(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL X
Original Apphication M.~ """ of 20 ’ O Distmer.

PR . 8 g R e 8 Applicant/s
(Advocate_ .......................... - il RN L B R )

The State of Maharashtra and othle

versus

..... Respondent/s

(Presénting T 07 ) WS FR N O MR ) (TR s S Ntis el )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance; Tribunal’s orders or _TribuLal‘ s orders
directions -and Registrar’s orders
O.A No 1173/2016
Shri D.V Keluskar|& Ors ... Applicants

DATE: 22|l Z-h s

Hon'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)
APPEARANCE : :
b Yoo dals,
Advocste for the Agplicant '

—Shei-/me, 1 < S - Ccat [“eoscag

——EPOT0; for the Respondents

it , S0 bk lé(ll]:{\

Ero e

als u_gce,a':w
0 Ne. Tnelaes o HO‘N-W“’}_@

et

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

Heard Shri-K.R Jagdale, learned advocate
for the applicants jand Smt Kranti S." Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Presenting Officer -Smt Gaikwad
stated that similar Original Applications no
194/2016, 410/2016 & 1004/2015 are placed
before the learned Member (J) for final hearing on
16.1.2017.

In these cas’L also the orders of granting
benefit of second time bound promotion were
issued earlier and Dbenefits subsequently
withdrawn. In these cases recovery was also
?) ordered which waslstayed.

— In the present case learned P.O: stated that
no interim relief can be granted as no feetfef has
been ordered against the present Applicants.

Learned P.O| stated that affidavit in reply
will be filed and advance copy of reply will be
given to the learned advocate for the Applicants.

Considering| the facts and circumstances
of the case, this |Original Application may be
heard along with labove referred O.As and the
same may be placed before the learned Member
-(J) for final hearing on 16.1.2017. '

Sd/-

(Rajlv Agar§yal) ]
Vice-Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ' 3

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL .

- MUMBATI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
R | R R T e B el R Applicant/s
(Advocate ............................................... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s :

(ETFBRER IR OIRGER), et o i A i St sy e e e o e ) 4

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

Tribupal’s orders

DATE' Q-L“L{L'é

M
Hon'ble Shri. RANTV AGARWAL
(Vige - Chairman)

¥

APPEARANCB

Advocste for the Agplicant ;
W U e SR

T C.potO7 for the Respondents

W u_b &éﬁ"s‘@)
g i #

[ mw Same TMA

22.12.2016

. M:A 536/2016 in O.A No 1173/2016

Shri D.V Keluskar

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

Heard Shri 4.R Jagdale, learned advocate ‘
for the applicants and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Cffﬁcer for the Respondents.

Learned Advocate Shri Jagdale stated that
all the Applicants jare more or less challenging
identical : orders withdrawing the benefit of
second time bound|promotion granted to them i in
2006.

Learned Presenting Officer stated that in
some of the cases there can be recovery of excess
payment and in some cases there may not be
recovery ‘and therefore, the Applicant to sue
jointly may not be Allowed

Basically all
| withdrawal of th
~ bound promotlon i

e Applicants are challenging
~order granting them time
the year 2006.

As all the Applicants are challenging orders
more or less/against the same Respondents, Misc
Application to ‘sue|jointly is allowed, subject to
payment of court fees by each of the Applicants.

M.A dlSpOSCd of accordmgly with no order
as to costs.

Sd/- /Q

(Rajiv Agarwhl)

Vice-Chairman
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(G.O.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
; MUMBAI
Oﬁginal Application Nb, “ = > of 20 ‘ 3 : A DISI'I‘RIC’I‘
: ' E S LS e Applicant/s
CAATOURLE. . v vesrainamssse roinies i ........ )
‘ versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........ccccccvvecnneee.. ............. g ........... ..... )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda (;f C;)ram, i
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tl'ibufm]'S orders
directions and Registrar’s orders * .
22.12.2016
‘ 0.A No|1186/2016
Shri Rakesh V. Salunke ... Applicant

DATE- .Q.Lrl\ihé

(CORAM: :
Hon'ble®hri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vico = Chairman)

(m \— D‘%Mh

AM dleApplimm b
_M"“ .\;j\ S G—Cﬂ_! ('ZQ,QJ ;
——*CPONND. for the Respondents

egezonte qliliz

—

© Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1. . Heard Shri |Abhijit Deshmukh, learned
advocate for the applicant and Mrs Kranti S.
Gaikwad, learned |Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. = Issue notic before = admission made
returnable on 19.1.2017.

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

4, . Applicant is |authorized and directed to
serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly autheénticated by Registry, along
with complete pape‘i‘ book of O.A. Respondent is
put to notice that the case would be taken up for
final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

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

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

7. 8.0 .19:1.2017.
: Sd/-

YRalfiv Aglrwal) ~
o Vice-Chairman _
Akn _ [PTO.
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(G.C.P. ) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATNLE TRIBU

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20
CABVORELS i cooakrtvonneoxdiniogs susbimsnsaponiiles niprabiodenssursbe sl )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
(Presenting OFFCeT. . .....civirereisiivsnsamsssasssssssrinissioos st I )

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

NAL

DIsTRICT , :
Applicant/s

Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

22.12.2016

0.A No

1040/2016

Shri Y.H Mane
Vs.
The State of Mahar4d

Heard Shri
advocate: for the ap

learned f’resenting (

DATE : 2-9-.1'9‘]16 | Learned Advo!
CORAM : affidavit in rejoindelj..
Hon'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL

(Vice - Chairmaa) )
APPEARANCE :

- ﬁ%&m&hx rejoinder, if need bel
Shri
Advocate for the Applicant

S-S § AW@M—

— -2 PO. for the Respondems

Place for ﬁna_L

=,

shtra & Ors...

B.A Bandiwadekar,
plicant and Ms Archana B.K.
Dfficer for the Respondents.

... Applicant

Respondenté

learned

cate Shri Bandiwadekar, files

O.Ais adn‘iitted. Respondents may file sur-

hearing on 19.1.2017.

Sd/-
(Rajfv Agartival)

Vice-Chairman

[PTO.
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CORAM :

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

APPEARANCE :
B dealo

Advm!hrmmﬂﬂl“ : o
£ S AL s p\.ﬁq pu.&o(-u‘l'_
L g PO ll"O {or the Respvﬂde

S.o.ta .\q,l“?-

o

4. Applicant is

. questions - such . a
6. The service m

~compliance in the

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATI&E TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI .
Original Application No. of 20 DistricT ,
..... Applicant/s
(ABVORRER /i qesuisesioininisopensisioess . ..................... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and othefé :
..... Respondent/s
(Prefemting UHHCern. . i .t 0 autiniaiintsstssirminsiayssgsans v teioiae )
Office Notes, Office Memorandn of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Triburdal's orders
directions and Registrar’s .orders ;
22.12.2016
"0.A No {1016/2016
Shri S.B Kshirsagar] .. Applicant
Vs. i ;
The State of Mahara$htra & Ors... Respondents

8 Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate °
for the applicant d Shri N.K. Rajpurhoit,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. . Issue notice| before admission made

returnable on 19.1.2017.

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

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

/ notice is ordered under
aharashtra - Administrative

Rules, 1988, and the
limitation and alternate

5. This intimatio
Rule 11  of the
Tribunal (Procedure)

remedy are kept opefi.

y be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, couried and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed|to file affidavit of compliance
and notice. :

7. © 8.019.1.2017

Sd/-
%RE@IV Ag&'\;lvél‘) W
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50 000—--2-2016) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
; - MUMBAI =
Original Application No. “of 20 " Districr
: ~ Applicant/s
CNOROBRE  ciicoviivissty i bomtedarodt o sitaaii b sinanneessnsyreid )
versus
The State of Mahar‘ashtra and otherp
..... Reéponde_ﬂt/s
(Piesa i IOIIIOOE. 1 i, .1k s rornrisinessnrviosstrasitee s ssassdbsirs st )
ol Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders” )
22.12.2016
0.A No 814/2016
Shri S.G Bhil .. Applicant
VS,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents
Heard Shri V.R Patil, learned advocate for
d Ms Savita Suryavanshi,

the

G 9—9;1 (Q_hfé rejomder

CORAM :

Hon’bic Shr. RANIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

19.1.2017.

