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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMTNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, - . of 20 bIS’I‘RIC’I‘
..... Applicant/s
(173520 Gl L AT ORI S B Ry SO S S ) i
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Re_spondent/s

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

Office N(_Jtes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurunce, Tribunal’s orders or ' ‘ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ) ' 7 »

Date : 21.10.2016

M:A. No. 318 of 2016
in i
0.A. No. 831 of 2016 (D.B.)

8. B. Jagtap .... Applicant

Versus

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

1; Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned
Advocate for - the applicant and Smt S.
Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the
respondents.

DATE . Q-\‘\O\\ 2 ey 2. This is an application for condonation of
CORAM: - delay of about one year. The details of the facts of _
How'ble Shet RAHVAGARWAL the OA are not required to be set out. The caSe

~Mice - Chairman)— assigned is that some delay occurred in the matter
Bon'ble Shri R, B, MALIK (Member) — " of declaration of the result itself. :
ATVPEARANCE ;

3. In any case, this is not a matter where the
~ applicant could be assailed of a conduct which can
be called contumacious. Therefore, in the interest

%Q@ML\; of justice, the delay is condoned.

4,  Misc. Application is alléwed with no order as

SEEFPASIN TV LY fllgeasai)i | Poous
ﬁz 5. The applicant and the office of this Tribunal
— are directed to process the matter further to get the
OA registered and place before the approp{iate
bench for hearing.

St N (L kg

Advacaie for the Applicant

—-gtw S -S SRS TR
'—~F+—¥—H 0. for the Responden

—— l=.

N

Sd/-

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

[Spl.- MAT-F -2 E.

IN THE lVIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAT
Original Application No. of 20 Districr
..... Applicant/s
NG R S )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting ORHCer. . o .ol sttt s .

........................... 3

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: 2\ \‘Q\lg
CORAM ; '
35 e
Han'bie Shri R. B. MALIK (Membcr) X o
APPEARANCE

P =ta pil= =Y. e Lo

Advoaie far txs Applisnt

'L

BV

Date : 21.10.2016

0.A. No. 739 of 2016 (D.B.)

S. R.S. Munir _ Applicant
Versus

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

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned .
Advocate for the applicant and Smt Archana B.K.,
the iearned Presenting Officer for the respondents.

9 The Affidavit-in-reply is taken on record. -
Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate insists
on the grant of interim relief. He does not want to
file rejoinder.

: O e
3 In my opinion, tife fixadate ig given for
hearing will be in the interest of all concerned for

" obvious reasons.

4. The Original Application is admitted and is
appointed. for final hearing before the Second

Division Bench on 8.11.2016.

v
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. Office Notes, Office Memoranda of*Coram, ‘
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ] Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ! !

Date : 15.10.2016.
0O.A.No.198 of 2015 with 0.A.No.238 of 2015

| Suhas Madhukar Bakre - (in 0.A.N0.198 of 2015)
Miss Varsha Devchand Bhatarai (in 0.A.No.238 of 2015)
(Dr. Mrs. Varsha Rajesh Rathod) ..Applicants
‘ Vs. o
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents -
i - 1 Heard Ms. S.p. . Manchekar, the learned

Advocate in 0.A.N0.198 of 2015 and she holds for Shri
A.R. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the Applicant in
| 0.A.No.238 of 2015 ( accompanying 0.A.) and Smt.’
Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer-holdin‘g for
Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the
R'espondents.” Shri Nikhil Mallelwar, the learned
Advocate holding for Shri Sachin Pawar, thé learned
Advoiate for the Respondent No.4 in 0.A.No.198 of
o 2015 and for Respondent No.3 in 0.A.N0.238 of 2015.
None for the Respondénts No.4 in 0.A.N0.238 of 2015

for whom Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocéte has

DATE : 15(\0\\6 : ‘ filed Vakalatnama,
CORAM : \ o
i M(\‘:X:(C}t?a?nﬂr{} 2. The affidavit-in-reply of the 4™ Respondent is

'.'..'-'133‘ 51 ; foa .
“wow e St B Nt} not filed. The OA is now adjourned for further hearing

APPEARANCRE
Mcuz-ciz [con, making it clear that if the Affidavit-in-reply of the 4"
Q!‘A m &&A 0\ 3 oS . o
Am(o«-m th&Applicnnt [N a Bk Respondent is tendered on that date, it will be taker,
St / "-ﬁﬁ-l Roor 4. Q. Qs ; g
——{‘—WO for dte Respondents - , on record. The date is adjourned from 24.10.2016 to
26.1(.2016.
Adi Ta 2-6\\0\\6 i
% 3. Adjourned to 26.10.2016. .
_,Z/_--’ Sd/- Sd/- j
. 2 " T =K
(REMalik) >~ (Rajk Agarwd
" Member (J) : Vice-Chairman
sba , - b
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

-
1

ISpl.- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistricT
: e Applicant/s
CAdvoEate ol et s Rl L )
versus J
The State of Maharashtra and others
2 Respondent/s
05 20T ol Yl et OO SR  e Seo cie B i £ 4 Sl cdei) |

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

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE : Q-\I\\O\\‘.g

CORAM :

LR - (a0 ™11

~(4ce. Chairman) |
Hon bie Shri’{ B, MALIX (Member) j‘“""'

APP;A.\.'m TR

Shii/get  2 ;IQ—CPCQQQ‘*
Auvocae for e A;.[ﬁimf nt
S-Sl ...S% \<‘

m()& die h:lq!"UQdSF%S h b
Lu,. sSe UJ-LCQLD aole.

ka\éh VRN B ""'L"”
| ol |lo ]I_G-
e e s N

.mnatters for the respondents.

gi.

