(G.C.R.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.- = e of 20 ' Digtrict
o Apblicant/s
(AAVOCAte iovevvveecirriiecies e et s e )
versus
The State of Maharashtfa and others
..... Respondent/s
............................... )

(Presenting Officer.............ccocovevriilveo

Qftice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATP: 343‘“\

CORAM : Tﬁ#\c@ M T.7¢ OSL\J

Hen’ bie Shri.
(Vice - Chauman)

APPEARANCE :

St/ ren AL %CQAMQ(C,UGA-QJ[M

. Adtooeate for the Applicant ,
St Stk S ahi SR=A
—LLOG7P.0. fur the Respondems

s.o. to 2—!/(9—“5!77

ﬁ?@wy | o

0.A. No. 645 of 2017

Shri M.A. Damale .. Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

‘learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. -S.0. 10 21.12.2017 for affidavit in reply.
N\
Sd/-
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman

23.11.2017
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G.OPY J 2260(8) (50,000- -2-2015) 1Spl

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAIAJW“ §
MUMBAI o
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. | | of 20
| IN
Original Application No. of 20
o FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 7 ‘

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

" 0.A.No. 1115/2016
Mr. V.M. Padwal , ... Applicant
Vs.: o .
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the

Respondents : o
\ - 2. The learned Advocate for the Applicant submits
DATS :_ .’25\ L\~ that he wants to rely over certain decisions of this
th
CORAM ; “mlﬁm« MT 3 BS\U Trlbunal AF his request, S.0. to 29 November, 2017.
Hou 'bie Shri. RAHVAGARWAL— m
(Vice - Chairman) , _
APPEARANCE : I
8. BT oL - N o S ~ (M.T. Joshi)
, ' . : Vice-Chairman -
Asvosaie for the Applicant - \ _ ‘
' . 23.11.2017
Shri /S ISR @LSQ_ skw .

——€PGTTO. for the Respondents

S fo Zq\“,l'?'
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(G.CPY J 2260(B) (50,000--2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-¥-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. : of 20
IN '
Original Application No. of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
Office Notes, Office Memorénda ;)f Coram,
- Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.No. 1135/2016
Mr. A.D. Hire ’ ... Applicant
Vs. :
- The State of Mah. & ors. = " ... Respondents
1 Heard Mr. S.S. Deré the Iearhed Advocate for the
Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents
2. ‘ The present Applicant is claiming interest on
delayed payment of salary. In Para No.8 of the Affidavit-
} . _ in-reply, the concerned Respondent has clarified that upon

resignation from the Applicant, the salary was drawn from
the office and as he did not turn up to collect the same,

- \ . ultimately it required to be re-deposited to the R.B.l. on
DATH:_ - 5&“ \7- | 06.08.2013 and 25.09.2013 respectively.
QORAM:  ——1gslea MT-Josla |

Hon'ble <hq Mmtéi% 3. The record would show that during the pendency

- (Vice - Chairman) of the present application, the salary is paid by cheque.-

/\ﬁlﬁ:}'vﬁﬁ‘l < 4, Considering all these facts on record, the interest
Sl e D S DOA S on delayed payment cannot be granted. The O.A. is,
AGcte o the Applicant therefo’r‘e’_, /dlgm.lssed without any order as to cost.

Chri Bakermad e d AV SS , : 0

G0, e the Respondents
' ’ Sd/-
A ES ) . /
N o3 &JS «Sser:b- : ‘
o Dl o © (M.T.Joshi)
E ﬁ/;f ‘ . Vice-Chairman

23.11.2017
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e

., versus

The State of Maharashtra and otners

(Presenting Officer......oimriimnresnenes

Respondent/s

Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Pribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s oruers

I ———————

o 23l 200 F

CORAM :
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
Hmwgmmmmhkﬂm' W)A

APPEARANCE : [ s
SRR alac J(“ Qe m

Advmatégfur(xg ?épé'hcant . A 4’
s /5t AL Ko B, PUE L)
C.EQ / 1O for the RcSpondem/ swq /«/ e Jum

olJ“"\f

Tribunal’s orders

Date: 23.11,2017.
C.A. 63 of 2017 in O.A. 900 of 2016
With
C.A. 64 of 2017 in O.A. 961 of 2016

Mrs. Archaha K. Khannande & Ors. ~ ...Applicaht.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.  wee Respondents.
1. Heard Ms. Amita Chawalfe, the jearned Advocate

holding for Shri S.5. Deshmukh, the learned Advocate for
the Applicént, and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Advocate for the Respondents.