Ammm

MRP%I

Advocste for the Applicant :
g . S S'mwmmlu

~—Shri- /Sr2,
Peye) M5 e s e (Mf Ap.
%

WQ% Qc:QU‘M

applicant an
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

0O.A is admitt

Learned Advocate Shri Pat11 files affidavit in

ted. Place for final hearing on

Sd/-

“(Refjiv Agdgwal)
VICE Chairman
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(G.C,P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. =" ™ of 20 " DISTRICT
SN v Ap.plicant/s
S ToT o - e ot Ay BRI S e ol Lo )
‘uersus ‘
The State of Maharashtra and other%
' L e Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........ T TR BB e o P BN l
Office Notes, Office Memomndn of Coram, ul
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’'s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ‘
22.12.2016
0.A No 625/2016
Shri S.B Burange ... Applicant

pare_22>(16
Hon'ble Shri. RATTV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

——LPRH0. for the Respondenss

e OB s s uiitad.

so-+o \oll [V:r“F,
&

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

Heard Smt ‘Punam Mahajan, learned

advocate for the | applicant and. Ms Savita
Suryavaﬁshi, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

Learned Advocate states that affidavit in

(P.A is admitted. Respondents

may file sur-rejoinder if need be.

rejoinder is filed.

Pla.ce for final hearing on 10.1.2017 along
with O.A no 1008/2015. '

Sd/- )
(Rafiv Agdkwal) — ™

Vice-Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- "MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT TRIBUNAL
Original Application No. =~ - = of 20 " Districr P

S e R RS R L e S el W B S ey e Applicant/s
A AVOCETE 210 ciass3isi0rsmsssmeb sl aAdstgns as sstimnssehezgnnmn fatinn )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and otherp
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........ccccoce... e b e )

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

Tribu Llal’ a orders

22.12.2016

DATE ; 2}' l2~ll£

CORAM:
Hon'ble Shri. RAIV AGARWAL
) (Vicae - Chairman)
APPEARANCE : :
Shrics 0o o e
Advocnte for the Applicant

____.‘Crl-'{}f‘l’() far the Respondents :
g coa @MC'-'-'"‘LCL
@.5\.&%{‘.+o (S 7

M.A 415/2016 in O.A No 1012/2016

Shri S.S Mirgal
Vs. : 7
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

... Applicant

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for - the applicant (Land Ms Neelima , learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This Misc Lpplication is filed seeking
condonation of delay of 13 months in filing the
Original Application. :

|

Learned Advclcate Shri Lonkar stated that
Applicant is similarly situated persons like Shri
S.K Ambekar & ors who have filed O.A no
636/2015. In that D.A, in M.A no 383/2015 this
Tribunal by order dated 15.1.2016 has condoned
the delay if any in filing the Original Application.
This has been doné on the basis of judgment of .
Hon. High Court in W.P no 3690/2005 dated
19.12.2006 and W.P no 7458/2010 dated 19th
July, 2011.

4

As the Apphcarit is a similarly situated

person, his prayer
granted. ‘The

for condonation of delay is
delay is condoned. Misc

Application is allowed with no order as to costs.

O.A no 1012/2016 be placed on Board on
13.1.2017.
Sd/- Q
(Rajv Agatival)
Vice-Chairman
Akn
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) : y [Spl.- MAT-F-2. E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
Original ApplicationNo. =~~~ of 20 " Districr :
g B Applicant/s
(ABVOCALE vooiiiiiiviinirssuiuartennnneeassetensaisssisssinissanbanian )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and other
..... Respondent/s
(Presentiﬁg Of..‘.ic»érf ............... FRNEORIS L0 e R e RO )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, l
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders lT]

DATE : %2\17’ l(6

CORAM :
Hon'ble Shri.

RANV AGA!;W.‘I.
(Vice - Chairman)

"

APPEARANCE :

4 . for t
Pagly (!
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P\.'u:il GLUJDOL’E&
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 The State of Mah

22.12.2016 |

|
M.A 414/2016 in O.A No 1013/2016

Shri D.Y Warang fL Ors Applicants
Vs.

shtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for the applicants and Ms Neelima, learned
Preseriting Officer for the Respondents.

This Misc ‘Applic’ation. is filed seeking
condonation of delay of 13 months in filing the
Original Application.

' Learﬁed Advocate Shri Lonkar stated that
Applicant is similarly situated persons like Shri
S.K Ambekar & lors who have filed O.A no

636/2015. In that O.A, in M.A no 383/2015 this-

Tribunal by order dated 15.1.2016 has condoned
the delay if any in filing the Original Application.
This has been done on the basis of judgment of
Hon. High Court |[in W.P no 3690/2005 dated
19.12.2006 and W.P no 7458/2010 dated 19tk
July, 2011.

As the Applicant is a similarly situated
person, his prayer for condonation of delay is
granted. The delay is condoned. Misc Application
is allowed with no brder as to costs.

. O.A no 1013/2016 be placed on Board on
1202017 :

Sd/-

Y (R§jiv Addrwal)
Vice-Chairman

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F2 E.

Original Application No. ="~ "' of 20 - | District
. . . Applicant/s
CATITOREEE i1 thn e iast v iprmsmes Soshen Jon o th rbben et o SO HRG )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and othersL
R e Respondent/s
(Presenting 5 5 LT e R D R T e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or TribuJ al’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders :
22.12.2016
0.A No {1102/2016
Shri S.N Raktate ... Applicant

DATE : 9-.7-]\l(6

CORAM
Hon'blé Shri, mvmmw.u.
(Vice - Chairmag)

APPEARANCE : :
ShrisSist < B T g adcale
~J

Atvapste for the Agplicant

shii St R BlLS S
—CROPO, Qr the Respondeuu

oS SO lq'm?

@%L |

_ limitation and altern

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

1. ,Heard Shri K. R Jagdale learned advocate for .

the apphcant and Shri K.B Bhise, learned Presentmg

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri Jagdale states that
inadvertently, he has|not collected the copy of notice
to be served on the Respondents. He requested that
fresh notice may be issued.

S Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 19.1.2017. -

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

Si Applicant is alithorized and directed to serve
on Respondent intimation/notice of date of hearing
duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete
paper book of O.A. Respondent is put to notice that
the case would be taken up for final d.lsposal at the
stage of admission hearing.

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

7 The service
speed post, courier

ay be done by Hand delivery,
d acknowledgement be obtained
and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the
Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file
affidavit of compliance and notice:

8.  S.019.1.2017

Sd/-

(Raify Agar@lal) L
Vic .-Ch?l'”a_lr@nan

Alrn [PTO.
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A(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATI‘VE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. ™" of 20 Xy bxs’mér h :
- Ve O SRR T T e e B R o Applicant/s
(Advocate . o U S B T ) TR )
vei'susd
The State of Maharashtra and 6thers
..... - Respondent/s
(Presenting Of_ﬁcer ..................... o o PR e e 3 ot ) -
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribtinal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 22.12.2016
0.A No| 1190/2016
Shri V.M Mule . ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharadhtra & Ors... Respondents

DATE : Zz-l}zhg

CORAM :

Hon'ble Shri. RAJTV AGARWAL
(Vice - Qmmal)

APPEARANCE:
PN \h D Lonlran

mmm&em L.;
—Shei-Smt. 2 S'CQ.UL\-G\ SCO—L%Lqmw

e m% Per

& il
e 5 T

pa

-._

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for
the applicant and Ms Savita Suryavanshi, learned
Presenting Officer foj the Respondents.

