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Pip state of Maharashtra. and others 

Respondent's 

(Presenting Qffloer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memeranda or conim, 
Assefomoow Triltonal's orders or'  
direutienq Pnti.400letror1 /41.  ordere 

DATE  :  9-5 t  
CORAM : e„hy(.1:ZI 	NOtlk Hos'ble Juffties-Rtn- ski-(Glittus* 
Ho 

APPEARANCE : 

Shrif 	.. 	 — 
Advocate for the Applicant 
$11r-i-6611 

/ RU. for the IteAponclones, 

Tribunal' s orders 

M.&-.1111 /1G T-11 
0.A.1059/ 2016  

Shri M.D. Khot 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. eiz, ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 21.12.2016. 

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

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

S.O. to 21st December, 2016. 

( 	 	AC,-,•,tal.f 	Y4t41116-1/1  C- 

ori 1411241G' 
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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI 

O.A. NO.1031 of 2016  

(O.A. No.791 of 2015 (N'pur) ) 

Dr. Mrinalini (Shastri) M. Borkar 

Versus 

State of Maharashtra & 3 Ors. 

1 

) 

...Applicants 

...Respondents 

Shri N.D. Thombare with Shri S.M. Pandey, Advocates for Applicants. 

Shri A. J. Chougule , Presenting Officer for Respondents. 

CORAM : RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL) 

DATE 	23.11.2016 

PER 	R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL) 

ORDER  

Heard Shri N.D. Thombare, the learned Advocate for the Applicant 

and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

This O.A. in fact will have to be disposed of on a short but crucial 

point other than which there is no real option. 

The applicant is Assistant Professor Group-A in the Department of 
Surgery Government Medical College, Nagpur. The applicant is aggrieved 
by the provisional seniority list issued by the Director of Medical Education 
and Research (MS), Mumbai, who is the second respondent hereto. She 
seeks directions to publish a fresh seniority list of the Assistant Professor as 
on 01.01.2014 by giving a proper placement to the applicant and also to the 
private party, respondent no.4. This O.A. in fact arises basically in view of 
the directions given by this very bench in deciding the O.A. No.1051/2013  

(Smt Lata N. Bhoir V/s State of Maharashtra & 2 Ors., dated 23.9.2014, 
para 7 thereof needs to be fully produced for facility. 



"7. 	We find that the G.R. dated 4.5.2009 (condition no.9 in 
schedule A) does not give any date before option has to be exercised. 
There is no default option, e.g. if no option is exercised, and if a 
candidate has joined pursuant to recommendation of M.P.S.C. his / 
her seniority will be counted from the date of such joining report. In 
absence of any time limit, it will be in the fitness of things, if the time 
for giving option is extended. The Respondents are directed to give 

some time to those candidates, who have not yet exercised option and 
also given default option. This may be done within a period of four 
weeks from the date of this order. Orders of the Respondents dated 
9.11.2010, 21.2.2011 and 7.2.2012 are quashed and set aside. The 
Applicant will be at liberty to exercise her option as & when the 
revised time limit for exercising such option is given. O.A. is disposed 
of accordingly with no order as to costs." 

We had given directions to the respondents to give some time to those 
candidates who had not yet exercised the option and also default option for 
which we had granted four weeks time. It is clear that this simple direction 
was not complied with and the applicant was not given the opportunity to 
act in accordance there with. It is very clear that those directions were not 
person specific but by using words "to those candidates" it was made clear 
that all those candidates would be covered thereby and, therefore, in our 
opinion this O.A. will have to be disposed of with direction to the 
respondents to make proper implementation of our order dated 23.9.2014 in 
0.A.No.1051/2013 and treat the applicant and others  accordingly. 

This Original Application is disposed of with a direction contained in 
the preceding paragraph with no order as to cost. 

. MALIK) 	(RAJIT AGA AL) 
MEMBER (J) 	VICE-CHAIRMAN 
23.11.2016 	 23.11.2016 

(vsm) 
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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

O.A. NO.854 of 2016  
(O.A. No.538 of 2013 (N'pur) ) 

Maharashtra State Govt. Mofusil 

Stenographers Association, N'pur 	 ...Applicants 

Versus 

State of Maharashtra 	 ...Respondents 

Shri N.D. Thombare with Shri S.M. Pandey, Advocates for Applicants. 