2. Shri Sanjay .Ramchandra_ More, Dy. Secretary is
present. He states that:-

a) Totality of compliance would be reported within
2 weeks. '

b) Time may be granted to reply shbw cause notice.
Sd/-
(AH. Jodni) 1.Y \ Y

Chairman

3.  S.0.t014.12.2017.
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WGP J 226008) (650,000--2-2015) [Spl.- MA
pl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS’I‘RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RA/CA. No- o of 20
IN »
Original Application No. h of 20

FARAD C()NTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’'s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders : ) o T

M.A.449/1026 in O.A.N0.1059 /2016

Mr. M.D. Khot - ... Applicant

Vs. - '
The State of Mah. & ors. _ .. Respondents
1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant, Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned P.O. for the
Respondent No.1 and Mr. C.T.Chandratre, the learned
- Advocate for Respondent No.2.

2. The delay of one and half year in filing the O.A. is
sought to be condoned by the present application.
According to the Applicant, the merit list was published on
16™ June, 2014. The said merit list could have been
challenged within a period of one. year. However, since
delay is occurred of a period of one and half year from the
date of lapse of the said- period, the present application is
filed.

3. _ The Applicant submits that as his Advocate advised
the Applicant for filing suit before the District Court and
thereafter, however, the said Advocate did not proceed
with the matter for a period of one year, the delay had
occurred. :

4. Mr. Chandratre, " the learned Advocate for
" Respondent No.2 submits that in fact, the select list ought
to have been _challénged immediately after publication
and not after the lapse of the same. Thus, the delay of
two years and five months and there is rio explanation for
~ this period. ' :

5. The learned P.O. submitted that, in fact, the
present Applicant could not.have been selected and for -
that purpose, she relies on‘the ratio of Chairman, U.P. Jal
Nigam & Anr. Vs. Jaswant Singh & Anr. (Appeal (Clwl)
4790 of 2006, dated 10 11.2006).

6. Whether the Applicant could have been selected or
. not is to be decided in the O.A. Presently finding that the




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

Tribunal*s orders

7

7
—

DATB :22)\{[\47‘

H\m Mc Shn MNT ~ OSL‘

(Vice - Chairman).
APTEARANCE : '

B

Adv mute for the Apnhcmt

__ShA7SmL. ; Mo 4@\9\%,&
(

—~CPOTPO. fur the Respondents Ei}l
< < m

Poen_

MRy Alloces ed): %

Applicant has unable to file the O.A. in this Court due to
wrong advige from the legal practitioner, the delay in filing
the O.A. is hereby condoned without any order as to costs.

Sd/-
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
23.11.2017
skw
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GO I’ } J 2 ’L;O B) (50,000--2-2015)

5] 1)1.» MA'I‘-F-:_?, E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. of 20
IN
Qriginal Application No. of 20 ,
\ FARAD CQNTINUATION SHEET NO.
O‘fwe Notes, Offibe Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders : m o )
directions and Registrar's ord:;; Tribunal's orders
0.A.No0.405/2017
Mr. D.R. Rajmane » ‘ ... Applicant
Vs, ; o
The State of Mah. & ors. f - Respondents
1. Heard Mr. M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant-and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for

the Respondents.

2. The present Applicant is seeking promotion to the
post of Chief Intelligence Officer under the Home Ministry
as the officials junior to him in the cadre of senior
Intelligence Officers were promoted

3. Upon hearing both the sides, the only reason from
the side of the Respondents for not granting to the
present Applicant is that he has not passed Hindi Language
Examination, and therefore, he was not found fit for
promotlon :

4. The relevant Recruitment Rules of 2008 titled as
“Recruitment Rules for the Deputy Commissioners,
Additional Deputy Commissioners, Assistant
Commissioners, Chief Intelligence Officers’ and Senior
Intelligence Officers in the State Intelligence Department,
2008” would show that, if a person is appointed to any of
this post, then as per the Rules, he would be required to
pass Hindi and Marathi Language Examination, unless he is
exempted. Thusthe reading of the Rule would show that
there is no pre- condltnon of passmg of the sald

Examlnatlon

5. in that view of the matter, the impugned decision
of the concerned Respondent of suppressing the present
Applicant in promotion will have to be set aside.

6.  The Applicant in his’ O.A. has taken exception to
the promotion of seven other employees who had in fact
not passed this examination. The documents submitted
by the Respondents and more particularly, Exh. ‘E’ (Page




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

Tribunal’s orders

DATR :LB\H\\:F—

CORAM : Tashca T »TOS\IQ
Hon bte Shri. RAFV-AGARWAL—

(Vice - Chairman)
.

APPEARANCE : | |
Sirt Bt TR Loonlcean

Advosate for the Applicant v \M
—Shr S Mt S .Scone y000@NE _
~—€P671P0. for the Rcspund&ts _

<o) O'CQDQCQ :

v—kﬁjﬁh—’o‘&'d‘é’

7

20) would show .that the promotion of those seven

| employees have been cancelled by the Respondents vide
‘order dated 5" May, 2017.

7. In view of this Rule, as there is no pre-condition, of
passing the Examination, the exercise of the concerned
Respondent of cancelling the promotion of seven
employees also appears to be wrong one.