Learned Presenting Officer has placed copy of
Mantralaya file noting which led to the suspension of
the Applicant. Going through the noting, it appears
that Government has -sought report  from Chief
Conseivator of Forest, Kolhapur and Additional
Principal = Chief Conservator of Forest, Nagpur,
regarding alleged misconduct of the Applicant. Both
the officers have giv«in the reports that there is prima
facie evidence against the Applicant and accordingly
offence under various sections of IPC have been
registered against the Applicant and he has been
placed under suspension. :

I do not find that it is a fit case to grant interim
relief. Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar files affidavit of
service. -Learned Présenting Officer Ms Suryavanshi
waives service of notice and seeks time to file reply.

s.d to 19.1.2(1 17:
Sd/- )

(R&jiv Aga@val)

Vice-Chairman

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ’ ; |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE NIAHA."RASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
! ‘ ~ MUMBAI | ‘
Original Application No. - of 20 "} ' Districr ‘
‘ 7 Applicant/s
(Advocate ................ St )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and othersi
S | 2 Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........ccouvinnummnenniiunnnnns PR as sy TV e e n e SN ) : ;
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribugal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
22.12.2016 }
" 0.A No }1202/2016
Shri R.G Chavan - ' ... Applicant

DATE: )_a—‘\}l#—

CORAM : o ‘
Hon ble Shri. RAITV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairtzan)

APPEARANCE:

smmr_B £

3. Tribunal mal

Vs.

The State of Mahardshtra & Ors... Respondents

Te Heard Shri B.A Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the Faapplicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned! Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents. '

2 Issue notice before admission made

returnable‘-.on 19.1.2017.

. 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 Responderit intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authé¢nticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
put to notice that tiie 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 opén.

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

7. $.019.1.2017.
Sd/- )

Y(R4yiv Agagwal)
Vice-Chairman

Akn [PTO. .
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

Original Application No. * g of 20 : [ _ Distrier -~ ‘
:; ..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ...evvevereereiennnns Tl (AR S R, B ) ‘
|
versus '
The State of Maharashtra and o_thersjl
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........cccccunucivnn. GEPRE S B o (R Coass) '
- - |
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 1
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ; Tribullal' s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 22.12.2016 ‘ | i
0.ANo 1191/2016
|42 | i
Shri A.D Sawant | ... Applicant

a2\ 18
CO!

Hon’Me Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairmaa)
U'I.""I eshi '!- BI‘MMMM-" .

Advooste for the Agpliesnt |
__CPOT1P0. for the Respondents

se. te \C{M]’}.

o A

— Ao

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

[ | .
1. Heard Shri Mb Lonkar, learned advocate for

© the applicant and Shﬁ K.B Bhise, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respon?ents.

2 Issue notice before admission made returnable

on 19.1.2017. \

3, Tribunal may take the case for final disposai at

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

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

6. 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.

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. Applicant is directed to file

affidavit of compliance and notice. '

8.  S.019.1.2017.

Sd/- K
{Raify Agardal) |
Vice-Chairman
Akn

[PTO.


Admin
Text Box
           Sd/-


(G.C.P.)J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

: . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBALI
Original }‘&Pplicat;ion"Nd'. of 20 . DistrICT ‘ _
o 1y SRR W e e i IR e T e, e S g e e Applicant/s
CAARBEATE ot i i it b b s s b Sas atoneh asbedo p e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and otherd
..... i Respondent./s
5= TSm0 700 S U L S L e e s SR o )
| iy
_Office N‘otes, Office Memoranda of Cora-m,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or TribulJ al's orders
direJ tions and Registrar’s orders
[
' 22.12.2016
“ 0O.A No/ 1050/2016
|
Shri S.V Kshirsagar .. Applicant
_ Vs. R :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

DATE: 9‘\' ‘[é

CORAM :
" Hon’ble Shri. RAI!V AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

APPEARANCE:
ShriSatta b\ %%cﬁtcmmaﬂdéc

Mvmi-memtfm \AH—
?y:ésml':.—_.k&ul."mﬂ—-
oA us addted.

‘5-@!‘ 8 kﬂ\ \ \\7' :

F {

Heard Shri
the

Raj puréhit learned

advocate for
the Respondents.

Learned Ad

states that he does

0.A is admit
19.1.2017.. .

B.A "Bandiwadekar, learned

applicant and Shri N.K. '
Chief Presenting Officer for

vocate Shri Bandiwadekar,

not wish to file rejoinder.

ted. Place for final hearing on

Sd/-
(Rafjiv Agadrwal)

Vice-Chairman

[RTO.
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DATE: 9"”\‘”1\6

Hon'ble Shri. RAIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

'C.P.0 / PO. for the Respondents
i 1o .(‘? ’] h?

Sl T B
(G.C.P,) J 22'60 (A) (50,000—2-2015) | [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
Original Application No. of 20 " Distaicr
..... Applicant/s
R IR e DR A I o SN )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Pfesenting (65 s e e N s e L e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribuhal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders . ‘
22.12.2016
O.A No 1142/2016
Shri D.B Karnale ... Applicant
Vs. -

- The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

3 Heard Shri ll.R Jégdale, learned advocate
for the applicant and Ms Archana B.K, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notic before -admission made

returnabl_e on 17.1.2017..

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

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

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

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

7 5.0 17.1.201

Sa/-
" (Rpjiv Adafwal)

Vice-Chairman
[PTO,

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

K

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV'E TRIBUNAL:

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 D
ISTRICT
..... Applicﬂﬁ‘r/s
(Advocate ... e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........ccoioeiiiiiiininn {vrrs el

................ )

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

Tribumnal’s orders

|

APPEARANCE :
Shri/Smt— WK qqﬂ‘ﬁ‘l'&—

Advocate for the Apphcant )

Shri St Tha XS R‘H(’\\mﬂ‘
C.P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s

Ady. Touun M3 MU‘

Shri V. R Tak

The State of Mah.

the Applicant and Shri
Presenting Officer for th Respondents

Tribunal may
this stage and separate| notice for final d1sposa1 shall not
be issued.

Respondents intimatio
authenticated by Regis
of 0.A. Respondents
be taken up for final
hearing.

of the Maharashtra A
Rules, 1988 and the
alternate remedy are kept open.

0.A.1188/2016
Applicant

ors. ... Respondents -

Heard Shri K.R. Lagdale, the learned Advocate for
,K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Issue notice ret mable on 19.01.2017.

ke the case for final disposal at

Applicant is aanorlzed and dlrected to serve on
/ notice of date of hearing duly

, along with complete paper book
put to notice that the case would
dxsposal at the stage of admission

This intimation |/ notice is ordered under Rule 11
ministrative Tribunal (Procedure)
b_uest:ons such as limitation and

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed

;rfp, 8 ]
"-ji.
5 post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
o produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

= 3 ‘within four weeks.
Yoo compliance-and notice.

- seeking interim relief
already served, the leatned CPO do waive ser\nce hereof.

(skw)

Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

S.0. to 19 JaLuary, 2017. Liberty reserved for
In as much as the notice has

Sd/-

LN
(R.B. Malik)

Member (J)
22:12.2016

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL:

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT
el e T R ST ] e e e o Applicant/s
(Advocate . it buiBsp s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
SRR e N T Respondent/s
(Prgsenting BERCET: = v o b idatesseie )
Offi-ce Notes, Office Memoranda of Cbrnm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ' : :
directions sind Registrar’s orders oo st
0.A.1199/2016
shri S.B. Kokil ... Applicant
o Nl i
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

{

Heard Shri A.

V. Bandiwadekar; the learned

Advocate for the Applic

Tribunal r:iay t:

be issued.