Shri K.B. Bhise, Presenting Officer for Respondents. 

CORAM : RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL) 

DATE 	23.11.2016 

PER 	R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL) 

ORDER 

This matter relates to the pay-scales of Stenographers working in the 

State of Maharashtra as Stenographer Selection Grade/P.A., Stenographer 
(H.G.) and Stenographer (L.G.). 

We have perused the record and proceedings and heard Shri N.D. 
Thombare with Shri S.M. Pandey, the learned Advocates for the applicants 
and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the respondents. 

It is not necessary for us to make detailed statement of facts herein 
because ultimately the result of this Original Application will depend upon 

some of the salient features which would be suffice to mention herein. It is 
an admitted position that disparity is there in pay-scales in Central 

Government and Judiciary in the State of Maharashtra on one hand and the 

cadre which the applicants belong to, on the other. The applicants, 
therefore, have been longing to secure parity in that behalf. The matter was 

placed before pay anomaly committee and its recommendations in that 
behalf is perused by us. The conclusions are mentioned that the applicants 



were not entitled to any relief. There are no reasons given to justify the said 
conclusion. In exercise of powers of judicial review of administrative action 
in the matter such as this one, we may not be able to give any conclusive 
directions. The perusal of the record would show that on 9.5.2008 the then 
Chief Secretary made a note that the issue of pay parity was accepted by the 
Hon'ble Chief Minister. There are other notings in that behalf. The details 
thereof in fact need not be mentioned. The decision was apparently taken 
to place the matter before the cabinet. That apparently was not done and 
has not been done, till now. 

Now, in the state of the circumstances such as they are and the 
established fact of disparity in the pay-scales, it is no doubt true that the 
final decision one way or the other has to be taken. This Tribunal exercises 
jurisdiction of judicial review of administrative action and as mentioned 
above this jurisdiction is not so expansive as of any other judicial body 
which is conferred with plenary jurisdiction. In that view of the matter, 
therefore, we are of the opinion that this O.A. should be disposed of with 
direction that the matter be placed before the cabinet for an appropriate 
decision in this matter which has remained pending for the last about 8-9 
years. A time limit would be in our view proper to be prescribed. In that 
view of the matter, therefore, this O.A. is disposed of with a direction that 
the issue be placed before the cabinet with a request to take a decision 
considered proper preferably within a period of three months from today. 
No order as to cost. 

. MALIK) 	(RA V AG WAL) 
MEMBER (J) 	VICE-CHAIRMAN 
23.11.2016 	 23.11.2016 
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

C.A.No.66 of 2015 in O.A.No.499 of 2014 

A.V. Joshi 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicant. 

Respondents. 

Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicant. 

Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

CORAM : 	Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

Date 	23.11.2016. 

ORDER 

1. 	Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. 

Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Learned P.O. Ms. S. Suryawanshi for the Respondents states as follows :- 

(a) Applicant's pension has been revised. 

(b) Pension Payment Order (P.P.O.) is issued. 

(c) In view of the apology already tendered, C.A. be disposed. 

3. 	This Tribunal has read affidavit of apology filed by Shri Rajesh Kumar, Principal 

Secretary, Water Supply & Sanitation Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai. 

4. 	Affidavit contains numerous errors. It is difficult to believe that an I.A.S. Officer 

would write such language. 

5. 	The manner in which the affidavit has been signed including the signature at 

page 41 of the paper book of O.A. and no signature at the place which ought to have 

been, only proves that affidavit was simply got done by putting the signatures, as if, on 

the dotted lines, and without even reading the narrations, much less upon application 

of mind. 



A.H. Jos 1, 

Chairman 

2 

6. Therefore, though the said affidavit contains an apology it is of the sort of lip 

service. 	Consequently, the apology emerges to be one which is mechanically 

reproduced by copy and paste technique. Prima facie, it does not emerge from the 

heart. 

7. Hence, Shri Rajesh Kumar, Principal Secretary, Water Supply & Sanitation 

Department is directed to remain present on next date to explain the aspects noted in 

paragraphs No.4 to 6. 

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

communicate this order to the Respondents. 