8. In the circumstances, the following order.

9. The O.A. is hereby allowed without any order as to
costs. The concerned Respondents are directed to issue
order of promotion of the present Applicant, if he is found
otherwise suitable and fit for promotion within a period of
four weeks from the date of this order by suitably
adjusting the promotion of seven employees. :

)

Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
23.11.2017
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WROPY J 23G008) (50,000--2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

M.A/R.A/CA Na.
IN .

Qriginal Applicatian Nao.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

of 20

ASpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NOQ.

Qffice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,

Appesrance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar's arders

Tribupal’s orders

DATY : 7—5\\\\\?——

CORAM: 1 ko MT st\u'
RAHV-AGARWAL—

o ’ble Shri. 3
(Vice - Chairman)

APPEARANCE :

P . Ocen e dulan

et St f
Advouvate for the Appliclnt

S-St \xv&.k,c;@_llwqg)

€207 PO. for the.Respondents

A TS

a3 | CI_U..GC!O‘Q-é '

L

0.A.No.109/2017
Ms. U.S. Salunkhe : ... Applicant
Vs. »
The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

1 Heard Mr. AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned P.O. for the Respondents.

2. The present Applican;\ is seeking annulment of the
order of recovery from ki &afmed by the Respondent
No.1 on the ground that excess payment of Rs.46,306/- is
made to her when she was initially appointed to the post.
It is an admitted fact that the present Applicant was not
any way instrumental in getting the salary fixed by the
officials. :

3. In view-of this fact, in the light of the decision of
the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of State of Punjab
& Ors. Vs. Rafiq Masih (White Washer) etc. (Civil Appeal
No.11527 of 2014), dated 18.12.2014, the following order.

4. . The O.A. is hereby allowed without any order as to
costs. The impugned communication dated 02.12.2015 is
hereby quashed and set aside. The amount already
recovered be refunded to the present Applicant within a
period of eight weeks from this order, failing which the
amount recovered shall carry interest at the rate of 8%

p:a. 4
Sdi-
(M.T. Joshi)

Vice-Chairman
23.11.2017
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(G.C.R) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.” """ of 20 DISTI.I?CT\ o

‘ x T Applicant/s
(AdVOCALE ioveveerieiinicirir i ST frerenne e

versus
The State of Maharashtrja and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.....ccccvirviriiiniiiiiiniiiiii e e )

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

Tribunal’s oxrders

parp:_23l 15—
CORAM

TJdsgt T L_.
mmsm.u&aﬁiﬁ(\\&.— Jos

0.A. No. 645 of 2017

Shri M.A. Damale .. Applicant

Vs..

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate fof the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

‘learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

(B blo ShriR_B e e rman) 2. S.0.to21.12.2017 for affidavit in reply.
APPEARANCE :
mn/m:...h...\l. V&w:gilsu; g/
© Advooate for the Applicant — B
Shii St kS b B‘AJ" SR, (M.T. Joshi)
_CHOTPO. for the Respondems Vice-Chairman

"*ﬁi—f"’ s.0. 4o 21{(9-’(“7—.—
foor_ Pepy ﬁ%

23.11.2017
vsm
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WLEPY J 226008) (50002 2015

[8pl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAIMRASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R-A/C.A. No. : of 20
IN
‘Qriginal Application Ng. ' of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NQ,

ottwe Notes, Office Memqrﬂuda of Cnram,
~ Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s prders

Tribppal’s orders

DATP: 9-3[”[‘?"—

CORAM:  —7, MCLMT”TosM
" Won’ble Shri RAHHGAM—

(Vice - Chairman)

'

APPEARANCE : ‘
S D S Deng

Advosate for the Applicant S R

Shri Sottmnd B2,
—EPO71PDO. for the Respondemts

A o Oﬂ@ﬁé'lcﬂismfdsseog'

0.A.No.1135/2016
Mr. AD Hire : " ... Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents
1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned PO for the
Respondents.

2. The present Applicant is seeking interest on
delayed payment of the salary. In Para No.g8 of the

|  Affidavit-in-reply, the concerned Respondent has clarified
| that upon resignation from the Applicant, the salary was

drawn from the Office and as he did not turn up to collect
the same, ultimately, it required to be re-deposited to the
R.B.l. on 06.08.2013 and 25.09.2013 respectively.

3. The record would show that during the pendency
of the present application, the salary is pald by cheque.

4, " Considering all these facts on record, the interest.

on delayed payment cannot be granted. The O.A. is,

therefore, dismissed without any order as to costs.
Sd/- ’

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman

%—* : 23.11.2017
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2
Office Notes; Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - : ’ )
directions and Registrar’s orders Tribunal’s orders
0.A.N0.1099/2017
Mr. V.S. Patil L e Applicant_
Vs. ' . ‘ '
The State of Mah. & ors. . .. Respondents
1 Heard Mr. V.R. Kolekar, the learned Advocate for

parp: 23017

Mo bte Shri w@ﬁﬁ&? TGSLV

(Vice - Chiirman)

APPEARANCE :
L B T ol el<an
Adﬁ’outﬁ. for the Applicant

_Shei/Smt. N . K‘(OlO[Q{
- —EPOTPO. for the Respoudents ¥

A 0 A0 q!t-[{@-

the Applicant and Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned P.O. for
the Respondents. ’ ‘ .