Respondents intimation

of O.A. Respondents are
be taken up for final di
' hearing.
parg: 2t . , iy
CORAM S . 4 '
Hon'’ble m&m—m%m sl ‘Qb 4‘1Kﬂ7le) Ml))
Homr e Shei M, Rameshkumar{Member)A
AFFEARANCE :

This intimation |/

The service may
post. / courier and a
produced along with aff

R

ShrijSews.... AN

ardcderary
Advocate for the Applicant |

St /s, S Ea) we-4
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s

' compliance and notice:

S.0. to 11th Janu

Ady, Tows u\‘\\_v-orr

B

(skw)

_this stage and separate notice

Applicant is auth

authenticated by Registry,

nt and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice ret rnable on 11.01.2017.

e the case for final disposal at
for final disposal shall not

orized and directed to serve on
/ notice of date of hearing duly
along with complete paper book
put to notice that the case would
sposal at the stage of admission

s ordered under Rule 11

notice 1

of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
' Rules, 1988 and the guestions such as limitation and
- alternate remedy are kept open.

be done by hand delivery./ speed
cknowledgement be obtained and
fidavit of compliance in the Registry
-within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

ary, 2017.

Sd/-

(RB-Malik) 57 1&7 14
Member (J)

22.12.2016

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

[Spl.- MAT-F2 E.

N THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 Distri

7 ISTRICT

| . e e Applicant/s
(RAVOCEED ..., 5o ol fokieesmsonnbinsbobninainsvomsanrons 7 )

versus
The State of Maharashtfa and others
| . gk SRR AR LS, T AR L ek Respondent/s

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

Office Notes, Office Memoranda bf Corutn,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or -
dire¢tions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate: 2419 b
CORAM : \ :

Hon'hle duath A i
Homble-Shei M_Rameshkumar (Member)A
APPEARANCE: '
Shri/Sat: N ~D. La‘ny{ 9"
Advocate for the Applicant  «

Shri /St Y YN
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s

Ady. To.. ﬂl\}el%.

0.A.1174/2016

Shri A.R. Kadam ... Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah, & ors. ... Respondeﬂts

Heard Shri M.D. |Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. -

As of today, issué notice returnable on 05.01.2017.

- Tribunal may t ke the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not
be issued. :

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

hearing.

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

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post / courier and a knowledgement 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. e ki

5.0 to 05 Janjuary, 2017. Liberty to seek interim
relief reserved. e =
M Sd/-
|
(R-B” Malilk)—
Member (J)

22.12.2016
(skw) ;

.

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATI\}E TRIBUNAL

(SpL- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
~ Original Application No. of 20 Disi
. : _ ISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
CAAVOCREE §11o200 5o sstansissisdabhativistaesabsns )
’ verstis
The State of Maharashtra and others :
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........cccoevevvvieitiennnnn. |

Office Nutes. Office Memoranda of Coriitn,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

dertd N e s

Tribunal’ s orders

0.A.1204/2016

o

pars:__22\1] L

CORAM : ! v

Hon'bic Jrstd %ﬂ ‘Q —Fors ‘KG‘H j)
APPEARANCE : |

shvgmer ¥ DA Wed
Advocate for the Applicant X

Shri St YA Y22
C.P.0./ P.O. for the Respondent/s

Ady. To,B:lEﬁz%*rmL\“LZ '

Shri Y.R. Angale ... Applicant
' Vs.

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

Heard Shri. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Appli¢ants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

‘Issue notice returnable on 19.01.2017.

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

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

This intimation [/ notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Aqlministrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and

_alternate remedy are kebt 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. : e

S.0. to 19% Janary, 2017, [
Sd/-
A%

(R-B-Malik)”™
Member (J)
22.12.2016
(skw)

(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

- MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 D
ISTRICT
<eene Applidant/s
CADVOCALE ovviritermrisssssssiseriasessssene ) |
s versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. ORI e e R e i Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........ccoeeeeeeennnns )
Office Notes, Office Me:_ncmndn of Curum;
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or |’ Tri )
directions and Registrar’s orders L Lo
; 0.A.1201/2016 -

pate: 24 phe
CORAM : .

Hea'tle J .%ﬂ‘ \ 3 KCW;U)
Hotble Shii M-Romeshkuraar (MesmberkA
APPEARANCE : _
Shri/Sent W\T’D.LovaL‘\Y

Advocate for the Applicant

Shri Smtr B gl e
C.P.C/PO. for the Respondgnt/s

Ady. To 1‘1“ I‘[ 'Le;l;l v

Shri A.D. Jadhav ... Applicant

Vs

The State Respondents

of Mah. & ors.

Lonkar, the learned Advdcate for

Heard Shri M.D.
the learned

the Applicant and ‘SHri A.J. Chougule,
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue -notice retUmaﬁle on 19.01.2017.

ke the case for final disposal at

Tribunal may t
notice for final.disposal shall not

this stage and separate
“be issued.

_ Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimatio'ly/ 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 A ministrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and

_ alternate remedy are képt open.

The service ma} 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,

3.0. to 19t January, 2017.

-

Sd/-

(RB. Malik)
Member (J)
‘ 22.12.2016
(skw)

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI : ‘
Original Application No. of 20 D
‘DISTRICT
*...... Applicant/s
(AGVOCEEE oo viiornasisbasiosnnirotnomsasnbssSanss e )
versus
- The State of Maharashtra and others
v : e L i D e SO o e Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corumf—

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.1093/2016

pate:__ 22h) ) &
CORAM ; \ 2
Hon'ble Justi W“ RE’J A’KQm ,D)

Haa'ble Shei M_Rameshkumar (MemberyA
APPEARANCE : L
TR A o R M‘A 4L
Advocate for the Applicant :

ShriSmt. : & é‘o’hﬁ-d

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

A, o d G4 2812

ye-

Smt. S.B. Thigle ... Applicant

Vs

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

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate. for
the Applicant and Ms. N|G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Responderits. :

_Issue notice returnable on 19.01.2017.

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

be issued.

. Applicant is aut orized 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 A ministrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the guestions 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 19 January, 2017.
v Sd/-

R B. Malik)
Member (J)
22.12.2016
(skw)

[RTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) :
MAHARA [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE SHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
: MUMBAI "
Original Application No. of 20 Dis'rm
CT
..... Applictint/s
5 LT o - A B R S N s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
it A T o S Al Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........cccccevrivnnnen. o N 3

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
:
directions and Registrar’s orders

'I‘rihuuLl’ s orders

0.A.1095/2016

oate:__ 241 )b
CORAM
Hon’ble J
Herrtte-Shri-vt-Ramestiomr tMemberyA
APPEARANCE :

- X1 ﬂ?éhs\\\k)dﬂﬂay

Advocate for the Applicant

Shri LA j MH ¢
C.pO/ PO. for the Respondent/s
Adj. Toumrin) \ ) \ 20\ %

R A IO

.

I.
Shri B.S. Killedar & Ors.- ... Applicants

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ... Respondents

ors.

 Heard Shri AV, Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri-A.J. Chougule, the
leatned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. ’

ad to the facts, the Affidavit- in-

reply must beé filed on Lthe next date, [ repeat that,

becatise of the facts are such. In the meanwhile, even in .
the interregnum, if the Respondents are so disposed as to
make an appropriate order, they shall not feel hindered by

the pendency of this OA.

Regard being h

, 20107,

S.0. to 9% Janu ‘
Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
22.12.2016

(skw)

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2280 (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 et o e £ R S 8
versus
The State of Maharashtra and other's
. Respondent/s
(Presenting 7 O R R S e e L T ¢ ) -
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders Tl
Date : 22.12.2016.
0.A.No 216 of 2016
A.P. Charate ...Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
...Respondents.

2}

CShy R

DATE : .
CORAM ;
Hon'his jpsy

Hon'kle Shei A4

‘ l‘ki)"’ )

1. Heard Shri
learned Advocate for
Gaikwad, the learne

Respondents.