9. 	S.O. to 25.11.2016. 

prk 
D:\PRK\2016\11  NOV123.111C.A.66-15 0.A.499-14.doc 
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Tribunal' a orders 

DATE:  2✓11111(7  
CORAM : sifwi‘ 	111 e.tlk 
Hon'ble J 

APEARANCE :  

Shii/SIA •  M-19   

Advo.ate for the Applicant 

Altr-i-i8mt. • f<•--4.  •  —CilYktic—.—  
C.P 0 P.O. for the Respondent/s 

....... 	!z7( 6  

(0,C,f.) 24S311 (4) 00,000—R•01W 	 [41- MAT-F-2  &• 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADM-IN IsTRATrvE TRIBUNAL 

Origiaal Application No, 	 of 20 
	

nrSTRICT 

	 Applicantie 

(Advocate 	  

The 0..4.4q 9414+40.111.044. 44.30 ethers 

.„.. Responcientis 

0.A.103/20 16 

Shri M.S. Pawar 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

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

Mr. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant 
makes a statement that the Applicant does not want to file 
Rejoinder. Admit. 

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly 
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book 
of O.A. 

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

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

If the reply of the GAD is filed just before the 
hearing is commences, it will be taken on record but no 
adjournment shall be given. 

.S.O. to 14th December, 2016. 
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°11 94117116' 
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44,44,13,440HTRA AD'iYuNz.$1713.,Allcsiz TRIBUNAL 
MUM14..A.1 

of 20 

• ,,,, 	,, • ,,,,,,, • ,,, • , • ,, ,,,, • • • • • • • (AdyQcat 

Tho state 

Pqr.15/1419  

Mal/"444.4t a,And ottlors 

Reklacmdant4d 

,,,,,,,,, , ,,, , 	,,,,, . , , ,,,,, .„.,„,., ,, , 	,,,,,, 
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Appvt.,rulluv,'-rrih4nut'a vt, t101,4 or 

directional cnd Rogistrenoe ordere 
Tribunal's orders 

  

0.A.1.059/20 16 

Shri M.D. Khot 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 21.12.2016. 

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 Adthinistrative Tribunal (Procedure) 
Rules, 1988. and the questions such as limitation and 
alternate remedy are kept open. 

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

S.O. to 21st December:, 2016. 
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APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for the Applicant 
Shri 

	4.10 60^ c„42:9_L44) for the Respondent/s 	,4. 5 sj'1"r-14\ 71.1.!<,  .411j5e- 4,1-, 
Ard, To.. . . . • ........... ........ . d .......... 

H 	• 
(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
23.11.2016 

(G.C.,P.) d filWQ (A) (0000—'4 ;telf.) 	 MAT-P4 
INfr klAHARASI-ITRA 	XST ADIVII,NRATIVE TRIBUNAL , 	- 	- 

INIUMBAI 

Original Application INTQ, 	 DISTRICT 

,.,.. APPlicautia 

(Advocate  	) 

romo 

Tlta Mate of Maharastitrr PO others 

	 Itespunciettqls 

(Present/rig Officer 	 

Offtur Noto, Office 1Vieruqrundu oN corurl, 
dippuurourr, TramtiO4 urdors or 
directions and itoKistrur's grdoro 

Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.838/2016 

Dr. A.E. Gawali 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

Heard Mr. Dr. S. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant, Mr. M.D. Lonkar, the learned Special 
Counsel for Respondents 1, 2 8s 3 and Shri K.B. Bhise, the 
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent No.4. 

Mr. Sadavarte, the learned,  Advocate makes a 
statement that in view of the Division Bench of this 
Tribunal having decided OAs Nos. 800/2016, 815/2016 
and one more OA this morning itself, he, has instructions 
not to press this OA and on his request, therefore,, the 
same is disposed of as not pressed with no order as to.  
costs. 
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PATE:  2311  

APPEARANCE: 

I  
Advocate for the Applicant 	, 

4Shri/Simt. 	•  i•fk4 	 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Adj. 	. I-4)1114- 1:0 ePix. 
rn aairm 	et3-0)  

Pe 

,:i)RANI: 	• 
• 9417) 

(G,C P.) 4 21400  (A) (§M0(1-4104) 	 111AT-F1 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. AD miNmrgArrivE TRIBUNAL 
NIUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 ' DISTRICT 

...„ AppIloantio 

(Advocate 

Verbus 

7-1-19 §(4e oPMaharFlehtra onsl Athera 

li(o *I nIld V ( 

(Presenting Officer 	 „, 	  

0 	Notual, Offit:u Mulaorarabi aiCurala, 
Arraaranau. 'Vriaanars arclurs'av 
diractiana and Ilvaitarur'o archon* 

Tribunal' s orders  

0.A.609/2016 

Shri P.R. Acharekar 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Shri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting 
'Officer for the Respondents. 