2. Issue notice returnable on 9t January, 2018.

- 3. Tribunal rriay take the case for final disposal at

this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not

- be issued. -

4, Applicant is authorized and directed -to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of 0.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
hearing, : '

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

Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and
alternate remedy are kept open.

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

7. In case notice is not collected within three days or
service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before

" returnable - date, Original Application shall stand

dismissed without reference and papers be consigned to
record. :

8. $.0. to 9™ January, 2018. - Issue of grant.Qf
interim relief is kept open. ' :

Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman™ -
23.11.2017
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
. directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATS : 2_51(1\!%

e L
Hon e Shri, Ra iy Acall T-J0S

, (Vice - Chairman)
APPFARANCE

- e ten——

i/ Brat1m S’s.‘b% |

Adtvooats for the Applicant
_swrirsin . . B 20\
—GLOTPO. fun the Respoudents Urao . | .
= . T Gmm&m focn
DR P i

corden pros=d Lm e |

5l g councols = lcamm

g

0.A.No.1059 /2016

Mr. M.D. Khot ... Applicant-
Vs. ,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant, Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned P.O. for the
Respondent No.1 and Mr. CTChandratre, the learned
Advocate for Respondent No.2.

2. Affidavit-in- -reply by the concerned Respondents is
‘already filed in the O.A. Therefore, the O.A. is admitted.
Removed from Board.

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

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

_authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper

book. of O.A.

5. 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. :

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

7. Be placed before the Division Bench as and when
‘available. Liberty to file Rejoinder is hereby granted in the
meantime. ' ‘
R
Sd/-
7 (M.T. Joshi)
" Vice-Chairman
23.11.2017

skw

Applicant is directed to file
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)
iSpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicatioﬁ No:* * ="' of 20 " DISTRIt
cT
...... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .ooeieeeieeeeeeieeie it ecenres e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
O Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........ceoeiiiicinnnninn )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or [ri » ’
directions and Registrar’s orders Tribunal’s orders
Shri M.B. Patil e Applicant
Vs.‘:
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.
holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

, Prese‘nting.Ofﬁcer for the Respondents.

bAE' 7—5\ \{ ':{_,- 2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file the reply. .
Q_QEA‘!L ' cagtica mT J o S\u .
om 'ble Shn.M 3. Learned Advocate for the applicant submits

Vic -C!l: man i
i - "‘) that since last four months Affidavit-in-Reply is not

AYPEARANCB filed.

S SN [U\c&)«\@d caun
Advooets for the Applicant : 4, In the circumstances, S.0. to 25.12.2017 for

. ...@&WQ\-.&. A " reply.

mﬁolm he Respondents 4. Y @Q Pw(@‘ ’, /7

% ) ‘ , (M.T. Joshi)

g : v Vice-Chairman

b— - 23.11.2017
“Vsm : ’

[RTO.
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GO d 208) BO000-2-2015) E Spl- MAT-F-2 E

| ' IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RA/C.A . No. ‘ of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

L FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

0.A.N0.825/2017
Mr. S.S. Sawant - ... Appiicant
Vs. .
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Mr. R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents. '

2. The learned P.O. submitted that the Affidavit-in-

. : reply on behalf of Respondent No.3 is filed. He also
DATD: 22}\\\ (F— , submitted that he would take instructions as to whether
CORAM: —Talica - \M the A_ffidavit-in-reply on behalf of Respondents 1 & 2is
M bie Shri. er Jos required. At his request, $.0. to 2" January, 2018.

(Vice - Chairman) oo N\

ATPEARANCE . Sok
QWM.B.:M-.EQ%&,W“. — (M.T. Joshi)
Advosers fr the Applicant Vice-Chairman

Shri /St (d a3 gus.<s 23.11.2017

/(‘LL)—H‘T) for thxliesmgdgpntsy Q\U < (&
5”}15@5&&{& -

?.Q.Jr@ 2[{(('&%.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) {Spl.-
pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
O. . lA 1. P 0 e ereiee ) Y N , .
riginal Applicatioh No. of 20 _, Disrricr o ‘
. Applicant/s
(Advocate .......coooieiinnenns TSP UP ROV ) .
versus
i The State of Maharashtra and others
[ Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.. ..ot )
Office Notes, Office Memorun&a of Coram,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s ord . ,
directions -and Registrar’s Z:i::s TrlblInal s orders
0.A.No.666 of 2017
With »
M.A. 465 of 2017
Shri G.P. Wadekar ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
DATS: ( {l’} . 1. Heard Shri N.Y. Chavan, the learned Advocate
QQ‘%% é! Sylica T4 OS[M for the Applicants and Smt. ‘Kranti Gaikwad, the
ri. ‘ .
(Vice -Chmrman) o learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
A is admitted fact that th WP'> ding i
' P. n in
- . WA C:\!\CL\J iy ‘2. It is admitted 1ac a e is pending
' the Hon’ble High Court. The Honble High Court
Advoeate for the Applicant
S CocorlLen) &gg) seized of the issued.
" C.PO/PO. for the Respondents - ;
i ‘ l (8 3. In the circumstances, S.0. t0 09.01.2018. .
b Tomem i S & S 7
7 :
A
T
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
) 23.11.2017
vsm
[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