Rameshkumar (Member) A

APPEARANCE :

T T L 1) ﬁ‘ mlﬂﬂﬂdﬂlr’

Government
regrett'gt? for  hav
Applicarhas ]/;—T
accepted any fact p

letter exists, it be prJ

ﬁvocufc for the Applicant -
s o5 Sagkued....
0, For the kupondmt/s
Ady. Ta l'\, ‘1 2001

3. Adjourned to O

P

prk

B.A. Bandiwadekar, the
the Applicant and Smt. K.S.
d Presenting Officer for the

2. - - This part-heard matter is required to be
adjourned with dire#tions to the Respondents to
submit the letter of appointment of Shri Ovarkar
and if there is. leLter from the Principal of
Polytechn-ic‘,

Solapur in effect
ng mentioned that the
unior most. I have not‘
ftajning thereto, but if such

yduced. Hamdast.

4.01.2017.

Sd/-
(R.B. Malik) 2> 15"'°
Member (J)

[PTO.



Admin
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Admin
Text Box
 216

Admin
Text Box



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

Tribunal’s orders

pars:__22\12])L

CORAM ; : .
Hon'bie Justtee-SrebAt Toshi { ;\(Cmb)
Hoalble Shei bi—Rameshlumes (Mosmber)A
APPEARANCE: = .

ShriSt 2o 2l DAL Wad Vo y
Advocate for the Applicant :

Shri/Sme. 5. Y ana % XK.,
C.P.O/ P.O. for the Respondent/s.

Ady, To,n 21 1) 2017

B

' M.A.M.U. Qureshi

Date : 22.12.2016.
| 0.A.No.333 of 2016

....Applicant.

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

|

1. Heard Shri B.ﬁ. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.,
the learned Prescntiné Officer for the Respondents.

2. The orders dat%d 17.10.2016 and 07.11.2016
may be perused. On q7.1 1.2016, I proceeded without
affidavit-in-reply _malféing it clear that on the next

_ date which was 01.1{.2016, if the reply was filed it

would be taken on record, but no adjournment would
be given, so saying|the O.A. was admitted and
appointed for Final Hearing. But it appears that on
19.12.2016,
Sheristedar who may not have the
knowledge of the events that have happened it

However, even if the

affidavit-in-reply was filed and

requisite

made endorsement “filed”.
affidavit-in-reply waslto' be filed on that date that

should have been brought to my notice and may be a

written application ought to have been 'presented for -
permission. 'Needléss ko say the copy thereof was not

furnished to the other 1side_.

3 In the circumstL.nces, though the affidavit-in-
reply of Respondent No.2 shall continue to be on
record, but it shall nmibe read for the purpose hereof
and the O.A. shall pro¢eed on the basis of there being
no afﬁda{;it-m-reply. Applicant’s ‘Advocate shall

however take a copy of the said reply and the matter

stands now adjournmed: for Final Hearing on
04.01.2017. B
Sd/-
—— g )" Ve
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 I
' DistrICT -
..... Applicant/s .

CAGUDCAtE Y o v era savsrnimmivities )

! e

z}cf‘sus‘
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respond

(Presenting Officer..........civevvrecfiiiliieeeniiencisnnnns \ ) L

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram

B 1 ?

Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunial’s orders

0.A.1052/2016

e i,

.

are: 2alpile

LORAM e
Shri R i< (m1))

Hon'hle

APPEARANCE ; :

’ Shn/‘bmrf” M\D. b‘ I!ﬂ'f
Advocate for the Applicant

,..zp;;gsw. .S YANN S
-P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s

A@. To...... S 12017,

j@.

Shri D.P. Kathale & Ors. ... Applicants
TNl i i
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D.| Lonkar and Shri M.R. Patil, the
learned Advocates for| the Applicants and Ms. S.
Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

iwadekar, the learned Advocate

Mr. A.V. Ban

informs that he has been instructed to appear for oné of

the persons in response to the Public Notice. The learned
Advocate Lonkar submits that if Mr. Bandiwadekar
furnishes the details with regard to the said party, he will
move this Tribunal for his impleadment. In that event, the

"learned Advocate for the Applicants shall be at liberty to

make an appropriate| amendment in the OA. Mr.

Bandiwadekar accepts| this proposition and the matter

stands adjourned to 5%|January, 2017.

Sd/-

«
¥

Member (J)
.22,12.2016
(skw) i

[PTO.

R Malikg 221 1<
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)
. : . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

N THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

, MUMBAI : e
Original Application No. of 20 D
‘ ; ISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
CGAAVOREER 1. . o iin oo ns iaien sadaiole eihnSe S merasie )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others|

L R Tt S Sl B (e T R o R Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........couvnn.... e B )

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

: Tribuu!a I’s orders
0.A.918/2016

paTE: 21| ¢

CORAM :

_____ A N
Hon’ble Jmmsmﬁﬂwhr(i;. et .\Q.\Q._ ‘A‘hn"K ij '-D

Hontble-Shei-M-Remeshimer (MembesA

APPEARANCE

AR .
Shet/Seat Vs Poard (W AR
Advocate for the Applicant

SheifSme. s T S5 q-a'f\ac\

~C.RO/PO. for the Respondent/s

el ﬁkm}h Uney 4o
Mo ggatkag -

—

5T

Kum. A.S. Shinde ... Applicant

% VS. =
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri A\M. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

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

e the case for final disposal at

Tribunal may t
otice for final disposal need not

this stage and separate
be issued.

Applicant is autk orized and directed to serve on
Respondentsvintinlation | notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

of O.A.

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

Rules, 1988. The questions such as limitation dnd

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.

Sd/-

(R:B. Malik) ™
Member (J)
22.12.2016
(skw)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AD

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 D
: ISTRICT

‘. ..... Appli¢ant/s

(7. (o oy - e R, SRR S LR )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respond

(Presenting Officer e

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

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

" Tribunal’s orders

‘0.A.1064/2016

pare:_ 2pli b
CORA

_}\_d_; ( : .\ .
Hon’ble b A, Malie(mD)

Hostbla SheiM—Rameshiumar-hember)A

APPEARANCE :
St Bt B0 TR ard W) 2d by

A&Vbcgzte for the Applicant

Stri/smt, o K5 SO A

C.P.0/ PO for the Respondent’s
Rem ¥ \—(\Ow‘\\] o Metloon

Ad). To

|

Shri E.J. Barshinge ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah.

ors. . Reépondents’

Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocateg for the Appli¢ant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officér for the Respondents.

Rejoinder is ta .n on record. Admit. Liberty to
_mention granted. =

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separaté notice for final disposal need not
be issued. 22k

Appﬁcant is authorized and d.-ected to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. _ : ‘

This intimation |/ notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988. The qﬂestions 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 nctice :

S'ur-rejoinder,'lf any, must be filed on the first date
when it appears before the Bench and not thereafter.

- || sd- )
““7(R.B. Malik)
 Member (J)
' 22.12.2016
 (skw)

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

ADMINISTRATIVE WEANILT. Pty
MUMBAI sy

Original Application No. “of 20 D
: - - DisTRICT

B e Tl e g Tl SRR I T ek Applicant/s

(Advocate ............. TPty T : )
versus
The State of Maharashtfa and others
SRR e TR Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.........ccccveiniiniianens ) | |

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

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.1039/2016

pare:__ 2241 )6

CORAM: ., *~ \ .
Hon'ble m&m&")
| "t Y ! v 5
Hon'ble Shel M. Ramushkumar-(MemberFA
APFEARANCE : ‘
oy - Y | Aadhrav
Advocate for the Applicant

_Shri/Smt. .0 6. 50
C.P.O/PO. for the Regpondent/s

Ady, Towomn Z2M1 20175

i

Shri A.N. SonkamblL ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri S.J. Jadhav, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. |N.G. Gohad holding for Ms. S.
Suryawanshi, the learhed Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 23.01.2017.

Tribunal may -t ce the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not
be issued. - : :

Applicant is authorized and directed to«serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly

hearing.

_ This intimation |/ notice is ordered under Rule 11

alternate remedy are kept open.

compliance and notice.

S.0. to 2314 Jarjuary, 2017.