Affidavit-in-reply of GAD is not filed. See the order 
dated 26.10.2016. OA proceeds without. the Affidavit-in-
reply of the GAD. The Applicant does not want to file 
Rejoinder. Admit. Liberty to mention granted. 

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly 
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book 
of O.A. 

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

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

If the reply of the GAD is filed just before the 
hearing is commences, it will be taken on record but no 
adjournment shall be given. 
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App0■111111(10, Tribonal'a ovilers or 	 Tribunal's orders 
directions and Itegibtrotom order,. 

0.A.984/2015 with 0.A.1016 & 
1021/2015  

hri S.A. Sarwade & Ors. ... Applicants 
Vs. 

he State of Mah. & ors. 	... Respondents 

ember (J) 
23.11.2016 

uk_P)J 2260 (A) (50,000-2,2015) 	 [SO MAT-F.g 

1N THE MARARASIITRA ADNIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUIVIBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 
	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

Tic yState of Me-lInraShtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Oflieer 	  

otfioe Ncgeo, Office Memoranda of corum, 

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
dvocate for the Applicants and Ms. S. Suryawanshi 
olding for Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting 
fficer for the Respondents, 

Heard both the sides. It is not necessary for me to 
ake any detailed comments. I, however, direct that 
hatever decision has been taken in respect of the issue 

elevant hereto be communicated to the Applicants within 
ne week from today. 

S.O. to 7th December, 2016. Hamdast. 

kw) 

APPEARANCE' 

1349...61.4 aY 
Advocate for the Applicant 

jiai-4Sinc 	 r\94411  C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 
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Admin
Text Box
             Sd/-



pisrniar 
• 
	 APPli.eiturAs 

(Presenting Qfficer 	 

DATE : 

CORAM : 

: 

H 

APPEAPANCE ; 

Advocate for the Applicant s  

Shri 4sate-  Y‘lb - 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent's 

'24016  

vj 

Adj. ToAtinif- 14)&5' 	raftxto7 

SS jrgccto1 

(R.B. 
Member (J) 
23.11.2016 

(o.cp.) J $.40P 44) (4(1,000-4015) 	 141.- MAT -2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application Np. 	 of 20 

(AdvocatQ 	  

• rgos 

'VW stet of t4haraabtra and others 

	 Respondents 

OYYice Notoi, Office Memorundu of Curunt, 

APpourappo, Tribum4I'm urtlerb or 

diveotiona and Itegistror's order,. 

Tribunal's orders 

0.A.436/2016  

Ms. K.V. Kalekar 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

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

• 
Shri Bhise, the learned PO submits a letter dated 

1.6.2016 which is on his request taken on record. The OA 
proceeds without the Affidavit-in-reply of Respondent 
No.2. The Rejoinder to the reply of Respondent No.1 is 
taken on record. Admit.. Liberty to mention granted. 

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

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

lskw) 

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly 
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book 
of O.A. 	 • 
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Respondents. 

(A.H. Joshi J.) 

Chairman 

prk 

2 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Curu in, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date :23.11.2016. 

0.A.No.189 of 2014 with O.A.No.190 of 2014 

M.V. Kulkarni (0.A.189/2014) 

A.R. Jadhav (0.A.190/2014) 

....Applicants. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan is absent 

and has filed leave note. 

3. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the 

Respondents states that Shri Bhushan L. Thete, Head Clerk, 

D.G.P. Office, Mumbai is present. 

4. Learned P.O. is directed to secure instructions on 

the point as to whether any legal impediment exists in 

passing the orders, furtherance to recent policy decision 

given by Government, relating to uniformity of transfers / 

retransfers relating to transfer / posting upon cession of 

the enforcement of Code of Conduct. 

