IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.31 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.914 OF 2013

Dr. Smt. Hemalata B. Hankare . Appucant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Responaents

Miss S.P. Manchekar — Advocate for the Applicant

Miss N.G. Ghoad — Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE 24t August, 2016
ORDER
1. Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for tnhe Appucant

and Miss N.G. Ghoad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Responaents.

2. Ld. PO states that he has received letter from Under secretary of

Public Health Department which is dated 20.8.2016 stating that:

(1)

(11)

(i)

The order passed by this Tribunal in OA No.914 of 2013 was
carried before the Hon’ble High Court by the Stale
Government.

The order passed by the Hon’ble High Court dismissing writ
petition of the State is dated 2.8.2016.

The Government has secured opinion from the concerned
Government Pleader, who had represented the State in the




(iv)
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Hon’ble High Court who has opined in favour of filing SLP
before the Hon’ble Supreme Court and the officer concerned
that is Under Secretary wants this information to be prougnt
to the notice of this Tribunal.

These facts be brought to the notice of the Tribunau.

3. This Tribunal asked the Ld. PO as to whether the Tribunai can have

look at the letter. Ld., PO has tendered photocopy thereof.

4. Perusal of the order dated 20.8.2016 written tc the Ld. PO by tne

department reveals the following:

{a)

The Government is considering as to whether the juagment
passed by this Tribunal and confirmed by the Hon’bie High
Court be carried before the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

(b) The Ld. AGP, who has conducted the case in the Hon’ble High
Court has opined in favour of approaching the Hon’ble
Supreme Court.
(c) These facts i.e. (a) and {b) be brought to the nouce of the
Tribunal.
5. The Ld. Advocate for the applicant prays that she may pe permitted

to make submissions as regards the approach and attitude oi tne Statc

Government, and states as follows:

(a)

Like a private litigant State Government would aiways pe free
to take any case to logical conclusion which in fact 1s arnved
due to the two concurrent judgments i.e. judgment py this
Tribunal and judgment by Hon’ble High Court.

The State Government would be definitely enuuca leo
approach the Hon’ble Supreme Court if it is aggrievea oy the
judgments rendered in the OA and in the WP. However, the
State ought to satisfy itself that there exist a case wnere thc
judgments to be challenged could be seen and shown o be
contrary to law or otherwise bad.
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(C) Instead of taking a fair, judicious and dispassionate approach,
the officers of the Government take the judgment wnica is
adverse as a personal insult and by making an issuc of
prestige and ego keep on litigating at the cost of the State
Government and by unreasonably vexing the Governmerit
servant to ordeals of litigation.

0. The Ld. Advocate for the applicant further submits as rollows:

(a) Let the State Government take the luxury of fighung ac tnc
cost of State Exchequer, however, the applicant’s mterest
needs to be protected because the Government macninery
moves with snail’s speed when it comes to granung any relief
in accordance with the orders of the Tribunal.

(b) Therefore, a direction be given to the responaents to calCutale
and furnish the details of pecuniary benefits which will have
to be paid to the applicant as and when the oraer passca Dy
this Tribunal will have to be implemented.

{c) Applicant would move for suitable direction, once statement ol
calculation of money payable to the applicant is furnisnea.

7. This Tribunal has applied mind to the submissions or La. aavocate
for the applicant. The submissions are sensible. Yet the right of tne »tate
Government to take a decision as to whether to accede to the juagmerit o1
prefer to challenge it has to be recognized. However, request made by Uic
learned Advocate for the applicant and recorded in foregoing pard appedrs

to be reasonable.

3. Previous experience as regards the manner m whcn e
Government deals with and delays the matters, found in numerous cascs
is that the implementation of the order of the Tribunal, 18 aeiayea 101
years together. The delay is caused on the ground of challenge o1 tic
Tribunal’s order before the higher forum, and after failure tnerein on tne

ground of governmental procedure.
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9. Therefore, it would be appropriate to direct the responaents lO
calculate the benefits in the event the order passed by this Tripunat 1s Lo
be implemented, prepare a statement of calculation of dues as payanple.

and furnish those to the applicant and before this Tribunal on next aate.