~

tt Sd/-

(R7B. Malik)
Member (J)
: 22,12.2016
(skw)

[RTO.

authenticated by Regist{'y, 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 -

of the Maharashtra A ministrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the guestions such as limitation and

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

(Presenting Officer............ QT =0 N T ek

g ———————

..... )

B B

|
|
The State of Maharashtra a.nd others

UEI‘SILS

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’ s ordexs

DATE : 7‘9'\‘2"‘/6

Hou'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)
Wom'ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Member) 7|

E—

. APPEARANCE: ’
' %Mcﬁ_\ U.!JZG’—£’E”.\‘Z&!AL

B\ -

k&mmfutmm&cam }
__strromt, s 2SRl -

_Tc.£07P0. for the Respondents
15" fas . A \2‘\ \\7

vsdariel ol

s i 7 |

22.12.2016

C.A 103/2016 in O.A No 829/2016
- Shri S.K Kasbe .. Applicant
Vs. '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the Applicant, Ms Archana B.K,
learned P.O for Respondents. :

Learned Presenting Officer is bemg
instructed by Mrs Vijayshri Kale, Law Officer in
the office of Commissioner of Police, Mumbai.
Learned Presenting Officer informs that the
order dated 24.11.2016 of which breach is
alleged, has been challenged by way of Writ
Petition (Stamp) 34702/2016 on 17.12.2016
and pertinently the Contempt notice was served
on them on 9.12.2016. Be it as it may, there is
no order of ‘stay from the Hon’ble High Court.

- The compliance that was required was such as
«not to place the whole thing in an irretrievable

position. The order has to be complied with and
in case the Hon. High Court were to set aside
the order of which breach is alleged, without any
difficulty, the necessary steps could be taken.

We are quite convinced especially with
regard to the circumstances emerging from the
dates referred above that prima facie there was a -
deliberate breach of the said order, and
therefore, we direct a notice to be issued to the
Respondent no. 1, asking him to show cause as
to why appropriate contempt action be -not
initiated against him and. why he be not
punished for having committed contempt of this
Tr1buna1 !

S.0 to 12.1.2017. Hamdast.

\\&
C*(/ /— \k 5 fT
(R.B. m BT 1({ {// £

aiiv Agdtwall .~



(G:C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV

MUMBAI
Qriginal Application No. of 20
(AAVOCALE .....ocovreeeiesiniasasaninnasaiosisitiustorsnssonieissessata )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
(Presenting OFREEr. ... riiresheiorsreslisinsons conrsishon s St vsestinessitassss i do )

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

"E TRIBUNAL

DISTRICT
Applicant/s

Respondent/s

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

M.A. R=4I2016{

Tribunal’s orders

in 0.A.1204/2016

Shri Y.R. Angale
Vs.
The State of Mah. &

learned Presenting Officer

This MA has bee
Applicants are seeking s

paid.

(skw)

Heard Shri~ AV.
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise,

... Applicant

ors. ... Respondents

learned
the

Bandiwadekar, * the

for the Respondents.

n filed to sue jointly. As all the
similar relief, the MA to sue jointly
is allowed, subject to pa))ment of Court Fees, if not already

A

" (R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
22.12.2016

(RTO.




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1132 OF 2016

DISTRICT : MUMBAI

Shri A.M. Atram. )...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra. )...Respondent

)
Ms. S.P. Manchekar, Advocate for Applicant.

Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, Presenting Officer for Respondents.
}

P.C. : R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)
\
DATE : 22.12.2016
ORDER
|
5. The learned Presenting Officer is being instructed

by Shri P.R. Joshi, Under Secretary, G.A.D. The original
file for the pllornotion to the post of Joint Secretary is

|
furnished for my perusal. Having perused it, the same has

BB

Ll



been handed back to the Officer named above.

V| This matter is placed before me for consideration
of interim relief, if any. I am deeply consci<£us of the fact
that in the matter of promotions, e{c. where a
Establishment Board takes a particular decision, the
judicial intervention will be informed by a great degree of
circumspection, care and caution and it is nlot just for the

|

asking that the interim relief which in fact could also be
somewhat contrary to the decision of the éstablishment
Board could be taken lightly. Bearing this in‘mind, when [
turn to the facts, I find that the EstablishmeLt Board was
held on 31.8.2016. The case of the Ai)plicant was
considered and apparently, he was not founc& fit for being
promoted because his ACRs were not up to the required

standard and also because a DE was pending against him.

However, it quite clearly appears that even as on that day,
the representation for up-gradation of ACR kvas pending
and in fact, by the orders dated 4th & 15th Oétober, 2016,
they were in fact actually upgraded. The learned PO who
stoutly opposed the grant of any interim relief submitted
that as on the day of the Establishment Board, Applicant’s
ACRs were below the required standard. Even if that be
so, in my view, the minutes of the Establishment Board
should have indicated that the fact that the request of the

-



Applicant was|under consideration for up-gradation was

present in theif mind. That quite clearly was not the case
in so far as tth question of DE is concerned, the Applicant
came to be exc?nerated on 20t May, 2016. Therefore, the
Establishment Board was factually incorrect in giving over
much importance to the DE which has already been

decided in favour of the Applicant.

3 The learned PO then mentioned that the
promotion to the post of Deputy Secretary in so far as the
Applicant was concerned had not been finalized. In the
first place, I wc]Juld tend to agree with Ms. Manchekar that
in any case, the Applicant’s case had been considered and
further, he hacii been regularized on 27t September, 2016.
Therefore, altl‘llough the actual regularization may have
been subsequent event so to say, but in my opinion, in the
context of the i:'acts, such as they are, the Applicant having
been considered could not have been denied his legitimate

right, if it was due.

4. Now,l the most potent weapon that the learned
PO tried to use against the Applicant was the GR of
Yesterday (i.e. 21st December, 2016). It is not necessary for
~ me to discuss t:he same in detail. I am prepared to proceed
on the assump;tion that pursuant to same directions given

60 -
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by this Tribunal in OA 296/2015, dated 9.2.2016 and

28.3.2016, some events have taken place because of which

the Applicant would be pushed further down in the list of
seniority. Now, there are two aspects of the matter.
Firstly they have to be studied in the context of the
Establishment Board held on 31st August, 2016 and not
with reference to any date subsequent ther to.  Secondly,
there is no guarantee that those that came tl) be promoted
as a result of the said Establishment Board \Lvould also not
be similarly pushed down the seniority list las a result of
the said GR, and therefore, the net result that will have
been produced is a clear case of discrimination between
two sets of similarly placed persons and that is something
that runs into the teeth of the injunctions| contained in

various provisions of the Constitution of India.

S. All these aspects of the matter are 'so glaring as
not to need to be waited till the reply is filed and the matter
is heard. No doubt, in the ultimate analysis, the final
determination of this OA shall ordain the finality of the

facts at issue, but as of today, with this 1c1ariﬁcation,

even at the

necessary directions will have to be given,

interim stage. 1 am satisfied that this is somewhat
!
exceptional case in which an interim relief should be

granted and so I direct the Respondents to convene a

~

Tox




Establishment Board within a period of four weeks from

today to consider the case of the Applicant, bearing in
mind the observations herein and correcting, if need be
earlier, “imprefsions” and take an appropriate decision in
that behalf and communicate the same to the Applicant
within one weFk thereafter. With this interim relief, the
O.A. stands aj:ljourned for filing Affid

in-reply to 30th

January, 2017. Hamdast.

(R.B. Malik) ! T
Member-J
22.12.2016

Mumbai |
Date : 22.12.2016
Dictation taken by :

S.K. Wamanse.
E:\SANJAY WAMANSE\JUDGM ENTP\QO 16\12 December, 2016\0.A.1132.16.w. 12.2016.0rder.doc
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IN THE ARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH

With

MISC APPTICATION NO 538/2016 IN O.A 910/2016
MISC APPITCATION NO 539/2016 IN O.A 1099/2016

DISTRICT : KOLHAPUR
1. MISC APPLICATION NO 538/2016 IN O.A 910/2016

Shri M.B Patil & Others )...Applicants
Versus
The State of Mhharashtra & Ors )...Respondents
And
Shri Bharat A. Shitole & Ors )...Applicants
(Intervenors)

L (Proposed Res.nos 4 to 16)

2. MISC APPLICATION NO 539/2016 IN O.A 1099/2016

Shri Jaikrishna S. Phad )...Applicant
| Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors )...Respondents
And
Shri Bharat A.!Shitole & Ors )...Applicants
' (Intervenors)

| (Proposed Res.nos 4 to 16)

!

Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the Applicants
(Intervenors) in both the Misc Applications.

TP

>




9 M.A538/2016 with M.A 539/2016

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for the Original
Applicants in O.A no 916/2016

Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for the Original Applicant
in O.A no 1099/2016

Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad and Shri A.J Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents in M.A| no 538 &
539/2016.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
Shri R.B. Malik (Member) (J)

DATE :22.12.2016
PER  : Shri R.B. Malik (Member) (J)

ORDER

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learnkad advocate
for the Applicants (Intervenors) in both the Misc Applications,
Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for tEhe Original
Applicants in O.A no 916/2016, Shri M.D Lon{(ar, learned
advocate for the Original Applicant in O.A no 109'9 /2016 and
smt Kranti S. Gaikwad and Shri AJ Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents in M.Al no 538 &
539/2016.

2 These two Misc Applications seek impleadment of
the parties to the pending Original Applicati%ns can be
disposed of by a common order. k
- |
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3 M.A 538/2016 with M.A 539/2016

3. We have perused the record and proceedings.

These matters have been heard for sometime and in fact
today we heard it at some length on the issue of interim relief.
However, in so far as the impleadment applicants are
concerned, it Feems that as a class the same are moved by
~_promotees. ithout entering into the avoidable details, it is
%ase that they are likely to suffer if an order was made
%out hearing them. Initially, Mrs Mahajan had some
objection, however, later on she as well as Shri Lonkar have
made it clear that in so far as impleadment is concerned, they
do not have ahy serious objections and after impleading the
Misc Applications, they can be heard on the issue of interim
relief.
i

4, Shri Lonkar and Mrs Mahajan insisted on grant of
interim order| being made at this stage, which is stoutly
opposed by! learned Presenting Officer and Shri
Bandiwadekar. As of today, we make it clear that till such
time, however, any further orders are made either at interim
stage or finally, whatever happens in this matter shall be
subjeét to the outcome of these O.As and even if some
promotions were to be made, it should be made clear to them
that their promotion,{i\las subject to ultimate outcome hereof.
Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar stated that his reply is

ready and he will file the same by tomorrow.

o In that view of the matter, the Applicants of both
the Misc Applications be impleaded in their respective
Original Applications as party Respondents by the Applicants

by an appropriate amendment to be carried out within two

; RiSke=r




4 M.A 538/2016 with M.A 539/2016

working weeks from foday. Consolidated copies| of the O.A

post amendment be filed and copies be furnished to the

existing Respondents and the newly added Respondents by
serving them in accordance with law and rules. Shri
Bandiwadekar, do waive service of notice on the ewly added
Respondents and service to him will be taken to be a valid

service for the newly added Respondents.

6. Both the Misc Applications are allowed in these

terms with no order as to costs.

7. Both the Original Applications to be placed on
Board on 10.1.2017 as part heard.

N
Sd/- Sdl/-
= L i . = e
(R.B. Malik) (Rajiv Agafwal]
Member (J) Vice-Chairman

Place : Mumbai
Date : 22.12.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\1st Dec 2016\M.A 538.16 in O.A 910.16 with [M.A 539.16 in O.A,
1099.16 Amendment to O.A, DB.22.12. 16.doc
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-—2-2016) - : I * [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. " "' of 99 KB * | Dmsmier
: : ' P Applicant/s
(Advocéte e N S O A B N R )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Officeri....,.....liiueiiveriniororseessomsia o B e o Y

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

' 22,12.2016

M.A: 551/2016 in O.A No 663/2014
with M.A 552/2016 in O.A 2/2015

Shri P.V Kudale & QOrs ) ... Applicants
"+ Vs, :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

: Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the  Applicants and Shri A.J
Chougule, learned P.O for Respondents.

The Applicants hereby seek to implead by
way of a_rncndmenh: State of Maharashtra in
Home Department.- Nobody is going to be
irretrievably prejudiced and even the Home
Department will get an opportunity to contest
this Original Application at the stage of pleading

[ ' ll & : as well as arguments. The Misc Application is
DATE: 222 -|9._‘ s therefore allowed. '

Hon’ble Skri. RAJIV AGARWAL The amendmént as herein sought to be

. (Vice -Chairman) - _effected within two working weeks from today. A

Ren’ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Member) T—— consolidated copy |of the Original Application

. APPEARANCE: i after amendment be filed and copy thereof be

St e ety ' ;

St AL Besael, C_mmaﬂa“da». furnished to the learned Presenting Officer and

F fur the Apptican on the newly added Respondents in accordance
dvecate Pl .

ay c:\v\o e (o with law and rules.
Shri Smtr L s alde '
—CROTTO. for the Respondents ™

Both the Original Applications be placed
on Board on 25.1.2017. ;

o;ﬁa__l%éa 40 25 | 7 Sd/- Sd/-
/_[,Z.. &embﬁﬁi Viiﬁ;-Chgau an
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda. of dornm, ] ; .
Appearance; Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
duectmns und Registrar’s orders v —
22.12.2016
M.A 527/2016 in O.'A‘ No 1091/2015
* Dr K.D Lohite .. Applicant
' - Vs. ;
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

: M:Lzzl(?—l €3
CORAM :
Hon'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL

(Vice - Ch
Won’blc Shei R B, mux(h:m)) L

APPEARANCE ;
it A-Desco)
for the A . S8 mm}iﬂ
g e, G ol |
'ﬁ <&“éé“f&°:i°""‘s“; Cosctugel|
c.n_\ll\i.bZ— :

‘\A%\ : cn_M@cu .
e-ﬂ_%. +o lﬁ/j'

L}

Heard Shri A.A Desai, learned advocate for
the Applicant, Ms Savita Suryavanshi holding
for Ms Neeliam Gohad, learned P.O for
Respondent no. 1 and Shri D.B Khaire, learned
Special Counsel for Respondent no. 2. ’

We have perused the record and
proceechngs Although Shri Khaire wanted to
raise an issue of impleadment of the selected
candidates (188), we are of opinion that in so far
as this Misc Application is concerned, our scope
is limited to the extent as to whether it survives
the test of law of amendments. Even as every lis
has to be entertained in the context of the date

of its inception. But a conscious cognizance of

subsequent events could also-be taken provided
there is a -nexus between the facts to be
impleaded by way of amendment and the facts
already pleaded. Further, it appears that in a
way there is a move hereby to amplify the plea
already raised. Therefore examining from any
angle, this. M.A survives the test of law of
amendment and it is allowed

prayed to be

Amendment ' herem _

" incorporated within two weeks from today.
~ Consolidated copy of the amended O.A be filed

and a copy be furnished to the learned Special -
Counsel and the learned Presenting Officer for
filing additional affidavit in reply if any.

This order shall also apply to O.A nos
1118, 1119, 1120, 1124, 1125, 1126; 1128,
1129, 1130/2015 and 03, 04, 28, 29, 32, 33,
34, 35, 62, 67, 144, 148 & 629/2016.

Misc Appllcatlon is allowed in these terms
with no order as to costs.

Original Applications to be placed on

Bodrd on 16.1.3017.

~

Sd/- Sd/-
(R.E- Malik) (Rafjv Agargyal)
Member (J) Vicé-Chairman
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
direcziqn_s and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders £

m Z%ll?,(i'é

CORAM :

Hon’ble Shri, RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman

Wom'ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Mcmberj:r———-

APPEARANCE :

— e, GN%%

Advoctss for km

1S 2\ G-%u.llw ClJ('J :

—ECPOPD, mmm

M.A 521/2016 in O.A No 659/2016

Shri H.Z Nazirkar ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned
advocate for the Applicant and Smt Kranti S.
Gaikwad, learned P.O for Respondents.