5. In view of the request of learned P.O., adjourned to 

25.11.2016. 

6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. 

Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the 

DATE 
CORAM : 

lionlyie justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chum:nun) 

APPEARANCE : 

Shri/Srat. 	.. 

	

el",̀-\L-, 	w,  0..,;,,4-c. Advocate for the Applicant 

	

hti /Srnt. ........... 	 
c.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondents 

To ...................  



2. 	At the request of learned Advocate Shri P.V. Patil 

for the Applicant, adjourned to 30.11.2016. 

(A.H. Joshi J. 
Chairman 

prk 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 23.11.2016. 

0.A. No.31 of 2015 

Dr. S.N. Waydande 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri P.V. Patil, the learned Advocate with 

Shri Shamsundar Solanke, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE:. 	'2- 2̀,1 I 111  

CORAM  
Hon;ple Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE : 

	

9 	221_ 
56,15014 v 3•01-wizL 

Atwocate tor the Applicant , 

Shri 	• $4 	• 	 . 
P.O / p.o: for the F...;f.poodent/s 

A54.3o 	 441 

WI U. 



DATE : 	Hi 16  

CORAM : 
Honlyle Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE:  

Shri/Smt. 	 v----z--taii-66k- 
Advocate for the Applicant 
Shri /Smt. • 	VCISW. 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Adj. To. ..... 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 23.11.2016. 

C.A.No.131 of 2015 in O.A.No.907 of 2012 

P.A. Vanjeri 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant 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) Proposal submitted by the Urban Development 
Department to the General Administration 
Department (G.A.D) is approved by the G.A.D 

on 19.11.2016. 

(b) Thereafter, the file is submitted to the Finance 
Department on the same date. 

(c) One week time may be granted for reporting 

compliance. 

3. 	Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. 

Learned P.O. is directed to communicate•this order to the 

Respondents. 

4. 	In view of request of learned P.O., adjourned to 

01.12.2016. 

(A.H.Toshi J.)  
Chairman 

prk 

[PTO. 



DATE  -41 1)11 6  
CORAM: 

Hon'trie Justice Shri A. H. Josin (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE;  

Siari/Smt. 

Advocate for the Applicant 

c:hri /Smt. 	.C.11:46 
PO. for the, Respondent/s 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribdnal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 23.11.2016. 

O.A.No.1052 of 2015 

B.A. Dhande 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

	

1. 	Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Snit. Archana B.K., the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

	

2. 	Learned Advocate Shri J.N. Kamble for the 

Applicant states and prays as follows :- 

(a) Leave to amend and substitute the memo of 

O.A. and, if necessary, to add annexures and 

substitute index and synopsis, may be granted 

(b) Amendment is necessary because crucial factual 

aspects have remained to be brought on record. 

	

3. 	Accepting the request of learned Advocate Shri J.N. 

Kamble, leave to amend for substitution of O.A. etc. as 

prayed for is granted. 

	

4. 	Learned Advocate Shri J.N. Kamble undertakes to 

carry out the substitution within two weeks. 

	

5. 	• G.A. be listed for further orders for fixing date of 

hearing and, if necessary, for filing reply, to 22.12.2016. 

C1/76  
(A.H. Joshi J. 
Chairman 

prk 	 [Pro. 



(Advocate 	  

versus 

T,he State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 23.11.2016. 

C.A.No.63 of 2015 in O.A.No.511 of 2012 

K.P. Magar & Ors. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicants. 

Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate Shri R.M. Kolge for the 

Applicants states as follows :- 

Order is complied with, as regards all the 
applications in relation to the Applicants, and the 
claim of four cases in which cases caste claim was 
invalidated, those whose claim is denied. Those 
four Applicants would like to make representation. 

3. In view of the compliance, Applicants does not 

want to, press this application. 

4. It is not necessary to proceed with this application 

in view of statement of learned Advocate for the Applicant. 

Hence; this C.A. is disposed of. 

/- 
_ 

(A.H. Josh! J.) 

Chairman 

prk 

DATE :  2311  

CORAM : 
Houlrie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

A 

APPEARANCE :  

Advocate fig the Applicant 

Abri-Ont. : 	C}-61.11/414M`'d 	 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

• 

[PTO. 



(A.H. Josh' 

Chairman 

(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cot-um, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders. 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 23.11.2016. 