Date : 21. 10_.2016

0.A. No. 1004 of 20165
With

0.A. No. 194 of 2016
with

0.A. No.410 of 2016

S.L. Devare & 73 o-thers
C.J. Kamble & Ors

N.N. Jagtap .... Applicants

» Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondenfs.
1. Heard Shri K.R. .Jagdale, the learned

Advocate for the applicants, Smt Archana B.K., the
learned Presenting Officer with Ms N.G. Gohad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the respondents and
Shri Sonkavade, the learned Advocate holding for
Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Spl. Counsel for the

Government.

2. - I am informed that Shri D.B. Khaire has
been appointed as Special. Counsel in these
It will not be proper
to make any detailed observation but it seems that
in good measure, these Original Applications may

- have worked themselves out and therefore, I direct

that Shri D.B. Khaire must remain present in

1o these matters before me on 24.10.2016. It should
be shown as Part Heard.
: b i
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(R.B. Malik)
Member(J)
VSM
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADM’[NISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - DISTRICT
Wi e Applicant/s -
O A e T e o B e ions T T s by i 51 )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(EreEe BbIn g IINCER. . .0y il o i Sars s ises St as et inv et h i Lo e ) 7

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : 9-(.\\0\\ 6
CORAM :

Han'ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Member) :l i

- APPEARANCE ;

Advocate for fye Applicant

PARUSN Te'N V< G“@L‘Q-QB
~ERGA P.O) for the Rcapmdams
(g_p \

 Shri/ Bt S,

. \o .
nwcacﬁ—— 7 |

“ 3 Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate

-date, I shall be hearing these matters for interim

G"-—'A&Ll '

Date : 21.10.2016
0.A. No. 932 0f 2016

O.A. No. 933 of 2016

D.L. Dhodi

R.P. Mokashi .. Applicants
Versus

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

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned &
Advocate for the applicants and Ms N.G. Gohad,
the learned Presenting Officer with Smt S.
Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the
respondents.

2. The respondents were given about four

weeks time and naturally these being the matters 3
relating to suspension must fall within the |
category of urgent matters to be decided one way

or other. The affidavit-in-replies have not been

filed today. :

insists on granting of interim relief. Considering
the submissions, I direct that regardless of
whether the replies are filed or not, on the next

relief and if the affidavit-in-replies are filed or not
filed, I may even consider to finally disposirg of
these OAs at the admission stage itself tha
because such are the facts herein.

4. . 8.0 to 10.11.2016, Hamdast:
Sd/- “7:"
(R.B. Malik) =<' '~ '
Member(J)

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

‘IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT IVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. . - of 26 DistricT
‘ : ‘ Applicant/s
(Advocate .............. : )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s .

(Presenting Officer............. e o SRl 3

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

Date : 21.10.2016

0.A. No. 583 of 2016 (D.B.)

R.G. Bhise .... Applicant
Veréus

The State of Maharaéhtra & Anr. ....Respondents.

o Heard Shri' K. R. Jagdale, the learned

DATE : 2\\\6\\ Q - Advocate for the applicant and Smt Archana B. K,
: the learned Presenting Officer for the respondents.

CORAM :
—t¥ie—Chrrmuns— 2. Affidavit-in-rejoinder is taken on record. If
Her'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) T the Sur-rejoinder is to be filed by the Respondents,
APPEARANCE: . it must be filed on the next date and not thereafter.
- Advocate far e Applicant N 3. Admit, liberty to mention.

o ShriBmt. : A% £ N O E)R'

E—% O/ PO wi the Respm@‘ Tf‘s?— c,L % -. 3 v Sd/-
L, Dpl\cqwj\—: qR.B. Malik)
"*ﬁjf'?f"ﬁ N ddb R 0 i | » - : - Member(J)

L,.he&(j Jo Menkon. |
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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 " DisrricT
' y i ven LTS Applicant/s
(Advocate .. N R P e B 7 )
versus
The State of Mahérashtra and others
iSOl SR i Respondent/s
(Presenting OfBcer. ... . uisimistioneossoens S o N (R )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, )
Appearance, Uribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s - orders
Date : 21.10,2016
M.A. No. 408 of 2016
pas in ‘
0.A. No. 286 of 2016
S. G. Yewale i ... 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,

_DATE:Q'\‘O\\ 6 L 2. The applicant by this - Misc. Application
CORAM : ; wants to amend the OA and seeks to incorporate

| Sronble-Shri RAFHV-AGARWAL the events which can be called subsequent events.

: Cautious cognizance of subsequent events can
-Hon’ble Shii R, B, MALIK (Member) J always be taken and the application is, therefore,

. APPEARANCE: ; allowed. The amendment herein mentioned is

e <.Q.T&qdd1"~' carried out within two weeks from today. A
Shiir ) - | consolidated copy of the OA after amendment be
Advecat for ts Applicant ‘ filed and copy be served to learned PO to file

S-S mt. @Mmrﬁ_k * afﬁdavit-in-reply/ additional reply.
C.RO/PO. for the Respondents :

~

5 The MA is allowed in these terms with no

St M-A - YN A L\me_gb order a$ to costs.
DA A,ﬂd Ao 23 I (1 “64 . The OA is adjourned to 23.11.2016.
- ‘ ‘ﬁ‘i ' & T sd-

(R.B. Malik) 2 | | ® o
Member(J)

VSM
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