A o MUMBAI
Original Applic'ationN:;)'. of 20 " DISTRIC
ISTRICT
..... Applicanf/s
(AAVOCALE ..viereeieieii e ) |
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.......cocoeviirenriieennnenies | )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .

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

Tribunal’s orders

CORAM: Ty
Pon bte Shri. WT ;rbstu

(Vice - Cheirman)

st

.Advocate for the Applicants

0O.A.No. 1095 of 2016

O.A.NO., 1UFY - ===

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

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

and - Smt.
Responderits. .

2. The 1ea_med P.O. for the respondents files on
record a true copy of the order dated 21.11.2017
decided - by the concerned respondents. Learned
P.O. submits that

21.11.2017,

as per .decision of order dated
the present applicant is not entitled for

the beneﬁts which he claimed for.. The order of

APPEARANCE ,
RSt AN 'BQM(QJCMM@” decision is taken on record. Affidavit-in- Reply is
Advoents for the Applicant ' already filed.

- G cad (@13.3@@)

——«Hﬁ"’PO for the Respondents

el

<. X0

——AdyTos

4y |

.3 S.0. to 14.12.2017.

Sd/-
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
: ' 23.11.2017

vsm
%

L [PTO.
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WGP 226008) 150,004--3-2010)

1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RA/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Or1g1na1 Application No. of 20 .

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’'s orders

DAIB Q-S\U\l'?“

ilﬁT N os\u

(Vice - Chmrman)

mn b!eShrg

APPY'ARANCB :
gt W@&Mw adoken]

‘Advosats for the Applicant lu
Sh zsg;g»———ﬂ\km S... e mapald

P.Q_P b{ éh;&lespondenm MQJU(

S-o‘"ko ’!i[@' %/i

0.A.N0.866/2017
Mr. S.R.Zagade .. Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
1 Heard Mr. AV. Bandiwadel&ar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the
learned P.O. for the Respondents.

2. The learned P.O. submitted that the Affidavit-in-
reply on behalf of Respondent No.1 will be filed during the
course of the day. If it would be filed, the copies be
served on the other side.

3. 5.0.to 4™ January, 2018. o
Sd/-

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
23.11.2017

/

skw
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LGP J2260(183) (60,000---2-2017) ’ 18pl.- MAII -2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. B of 20
IN 4
Original Application No. . of 201 |

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of\Cotam,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or " Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '

- 0.A.N0.897/2015
Mr. S.M. Sagvekar ; ... Applicant
- Vs, ) )

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

1. Heard Mr. S.5. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents. _ _ :
2. The learned Counsel for the Applicant submits that

the order of promotion remained to be filed.

3. At his request, S.0. to 10" January, 2018.

DATH : %\H\ . 3 /’7

CORAM: - T- : ‘
Ba'Vie Shri. mﬁkw“% M \ OS\M /’:‘ Sd/-
(Vioe - Chairman) ~ ' (M.T. Joshi)
ArrAPaNCE: | » i
&bﬁ LooBLE .’—@........)’.. .2"". reses skw o
Adnseesibls, g uppl it &QJ |
e, 1A S GRS

—EPO7PO. for the Respuintonts

=0 dolo]l]is

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

R A S S T T T ey

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. ~ e i of20 DISTRICT

‘ e Api)licant/s
(Advocate s e et ea e r—te e eanarae e ) A

-versus
The State of Maharashtré;al and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer... ..oty )

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATR : 9«5\( h"f

CORAM:”
Hom"bte Shri. Megah U JOSLH
. (VIC" - Chatrma-l)
APPEARANCE -
B e sk LAV Pnce,l/\rﬁlwacﬁmh—
Aduawuta for the Apnhcant '
W.MLQ ﬁ\/&cum, AN~
uf @{the pondé!ns Do 'LQCD
Jr@ 9«@1 g ’

0.A.No.175 of 2017

Shri S.S.Ahire .. Applicant
Vs. |

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

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

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

learned Chlef Presenting Officer holding for Ms S.

Suryawanshi, learned P.O. for Respondent Nos 1to
3 and Shri S.D. Rupawate, the learned Advocate for
Respondent No.4.

’ .

2. Learned C.RO. seeks time to file reply for
respondent nos.1 to 3. Learned' Advocate for
re'spondent no.4 files afﬁdévit in reply. Itis taken on

record.