O.A.No.203 of 2016 with O.A.No.223 of 2016 with 

0.A.No.224 of 2016 with O.A.No.225 of 2016 

P.R. Hanpude & 27 Ors. (0.A.203/2016) 

A.S. Yadav (0.A.223/2016) 

M.V. Pawar (0.A.224/2016) 

S.S. Jadhav (0.A.225/2016) 

Versus 

....Applicants. 

DATE:  23\ 11 \  
CORAM 
tion'ttle Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE:  

Shri/Smt. : ........................ !1.\ ---C....ttt4e. (.41- 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri /Snit. • 	.6=A* 	' 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondents 

Ad). To 	9_3\1.1.1.\..t. 	 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 Respondents. 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. In this case hearing was adjourned to 21.11.2016. 

However, by mistake in the transcription, it was shown as 

adjourned to 22.08.2016. 

3. In view of this, the case shall come up on board on 

29.11.2016. 

prk 

'pro. 



The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, 
Appearance, 'tribunal's orders or 
direetions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 23.11.2016. 

O.A.No.326 of 2016 with M.A.No.215 of 2016 

Dr. Y.M. Kokadwar 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate 

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

Presenting. Officer for the Respondents. 

2.- 	In view of the fact that connected matter i.e. 

O.A.No.611 of 2016 is adjourned to 01.12.2016, present 

O.A. with M.A. is also adjourned to 01.12.2016. 

prk 

1r:A . Joshi.; 
Chairman 

DATE : 	III\ 14,  
:CORAM 

Ho/4'We Justice Shri A. K. Joshi (Chairman" 

APPEARANCE:  

Shri/Enn. 	.. . 

Advocate for the Applicant 

'Shri /Sint. 	Vro.s.S.2...610.1`sktata  
C.P.0 P.O. for the Respondent/s 

[KEG 



DATE : 
CORAK 
Hon'hIC justice 	A H. I os .,*: (Ciminnan) 

APPEARANCE: 

yStiviiSint. • 	1411.6.44.&.—e. 

Advocate for the Applicant 	• 

Shri--/Smt. • 	 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent's 

Adj. To ...... 11(21('' 

ttokyosti- 	As►ve)  -17 LAT°.  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 23.11.2016. 

0.A.No.611 of 2016 

Dr. Y.M. Kokadwar 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

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

Respondents on instructions states as follows :- 

(a) The matter is being processed for withdrawal of 
the impugned order and the matter is 
recommended for that purpose. 

(b) Thereafter, if fresh proposal is received from 
Prisons Department, the matter will be 
considered on its own merit in accordance with 

law. 

(c) Hon'ble Minister's approval would be required 
and it would be possible only after the Hon'ble 
Minister's return from his abroad journey)  for 

this purpose hearing be adjourned. 

In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 01.12.2016. 

4. 	Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. 

Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the 

Respondents. 

(A.H. Joshi .1.) 
Chairman 

prk 	 [PTO. 



DATE 	9.5)1% \ ' 3  
CORAM : 
Honlyle Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE:  

ShritSmt. 	 ...... 

Advocate fur the Applicant. 

Shri /Snit. •  
ORO / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others. 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 23.11.2016. 

O.A.No.297 of 2015 

U.N. Yadav & Ors. 	 ....Applicants. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for the Respondents 

has tendered reply. It is taken on record. 

3. Learned Advocate Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar for the 

Applicants prays for time to consider the reply, file 

rejoinder, only if it is imperative. 

4. Time as prayed for is granted. 

5. S.O. to 04.01.2017. 

(A.H. Joshi J.) 

Chairman 
prk 

[PTO. 



DATE 

	

lionlik Justice 
gLA 	

Shri 	
Joshi (Chairman) 

H 
vlsv  

Shrikiittt. : ......  
Advocate for the Applicant 

/5)alt,11 ...... . 	... . 	
........ 

	

Shri 	for the Resp C.P.0 I P.O.
ondent's  

Ad3.-fo ..........
.... .. ............... 

ccTkAa z itFtic? 

tiot;oo .ustiqist111.16). 
hi .Chatrrnad0  

r r (14tranct)A 
119'A.1,1\t‘I$Nmeslikum  

.... *Moo 

ShAdatt4A11-.3F 5:51;17,1.t  

Aft.alatsktr. the Applicant 
g, 

 / P.O. r the RespOnden s 

Adj. 