".This Misc Application seeking amendment
to the Original Application in accordance with
Annexure M-1, whereby paras 6.16A, B, C, D, E
& F and certain other paragraphs are bemg
sought to be incorporated. Reference to the
facts such as they are within the realm of the
Original Application may not be necessary. We
only have to examine as to whether this Misc
Application stands the test of law of
amendments and we find nothing herein which
could be said to take the other side by
irrétrievable surprise, much less will there be

~any prejudice caused.

Learned Presenting Officer raised the
issue of territorial jurisdiction. In our opinion,
we cannot go only the basis of theories. In
actual fact, there is no Division Bench available
at Nagpur and for that matter even at
Aurangabad and therefore, this Misc Application
may be allowed on its own merit and the rest of
it can be considered later on.

The Misc Application is therefore allowed.
The amendment as herein prayed - be
incorporated in the Original Application within a
period of one working ‘week from today,
Consolidated copy of O.A after amendment be
filed and copy thereof furmshed to the learned
P.O '

* Original Application -now stands

. adjourned for add1t10na1 affidavit in reply, if any

to 12.1.2017.
Sd/- Sd/-

B. (Raffv' Agagtval)”
MM : yicg-ChaEi;gz’a:

~—
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DATE :

CORAM :

Hon'ble Justice Shri A, H. joshi (Chairman)
rlﬂﬁ‘bﬁ-%ﬁ-&mﬁhtmr—(ﬂeﬁheﬁ A
APPEARANCE :

shrigas .. Rad. faW4. ARk fesa).
Advocate for the Applicant

Shri /3er. ™K QG'-«\NW‘\I"‘
C.PO/ B, for the r{uspomfpnvs

Ady. To. S'h\}al?: 5kero @1);
Hamdest 15 allwed 4o

C¥Y-0.
&t

Date : 22.12.2016.

0.A.No0.756 of 2015 with M.A.No.127 of 2016

R.S. Pawar ...Applican_t

Vs. .

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri R.S. Pawar, Applicant in person and Shri

N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the

Respondents states as follows :-

(a) The decision required to be taken at the level of
Government is taken.

(b) The said decision is adverse to the Applicant.

(c) It is communicated by the Government to the
Commissioner, Department of Skill
Development & Entrepreneurship by letter
dated 16.12.2016 and its copy is send to the
Applicant.

3. Applicant states that in view of the adverse action

by the Government he needs copies of some documents

and prays for the directions to the Respondents to supply

those documents.

4. ° Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents is directed to
give the Applicant file for inspection and then supply the

documents as may be specified by the Applicant.

5. Learned C.P.O. undertakes to furnish documents as

may be requested by Applicant.

6. Applicant prays for time to take suitable steps. He

prays for listing the case on board on 05.01.2017.

74 Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned
C.P.0.. Learned C.P.0. is directed to communicate this

order to the Respondents.

8.  S.0.t005.01.2017. N
' Sclf—
(A.H. Josm \iaa

Chairman
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The StTte of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer.......................oo b :

versus .

..... ' Respondent/s

Office Notes, Otfice Memorandn of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or”
directions and Registrar’s -orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate: _ 22ha)(L
CORAM.:

Hoa'ble Justice ShriA. H. Josbi (Chairman)
Hm‘ﬂf'&hﬁ'bf'*&iﬂ&shhmrfhembe%
APPEARANCE : !
st o AN, Mehys 9
Advacate for the Applicant

. Shet/smt . Th 6 Sabnand

C.P.O/PG. for the Responde.nt/a

AR

JAd). Ta..

e
.

Date : 22.12.2016.

C..A.No.74 of 2016 in 0.A.No.153 of 2012

R.B. Ekatpure ..Applicant

Vs. ‘

,The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. ° Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned

Presentlng Ofﬂcer for the Respondents

2. At the fequest of learned P.0O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for
the Respondents, adjourned to 24.01.2017.

<(// -

“TAH. JoshEY
Chairman

prk

[BTO.




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.938 OF 2015

P.R. Jagdale & Ors. ...Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents

Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.

Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
BATE " 22.12.2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri

K_B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. It is seen that the Applicants have failed to serve the added Respondent i.e.
Principal Secretary of General Administration Department (G.A.D.) through this order
passed on 22.10.2016, this Tribunal had directed the Applicants to serve the added

Respondent by taking notice from the Tribunal.

3. Today learned Advocate Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar for the Applicants states that he
apologies for the lapse and undertakes to comply with, and requests to extend the

returnable date.
{? AR& {& 'rC.Lt)t'Y\A w

4. Issue notice returnable on 01.02.2017.

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

final disposal shall not be issued.

6. Applicants are authorized and directed to serve on Respondent

intimation/notice of date of hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with



complete paper book of O.A.. Respondent is put to notice that the case would be taken

up for final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

7. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the Maharashtra
Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation

and alternate remedy are kept open.

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

notice.

0. It is hoped, and hence the direction to file affidavit shall not preclude the
Respondent, Principal Secretary, G.A.D. to take action which is pending at the level of
G.A.D.. If such action / compliance is done, affidavit be filed limited on explaining the

reasons for delay, may suffice.

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

communicate this order to the Respondents.

/-

Sd/-

~ (A.H. Joshi, §.
Chairman

11. 5.0.t0 01.02.2017.

prk
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Date : 22.12.2016.

pate:__ 223k

f‘rw‘”:

Herr

A.;‘.“hARAN( b
_Shruﬁwr' R n kﬁ'\i o

Advouaie for the apphca.nt :

o P O/ PG i:;r tnL Rcspo adent/s

OO N O

0.A.N0.980 of 2015 with 0.A.N0.981/2015

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

M.B. Patil (0.A.N0.981/2015) ' ..Applicants

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the

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

- Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents
states as follows :- '

(a) Affidav'it from the office of Superintendent of
Police (Rural), Raigad is duly prepared.

|
(b) It needs same correciton and it could be filed
within ]TS days from today.

(c) Four months time is requnred for completing
* entire process.

3, Time for filing affidavit as prayed by learned P.O. is

granted. |

4. Adjourned to 23.01.2017 limited for filing affidavit.
g = :
L_V)[// AT

(AH. JosH# 1)V r""

Chairma_n

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 J Dis
: : TRICT
| ST, Applicant/s
(Advocate................ i B o S )
uér'szts - 5
The State of Maharashtra and others
| | S | g R e 2 s Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............ccovvevveveerennn. ) |
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tril i
directions and Registrar’s orders g iy
; ..*:gj\f 3 l—: g 1 I.
B M.A.553/2016 in 0.A.1160/2016
"~ | shri P.H. Chavan . Applicant
Vs.

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

Heard Mr. M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant in MA, Shri K.B. Bhise, ‘the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Shri S.S. Dere,
the learned Advocate for the Original Applicant. '

By consent, the Applicant of the MA be impleaded
by. the original Applicant to the OA as party Respondent
by an appropriate amendment be carried on or before 4%

~ January, 2017. A consolidated copy of the OA after
amendment be filed and a copy be furnished to the
learned PO and post' amendment, the newly added
Respondent be served as per law and rules. Mr. Lonkar
do waive service for the newly added Respondent. -

DATE.__ 2 piht

S.0. to 4th January, 2017

CORAM : <l . i i : 2

Hon'ble J S R‘-@ ) KCM'Q , N\\\t

v I ' S — .
P,

Hoatble. e 4 Rermeshksimar hfembery g o8
APPEARANCE : ' : ey : "
; -:-———-«ﬂ ek | (R . 11 )2-_2_’_] a4 \}m
Shei/Grat—+ Mo} i 8 v _ | ‘Member (J) '

- 22.12.2016

Advocaiﬁ for the Applican . :
| (skew)

C.PO/P.O., for the Re .pondent/s

Ay, Tom, 10227,

gt
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