3. At tﬁe request of learned C.P.O., S.0. to

20.11.2017. O

, Sd/-
s
(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
23.11.2017

vSIm

[RTO.
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Sert/STt. e

« —Adh-To

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

ISpl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
‘MUMBAIL. *

Original Application No. of 20 . " DISTRICT .
A Ai)plicant/s
(AGQVOCALE ..eeveervrerveeeaevranianseaaisaree st )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
L Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer......c.ccoovennriirnens T ' )

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

Tribunal’s orders

__ﬂ ‘2—5\”“7

i

;s co, (WT-JoS

(Vice - - Choirman)

Hon' b&e Shn

APPEARANCE:

e e e et

$hrilSm T P\ W

4o L%_a .
Advoeato tor the Applicant

ere/ PO, for the Respo‘ -
v'\U\CD\J! UL% (Dc;),

%-s- &wuamd

: \L@ 13&\22:#%: B

" 0.A.No. 436 of 2017

Shri S.S. Mane .. Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents
1. ‘Heard Shrl R. M Kolge, the learned Advocate
for the Apphca‘ant and Smt. Archana B.K. holding for
Smt.Kranti Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant submits

that Affidavit-in-Rejoinder would be filed during the

course of the day.

3. S.0.t0'13.12.2017 for admission hearing.

e
N Sd-
o
- (MLT. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
23.11.2017

vsm

! [PTO.



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


LGLC P J 226008 150,000--2-2015) iSpl.- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. | of 20
. FARAD‘ CONTINUATION. SHEET NO.
Office Notes, Office Mémofanda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunhal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.No.702/2016
Mr. AR. Naik =~ ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents
1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents. .
2. The learned Counsel for the Applicant files

Affidavit-in-rejoinder. The same is taken on record. In the
circumstances, S.0. to-30" November, 2017.

CORAN: E;%@%NT~IOSLJ )

Honbte Shri. : m At . - - Sd/-
(Vice - Chairman

o ble Shri R B MALIK-(Member)— {M.T. Joshi)

APPEARANCE: ' : : - ' ‘Vice-Chairman -

o “Denae 23.11.2017

S /Bt D2 v

skw

Advosats for the Apphcam
+lde S (ol [AQ,UGLOJ

N

H g ety ol
¢ Towr C: e ‘f"f’\ ........-.L(
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(GLCPD d 2260B) 1By 000--2-2015)

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

‘MUMBAI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20 ‘

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cofam;
Appearance, Tribunal’s oirders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATB : 9—3\(1“?
recrv MMT ~

Homn’ble Shri

. (Vice - Ch&mnan)
APPEAR.ANCE '
N = v Q&\csumm
Advoesta for the Applicent

th RSP (J CYPRoR SCSU}%JCM.DCQWL‘J

oshu

l&el;e RCSPO'B\% 2,

HO(L_CL‘

—Adf PO
e N

T

R |
duuaral

2.

- January, 2018.

0.A.No.912 /2016

Mr. K.R. Dabhade . ... Applicant
‘ Vs. . v
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1. Heard Mr. C.T.Chandratre, the learned Advocate
for the: Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned P.O.
for Respondent No.1. ' ‘

“None for Respondent No.2. Though the Adeavtt-
in-reply has been filed, in the circumstances, S.0. to gt
In case. nobody appeared on behalf of
Respondent No. 2 then the applucatlon would be heard on
that day.

Sd/- '
(M.T. Joshi)

Vice-Chairman
© 23.11.2017

skw
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WGP J 226008) :513,09()_,_,._242(;%5) . {8pl.- MAT-F-2 .E4
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL =
MUMBAI | '

M.A/R.A/C.A.No." of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, |
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ‘Tribunal’s ordérs
directions  and Registrar’s ord‘ers ’
0.A.No.911 /2016
Mr. Y.A. Kale ... Applicant
Vs, ‘
The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

1 Heard Mr. C.T.Chandratre, the learned Advocate
. for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned P.O.
for Respondent No.1.

2. None for Respondent No.2. Though the Affidavit-
in-reply has been filed, in the circumstances, s.0. to 2™
January, 2018. ‘In case nobody appeared on behalf of
Respondent No.2, then the application would be heard on

that day. »

DATH: 23\ ( |4— ' Sd/-

CORAM : TTdisl T T3 Lu - .

Hou'ble sm.MﬁT o8 - . (M.T. Joshi)
; . ) (Vice - Chairmen) Vice-Chairman
Mﬂ‘&—m*&kﬂ%ﬁ)—' 23.11.2017

APPEARANCE © ' skw

O e cwm

Advousate for the Apphicant : :

—EPO+PO. forthe Respo&% N,

Monko - ¥On—
4

s lile

PR ——
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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 ApplicatioﬁNo." "3C\'<_‘rf of 20 [‘71_ o _ Districr _
. ‘ S Applicant/s
(Advocate ..........cceenee SR OTORRTTPUR: )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
" (Presenting Officer.......c.cocorvereneennne ettt
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appenrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
. O.A.No. 397 of 2017
Shri A.N. Shirsat ... Applicant
Vs.
_The State of Mah. & ors. Respondenté

