...... )
versts
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Prosenting OFICOr. oo )
Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Curum,:
Appearante, rribunal’s orders or Pribunal’s orders
directions. und chistruf’s arders
Date : 21.09.2016
0.A.No.830 of 2016
C.R. Rajput ....Applicant
Versus

The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. S.
Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents informs
that the proposal in favour of the Applcant has
been forwarded to the G.AD.

DATE: 2(\"(“€

CORAM

| i ! : T 3. In this view of the matter, last chance 18

Fron bie Shri R, B, WMALIK (Member) f—
ATPRAPLNCE

MOS0 degdale

granted for reply.

.

Shui/ S ’
L 4. S.0.to 5.10.2016..
Advuszte foi dhe Apphc:mt .
S AN %Qd\v Abre e — \ \\L
_-G—rf‘rf" O, tor the R‘..pondems w .
Sd/- \\e
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(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
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(G.C.Py J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
E)riginal Appiication No. . ‘ of 20 DisTRICT
‘ ' IR Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE cooorereemrrcsmsresesemn g o0 eeenes e )

versus
Phe State of Maharashtra and others
..... Resﬁondentjs

(Presenting Oiﬁcell ......... TP SRR PSR )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearunce, Teibunul’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders

| .

" Date : 21.09.2016

0.A.No.737 of 2016

Smt. V.Y. Makasare ‘ ....Applicant
Versus -
The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.
Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer
holding for Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned "

presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents secks

time fo file affidavit-in-reply. Last chance was

| granted and sufficient time was given.
DATE %\\C\hg

QQ»&“M _ ' 3. - The O.A proceeds without affidavit—in—

reply making it clear that on the next date

whenever matter appears before the bench, if the

reply l}e\x?/te,ndered it will be taken on record but

: Advugate for 146 Ac stickat no further date will be gwen thereéﬁ%ﬁ/

__Sﬂ-rr’ﬁ[z ,&x,qmm,_. SP_; ]
o o 4. In this view of the matter, O.A. 18 admitted
gn prmtdems(e) B ;
“\C and placed for hearing before appropriate bench

R AR LY F\MM ' on 13.10.2016.
e o to (3ll0ll6
(e

3. S.0. to 13.10.2016.

LN

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

Sha.
‘ {PTO.
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Otfice Notes, Qffice Memoranda of Coramy,
Appearanes, ribunel’s orders or
directions und Registrar's ovders

7 Mpipunal’ s orders

Date : 21,09.2016
O.A.N0.910 of 2016

Shri R.B. Shaikh ~...Applicant
Versus _
The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents

. Heard Shri IEI_’/, Hakke Patil, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana

B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.
5. -Issue notice returnable on 19.10:2016.
3. Tribunal may take the case for final

disposal at this stage and separate notice for

final disposal shall not be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed t0
serve on Respondent 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

S
T

SRR
. ‘ " A lhl\l-'l‘l,
Her {io o A8 miatlh oo d

ALl peiomber)
APt =0 '

i

st BB Retcie Bkl

questions such as limitation and alternate

remedy are kept open.

0. The service may be done by Hand

Advoeate fe: U Applcait

~FOTEC. 1oy the Respundents

delivery/ speed post/ courier and
acknowledgement be- obtained and produced

~along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

Foe

within one week. Applicant is directed to file

Affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. 3.0.to 19.10.2016.
. \—_J
Lt ’/—
Sd/- 'S
(R.B. Malik}
Member (J)

P Bba
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Otfice Notes, Qffice Memoranda of Coram,
- Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or ‘Pribunal’ s orders -
dlvections and Registrur's orders ) )

e —

Date : 21.09.2016

0.A.N0.934 of 2016

Shri B.M. Doke etc.11 ' ....Applicant
. Versus
The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the

learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.

Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.
2. [ssue notice returnable on 19. 10.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final

disposal at this stage and separate notice for

final disposal shall not be issued.
4. Applicant is authorized and directed to
serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of

hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along

with complete paper hook of O.A.. Respondents

are put to notice that the case would be taken

up for final disposal at the stage of admission

heafing.

AT 9,\\0\\\5 5 This intimation/notice is ordered under

Rule 11 of the ‘Maharashtra Administrative

coraM:
poty bk St Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the

How'bie ou g\_:)_'M,\Li;f;_'if,gcmbner) T questions such as limitation and alternate
APEUAP TR . i remedy are kept open.
6. The service may be done by Hand
Advocats for tie Applicant ) ‘ )
. LA O B\( delivery/ speed post/ courier and
C.P.O 1 110, tus the Respordents acknowledgement be ‘obtained and produced

&_d - e \Cl) Ts) \6 along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

? within one week. Applicant is directed to file

&é/z " Affidavit of compliance and notice.

7 8.0.to 19.10.2016. C N

\ Sd/-
(R.B. Malik]
Member (J)
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE IVIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT IVE TRIB UNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - of 20 DISTRICT

e Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE «ovecrvrurergacsraresasssnast st s )

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

(Presenting Ofﬁcer)

" Spl- MAT-F-2 E

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coran,
| Appeurunce, rribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrur’s orders

DATE : ‘ﬂi\q-\\g

CORAM :

bl RN
o

e ———— T

Fribunal’s orders
Date : 21.,09.2016

M.A.No.369 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.934 of 2016

Shri B.M. Doke etc.11 ...Applicant
Versus '
The State of Maha & Ors ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri AV. Bandwvadekar the

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

the Respondents.

2. This MA has been filed to sue jointly. ~As

" 41l the Applicants are seeking similar relief, the

MA to sue jointly is allowed, subject to payment

of Court Fees, if not already paid.

Hen bic sovi 1B MALL { (i ubur) I"— \C_,
APPEARANCR ) MW
Shri /St s BN %CQ/\/\CQJCQ')@&OJ fen.. A0 \E'
Advopats fc.r the Applic& 1 (R BSdli’-I lik) '

.B. Ma

Sha
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Office Notes, Qffice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ! ‘

" Date : 21.09.2016
0.A.No.928 of 2016

Smt. L.N. Koli ....Applicant
. Versus '
The State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents

| Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant, Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondent nos.1, 2 &4 and Shri M.D. Lonkar,
‘the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.3.

2. Herein learned Advocate for the Applicant
Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar argued for some time for
interim relief. It seems that the main O.A. itseif
should be heard expeditiously. It is not
appropriate at this stage to make any detailed
comments. However, at least two vital aspects of
the matter including one is about the order of
this Tribunal (Hon'ble Vice Chairman) as well as
other aspect, it would be fruitless exercise if time
was consumed in hearing interim relief
application and O.A. separately and the final

order is postponed.

DATE :_2| \Q(lg ' |
CORAM : 3. [ direct the Respondents to carefully note
e b Shel, RALIV AGARWAL that the affidavits-in-reply must be filed on the

-

Hor > Chn TR, PIEF;E.:EK(Memher) I— next date itself and for that also longer date will

Qe 1 not be given. In fact, if the said affidavits are not
MW@\ .U o ind) CQ"QCQQ’km filed as directed, the O.A. shall proceed further

Advoeuie for s Agyticant without reply. The O.A. is expedited and

_ SerSmn LfEL 8 C;—Gz,; [<€ppnd - By P
_ LRO /0. for the Respondeats o s, | 22 4
D o ndian o R

. <2 .v . Ao 5 {[ 0
’ Advocate for the Applicant at least one day in

é}%_‘ advance. The matter be placed before the

appropriate bench.

adjourned for affidvit-in-reply on the next date.

“6 4. A copy thereof be furnished to the learned

5. S.0.t05.10.2016. f N
| . sd-  ~.2
NS

“(R.BT Malik)'

Member (J)
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