10. S.0.to 18.10.2016.

11. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO 1s airectea to
communicate this order to the respondents. Q
< /“_‘ i
. 5(‘/,“ u)(UVY}
& H. Joshi, J})
Chairman
24.8.2016

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D \JAWALKARVJudgements\ 201618 August 2016\CA.31.16 in OA.914. 13.J.8.2016-Dr HBKankare-50. 18,10, lo.au,




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

MISC. APPLICATION NO.73 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 164 OF 2016

DISTRICT :Kolhapur

Shri Vinayak Vishwanath Londhe, )
Aged 33 yrs, Working as Deputy )
Director, Industrial Safety and )
Health, Having Office at )
Bandra-Kurla Complex, )
Kamgar Bhawan, Bandra [E], )
Mumbai — 400 051, )
R/0. A/P. Shirdhon, Tal. Shirol, )
Dist. Kolhapur. )
Address For Service of Notice: )
As above. )

...Applicant

VERSUS

1. The State of Maharashtra, )
Through Principal Secretary, )
Industries, Energy and Labour )
Department, )
Having Office at Mantralaya, )
Mumbai — 400 032. )

2. The State of Maharashtra, )
Through Principal Secretary )
[Services|, General )
Administration Department, )
Having Office at Mantralaya, )
Mumbai - 400 032. )....Respondents

Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the Applicant.

Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting Officer tor tne¢
R& Respondents.
|
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CORAM : ’ Shri Rajiv Agarwal, Vice-Chairman

DATE : 1 24.08.2016

ORDER

I H‘egrd Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the AppliJant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting
Officer for thé Respondents.

z Thﬁs Misc. Application is filed for condonation of
delay bv the‘Applicant, who claims that the delav is of 5
months. |

3. Legrned Counsel for the Applicant argued that the

Applicant is I challenging order dated 6.9.2014, f{rom the
Respondent ]*Io.l, in which his request for grant of deemed
date of Dromgtion to the post of Deputy Director, Industrial
Safetv and HJ;-alth from 14.5.2012, as against the actual date
of nromotion}viz. 26.2.2014 was rejected. Learned Counsel
for the Apﬂlicant stated that the Applicant could not
challenge the‘ impugned order earlier, as he was given charge
of the post o‘% Deputy Director, Industrial Safety and Health
at Chipnlun. lﬁist‘ Ratnagiri in addition to his own charge. As
he was busyi in his official work, he could not file the O.A
within the tixlne limit. The present O.A. was filed in February
2016. and thJere is a short delay of 5 months. which mayv be

condoned. |
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cnnsiderationl; should not be given undue and uncalled for
emohasis. II‘J the present case, there is nothing to indicate
that the Applicant can be said to be guilty of gross negligence
1n filing the ({).A. A liberal, pragmatic, justice oriented and

non- oedanticJ approach is required to be taken.

s Costidering the facts in totality, I am of the
opmion that tlhis is a fit case for condonation of delay. Misc.
Application ;ijs accordingly allowed and delay in filing the
O.A,N0.1641é016 is condoned. There will be no order as to
CN&TS. ‘

-
(RAJTV AMAL’)
| (VICE-CHAIRMAN|

Date : 24.08.2016
Dlace : Mumbal

THctation taken by : SBA
et 20 LN Auaust M, AL 713 of 2016 in .A.No. 164 of 2016 Ve Delau.doc




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAIL
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1058 OF 2015

shri Nandu B. Narang . Applicant
Versus
[he State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Responaents

Shri C.T. Chandratre - Advocate for the Applicant

As. Savita Suryawanshi - Presenting Officer for the Respondents

C ORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
L ATE : 24t August, 2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicant

and Ms. Savita Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for ine

Respondents.

2. This case was adjourned from time to time for filing affidavit 11

reply.

3. It is admitted position that now the applicant has been promoted
and now the limited questions that remains is from which date he should

be deemed to have been promoted.

4, Ld. PO has received oral instructions to the effect that the matter of
grant of deemed date has 10 remain pending awaiting the decision on tne
report of ‘B> Summary submitted by the Investigating Officer before tnc
concerned Magistrate on 24.1.2011. It is shown as to what sieps were

taken for a decision on the ‘B’ Summary report.