1. Heard Shrj S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

DATS : 9—5' i { 2. Arguable case is made out. Admit. Remove
g%sm ~Juz {‘lCQ_.m T Jdo Sk\l from the board. I3e placed as and'when'the Division
: (Vice - Chairman) _ Bench is available.
T WO 8 ’b@/')._o__ ‘ : ‘ Sd/-

 Advosats for the Applicant | ' 7

._Shri/Smy. M = iNe W .....j ‘ : Vig.-’rc.h‘:::;is)m

~EFTTPO. for the Respondm 23.11.2017

Qcﬁ.ﬂu‘# vsm

s DR s |
R N

[BTO.
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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
. L
Original Application No! " " " of 20 S U DISTRICT
L ' Apphcant/s
(AAVOCALE ...vtiivieeeiveeniei e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s '

(Presenting Officer...........coccimiiiinieniiiiin.

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATR:. 25\\'\\\7——*

C(l‘!ﬁi‘" Cagtea T «lostu
\lﬂ

(th. L!' vrs: mn)

Advoeato fr the Avplicant
—SherSTL, &s)».ﬁ.(»..m.._ﬁa <

m"%“" l};g&mﬁ”ﬁ Rezypeano ik

A AL P
[ai gl l

0.A.N0.207 of 2017

Shri A.J. More & Ors. .. Applicants

‘_Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
. Heard Shri M.V. Thorat , the learned Advocate
for the Applicants and Smt. Archana B.K. holding for
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the applicants submits

that the applicants do not wish to file any Rejoinder.

3. Arguable case is "made out. Admit. Remove

from the board. Be placed as and when the DIVISIOII

>

Sd/-

Bench is ava_ilable.

(M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
23.11.2017

Vsm

[PTO.
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WCP) J 2260(B) 160,000-- ' '
I GOCB) (60,000--2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAI-IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. ‘. | of 20
N ' |
Original Application No. of 20
.. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

0.A.No. 1115./2016

“Mr. V.M. Padwal i ... Applicant

Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents
1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents.
2. The present Applicant is - claiming interest on

delayed payment of salary. In Para No.8 of the Affidavit-
in-reply, the concerned Respondent has clarified that upon
resignation from the Applicant, the salary was drawn from
the office and as he did not turn up to collect the same,
ultimately it required to be re-deposited to the R.B.l. on
06.08.2013 and 25.09.2013 respectively.

3. The record would show that during the pendenc

ATB :2‘5\\\\ ?— of the present application, the salary is paidgby ch?aque. !

mﬁﬂsms‘»ﬂ ‘ ‘ '

’Mt Shrl 4, Considering all these facts on record, the interest

: (Vice - Chairman) ‘ on delayed payment cannot be granted. The O.A. is,
APPEARANCE: ( ) ' therefore, dismissed without any order as to costs.

B S e | >

Advoeite Ot the Appticant . Sd/-

Shrl Simremnl SR BKN.S < _ _
_,,,CJLQ-H’O for the Respondenm (M.T. Joshi)

ObJ g) . _ Vice-Chairman
AdicF S ) : 23.11.2017
Q- Qlf 83 s0yss o .

% —/ﬁ__—_‘ skw
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G.CPY 3 226008) (50,()0()—4'~~2-2_()lfi) .

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBALI
M..A./R.A./C.A. No. of 20
IN
 Original Application No. of 20 ,
o FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s ordets

DATB : 2.3\\\\\.‘:[——
CORAM:  —7,oica T JoSu
Mom’We Shri. RAIVAGARWAL—

(Vice - Chairman)

Gt B sTdena_

Adrnotn fr the Applicant .
_ Shri/Smt. 3 <. S - G’QJ(&QODO—J

_ L POFPO. for fhe Res ndert o :
0ol @@"’éﬁ B 2

AR TOwemases f
oA 03 Rlau %/

0.A.No.305 /2017

Mr. S.C. Paithankar
_ Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents.

2. - Affidavit-in-reply of Respondent No.2 filed. It is
taken on record. Pleadings are complete. Arguable case is
made out.

3. Admit.

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

5. Applicanf 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.

6.  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. .

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

8. Be placed before the Division Bench as and when
available. /l
Sd/-

——"" (M.T. Joshi)
Vice-Chairman
23.11.201-7

skw
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(GLCPYJ 226008) (50,000—2-2015

[Spl-  MAT-F-2 E.

IMN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

M.A/RIA/C.A. No.
[ N.

Original Application No.

MUMBAI

of 20 -

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Oflice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeavance, Tribunal’s orders or

dircetions and Registrar’s orders

T

"Tribunal’s orders

pars:_23 fl- QOW‘

Hon’ble Jusnce Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
HWM

APPEARANCE : ‘ , a”
Shr/Smt. : PWW‘M £
Advocate for the Applicant

Shet /Smt. 1S M‘M%M

C.PO/ B0 for the .\csponden o Ll?"?
ox/o/a’ Paﬂéq/ iy —Pr)z\lhé‘/ )
Ady. To

R.emo ves &YNY?“ boord.