M.3. 	
.............................. 

versus 

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

(presenting Officer ....................................................... . ... . ........ ) 

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

Tribunal' s orders  

Date : 23.11.2016. 

C.A.No.124 of 2015 
in 0.A.No.680 of 2012 

....Applicant. 
R.M. Sundarani. 

Versus 
.....Respondents.  

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.  

1. 	
Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant, Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting 

Office': 
 for the Respondents and Shri M.D. Lonkar, the 

learned Advocate for the Intervener. 

2. 	
Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents 

states as follows :- 

(a) 
Order passed by this Tribunal in the O.A. is 

carried before the Hon'ble High Court. 

(b) 
Writ Petition is admitted. Order passed by this 
Tribunal is stayed by Hon'ble High Court. 

3. 	
Learned Advocate Shri V.P. Potbhare for the 

Applicant states as follows :- 

(a) 
He would take instructions from the Applicant 
as to whether he would like to withdraw this 
application with liberty to file fresh 
application, if occasion for that purpose arises 
after decision of Writ Petition by Hon'ble High 

Court. 

(b) 
For this purpose, he wants time. 

C\1) S.O. to 24.11:2016. 

re(̂ ^6  
(A.H. loshi J. 

Chairman 

prk 
	 [PTO. 



Advocate for le Applicata 
 nri 

	

	 •  
140:0:171 the Resp 

CIILCIL; 

V 

(RAJIV AGA WAL) 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

2 

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

Tribtinar s orders 

O.A.No. 1084/2016 

Khudbuddin Dastgir Shaikh 	... Applicant 
V/s. 

The State of Mah. & 3 ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. 
Rajpurohit, the learned C.P.O. for the 
Respondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 21.12.2016. 

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

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

DATE : 	1,16  
coRAN: 
Hon 'Me Ski. RAJIV AGARIVAL 

(Vice - Chamois) 
-Kola Iblr-Slin-11-1E-M-AUX-(Meretberr- 
A PPEARANCE  

5  •  1:)•--51  

.CD• 	2-I
\
12II, 

1114141111•114 

6.44.,e'd1 

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

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

' 	S.O. to 21.12.2016. LearnedC•P.O. do 
waive service. 

Admin
Text Box
               Sd/-



2 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corium 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

0.A.No. 1092/2016  

DATE:  23 1 1"  
COMM: 
Nestle Ski. RAJIV AGAIMIL 

(Vice -Cheinnee) 
.444*-131e-Sttri-La-MALIIrcibienibee)---- 
APPEARANCE:  

AdVoests for tie Applicant 

YBO. for the Rupontlepie 	Ujt  

Ne( &CU) 

S.O. to 21.12.2016. 	Learned P.O. do 
waive service. 

V 
JIV A RWAL) 

VICE-CHAIRMAN 

iniremowsionikriesermsasommohasmoNe 

Shri Dilip G. Wagh 	... Applicant 
Ws. 

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

Heard Shri P.S. Pathak, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. 
Chougule, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 21.12.2016. 

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

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

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

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. 

Admin
Text Box
               Sd/-



(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2.2015) 	 (Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
NIUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda'of Corium 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.636/2016 

Lhri S.B. Raikar 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

he State of Mah. & ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 
earned Advocate for the Applicant. Shri D.B. 
haire, Special Counsel with Smt Kranti 
aikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the 

espondents. 

DATE:  2t ~l1 
OItAM 

fiR4.9 'Me Shri. k 111/ AGA IMIL 
Niue - Chairman) 

.k-14ALIII“Menrber)--- 
APPEA 4 OK e • 
sivits4« 
mivocii (or am Applicant 

Lsa,  
4; tug the Kespondtaus, 

1--UN c2,4 
.74=7"7 

3 	b-U2--1t6  

Affidavit-in-Rejoinder is filed by the 
earned Advocate for the, applicant. 

If the Sur-rejoinder is to be filed by the 
espondents, it must be filed on the next date. 