Shri L.P. Patil & Anr. . ..Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned

* Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. -

2. Removed from board Apphcants shall have to
seek notice from Registry. &
Sd/-
(AH.J OShll\P )
Chairman
23.11.2017
(sgj)
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{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

LGP d 226030 (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI ,
MAJRASCA No. | of 20
IN
()f 20

Ovrviginal Application No.

I‘ARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Olfice KNotes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram;,
Tribunal’s orders

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

dircs'linrns ;:u;( Registrar’s orders . :
' . 0O.A. No.1009 ot 2017/

Shri C.D. Shahane Applicant

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

Heard Smt. Punam 'Ma‘hajan, learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Removed from board. ‘Applicant shall have to

seek notice from Registry. &
Sd/-
—TAH. Joshi, }|
_ Chairman
, 23.11.2017
(sgj)

batE; 23/ "’?‘”7‘

Hon’ blc Jusnce Shri A. H. Joshi (Chalmmn)
hun

A rPtAF' ANCE :

Sariont. . LKLY D’W/ @' o

Advocate for the Applicant

Shri /sme. - 0. Q. ﬁAJJ{

CPO/PO. fox the Respondent’s 4// f
cojunry

OY/w faé&/ ;h—h’) N4g
'\dy To,

Removed vim doad -

Lo
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GLCPD J 2200(8) (50,000—-2-2015) . lbpl MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RACA N0 - of 20
IN-
Criginal Application, No. : of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Apprar: torec, Tribunal’s aorders or "Tribunal’s orders
divections and Registrae's orders ‘ ’

£ 3

o : U.A_ No.1094of 2017

Shri S.T. Morale ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. Respondents

" Heard Shri Sandeep S. Dere, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawansh1 learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Removed-: from board. Applicant shall have to

 seck notice from Registry. ‘ ' Q
Sd/-
(AH. Jostl, J.) -
Chairma}
23.11.2017
(sg)

pate: 23-() /7
CORAM :

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H Joshi (Chaxrman)
Hombie-SartM-Remeshkomar (Member s
AFPF 3LR.“M"«IC]E‘I

revsamt oS DN o

Advocate for the Applicant
St St + S kMUt QA @t A
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondﬂnt/{

o ( L W’

& d-or pdflfq[ /n ~(—n£w7

M AN A I
Reno Yaa/ Krom boor

58&—‘4%-
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[SpL- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

oate: 23 /17 7

CORAM : ' :
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chiairman)y
-HosthﬁM_Ramcshk‘mﬂ-(Mbmb“) A

7. . Joadde

Shri/Srat. ¢ K.

Advocate.for the Applicant
Shri /Smt. ﬁYéZMOLd :5 ’(‘ ;
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Original Application N¢. " ! of 20 “Digrsicr
' o Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE cveveevirenerrerirrrrierrrrreaseenecsetiinnissiinaine )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer... .o )
Oftice Notes; Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
23.11.2017
0O.A No 1029/2017
Shri D.K Kulkarni ... Applicant

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

1. Heérd Shri K.R Jagdale, leamed‘advocate for
the applicants and Ms Archana - BXK, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.:

2. ©  Learned Advocate for the Applicant states that
applicant gives up ground contained in para no. 7.6.

3. Learned P.O has tendered for perusal copy of
para wise remarks signed by Joint Commissioner.
Perusal of these reveals that averments contained in
para no. 7.4 & 7.7 have been replied without
application of mind and even without reading that
paragraph. '

4, In view that conduct of Joint Commissioner of
Police, : Pune is reckless, Commissioner of Police,
Pune is directed to file own affidavit for answering
para 7.4 to 7.7 of O.A. '

5. 1t is hoped that Commissioner of Police, Pune
would tead para nos 7.4 to 7.7 and all related papers
before drafting of the affidavit.

6. iearned P.O prays for two weeks’ time for
filing affidavit. Time as prayed is granted.

7. 5.0 to 14.12.2017.

8. étené copy and Hamdast is granted. Learned
P.O is: directed to communicate this order to the
Respondents. S
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Applic{atior; No. o) of 20 ! e strpmgi : v
) e " Applicant/s
AAAVOCALE «.ocvive e e, )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......ccoooiiiiiiiindin e ....... )
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s ‘orders
0.A No 990/2017
Shri K.R Kedar & Ors . ... Applicants

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents
1. ﬁeérd Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned

vadv'ocaté‘ for the applicants and Ms Swati

Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.

2. Leéilrned C.P.O prays for time to file reply

" to show cause notice.

. 3. For ﬂmg reply to notice S.O0 to

28.11. 2017
CORAM : ’ . : .
:(m”ole Justice ShriA. H. Jashi. (Chairman) , ,: -
“*MMM—MMM%W . f _ ey ‘
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