Original Application is admitted, come up 
or final hearing on 5.12.2016. 

v.rra 
(RA IV AG RWAL) 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

23.11.2016 

Admin
Text Box
                Sd/-



(G.C.P .1 J 2260 (A) (5O,000--2-2010) 	 tspr- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No, of 20 	 DISTRICT 

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer...., 	  

Office Notes, °Mee Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders.  

Tribunal' s orders 

M.A. No. 283/2016 
In 

O.A.No.706/2016  

Shri I. G. Kulkarni 	... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 

learned. Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. 

Rajpurohit, 	the 	learned 	P.O. 	for . the 

Respondents. 

DATE: 9,3 	C  
CORAM 

Hou'ble Ski. RAJIV A ammta. 
Nice - :Raman) 

APPEARANCE: 

1-'L"-ert  
Advocale fet w Wks* 

C.P.01441-Torthe Respoft 
	. 

 

-•(= 	7 1 ) 	' 
1-77/ 

Affidavit-in-Rejoinder is filed by the 

learned Advocate for the applicant. 

Admit,.b come up final .hearing on 

7.12.2016. 

( 	AG • 4.WAL) 
-CHAI 'MAN VIC 

23.11.2016 

Admin
Text Box
                   Sd/-



DATE 	 

COR AM : 

Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 
(Vice • Chairman) 

—Ronlble-SltriklA1,4K-(Jdember)--- 

APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for the MOWN 

r—R:141-P.P. for the Respostleete 

16. 

kosuA,4) 
	mono.. 

16 

2 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, 

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

Tribunal' s orders • 

O.A.No. 1096/2016 

Shri Anandkumar S. More 	... Applicant 
V/s. 

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

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt Kranti 
Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 21. 

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

12.2016. 

for final 
notice for 

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

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

'remedy are kept open. 

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.O. to 21.12.2016. Learned P.O. do 
waive service. 

(U r'w  V A t ARWAL) 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

23.11.2016 

• 

Admin
Text Box
                 Sd/-



m) 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. Of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

• (Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, OtTice Memoranda of Conlin, 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.850/2016 

hri S. R. Sankhe 	... Applicant 
V/s. 

he State of Mah. & ors. 	... Respondents 

DATE: 52 2 I ( 4  
coRAm:  
fkon'ble Ski. RAJIV i. 3ARWOR. 

Ilainnan) ---Flen/K-Shrfc-itttAtil (Member,— 

APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for tie Ar,  pikes 
iSint-441. 
11-P.0 t 

C--Q4 3se 	C 	 ej \ 	\ 1416  

(As, ka-ul44-e-cl • 00.•••••■■mmuseartate~sioesomes,  

• 1 16  • 

a, olaa-1.5.20  

Heard Shri S.B. Gaikwad, the learned 
dvocate for the Applicant and Ms S. 
urywanshi, the learned P.O. for the 
espondents. 

Learned P.O. has filed affidavit-in-reply. 
he learned Advocate for the applicant does not 
ant to file rejoinder. 

Original Application is admitted ana come 
p for final hearing on 30.11.2016. 

(RA 'WA RWAL) 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

23.11.2016 

Admin
Text Box
                Sd/-



DATE: 2-3 
CORAM : 
Fkneble SAri. RAJIV AG 4WAIL 

(Vice - Ci Ammo 

RA IV A ARWAL) 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

23.11.2016 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-2015) ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondents 

(Presenting Offi( 	  

Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Comm, 
Appear taco, Tribunal's orders or 
directio is and Registrar's orders 

APPEARANCE : 

c:(Le (-Les:L.: 

Advocate for **Applicant 
	 ?;02,0cra.Q. 

CP 0 P.O. fix t' e Respondent 

Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.No.851/2016  

hri K.V. Thakur 	 ... Applicant 

Vis. 

he State of Mah. & ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri S.B. Gaikwad, the learned 
dvocate for. the Applicant and Ms S. 
urywanshi, the learned P.O. for the 
espondents. 

Learned Advocate for the applicant states 
hat by order dated 22.11.2016, the applicant 
as been granted first and second benefits of 
ssured Career Progression Scheme and as 
uch the grievance has been redressed by the 
espondents. 

Consider the submission made by the 
earned Advocate Shri Gaikwad noting survives 
n this O.A. 

The Original Application is disposed of 
ith no order as to cost..  

Admin
Text Box
                Sd/-
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