>
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2. In case the Magistrate does not pass order on ‘B’ Summary report,
or it is not received or traced, it may happen that the question of deemea

dr e would remain undecided even during the life time of the appiicant.

3. Shri Rajkumar Vhatkar, Special Inspector General of Police
(Establishment), who is supposed to be incharge of the matter is directed

as follows:

{1) Call entire case papers.
(11) Read the OA and entire case papers.

(iii)  Satisfy himself as to whether and how long the applcant’s
case wouid remain pending undecided for grant of deemea
date.

(ivy Find out as to whether and what legal impediment existed 1
granting to the applicant the deemed date.

(v) Whether pendency of ‘B’ Summary constitute bar tfor granung
deemed date.

7. After reading papers and studying the rules Shri Rajkumar Vhatkar,
Special Inspector General of Police (Establishment) shall file affidavil
assigning reasons as to why question of grant of deemed to appucant
should not be decided without waiting for a decision on the report of ‘B’

summary.
5. $.0. 10 6.10.2016.

Y. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO 1is directea (o

communicate this order to the respondents, "

o~
(Airiousm, .
Chairman
24.8.2016
Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D: \JAWALKAR\Judg::ments\’ZOlﬁ\8 August 2016\0A.1058. 15.J.6.2016-NBNarang-50.6.10.16.doc




C(G.CP) J 2260(B) (50,000—2- 2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAI-IARASHTRA 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 orders
directions und Registrar’s orders ' ‘

Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No0.980 of 2015 with O.A.N0.981 of 2015

Shri G.P. Patil (0.A.N0.980 of 2015)

Shri M.B. Pait! (0.A.N0.981 of 2015) ..Applicants
! ) ' . Vs. e |

The State of Mah. & Ors. - ..Respondents
-1 Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate

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

Presentmg Officer for the Respondents

2. - Learned P.O. for the Respondents states on
instructions receuved from Shn Naresh Ingale, Assnstant

as follows -

{a) That the process required to be
undertaken in this matter upto the level ..
of the Additional Chief Secretary is
completed. .

. (b) Now the file is submitted to the Minister
: of State, Home.

pE g1
co

LORAM : N : - (¢) Two months: time is required for that
Hon'ble Justice Shri A, . Jushi (Chaiﬁnm) I _ purpose. .
APPEARANCQ. 3. Process as may be achieved be reported on the
SEA/SIL. Hu. P A S Mk; 7 next date.
Advocate fur the Apphca..: _ : .
Sbﬂ /Smt @ M 4, S-O- tO 610.2016. ' 9\
C. P()/PO for the Respondent/s o . .

A(‘jj' ¢ "m'.p é."'(.'a (l dg e | .‘ | ’ . /L —_g-\(‘/“//‘ .
| , 6 o - | S (A.H. Joshi, J.}"

C_hairman

- sba




Qétisn Notss, Offise Memarands of Coramy |

Appesranss Tribunal's opders or
dirpetions apd Begiatrar's arders

. Tribupal’s ,
5’201.?%?8 A. No.10 of 2009

DATE:_ou)orll b
CORAM ; ‘

Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
Heable- Sttt Ramestdumar- {Momben-A-
APPLAR!‘J“CE

SRA/SIL. o e Q)k&ﬂ&

Adveocate for the Applicent
SBLE/SINL. froree it th\,‘v_w_..p
C.P.O/P.0. for the Res pondcntfs

s

C.A.No.82 0

“Shri AK. Pusegaonkar & Ors » ..Applicants
Vs. o

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ' ..Respondcnts

Heard Shri B.A. Bandlwadekar, learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
. Presenting Officer fot the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO has tendered affidavit of Dr. Sanjay
Chahande, then Principal Secretary, Higher & Technical

' Education Dept. The affidavit contains apology for

- improper statement contained in the earlier affidavit and

prays for leave to withdraw the said statement.
3. Affidavit is taken on record.

4, Ld. PO further submits that the order passed by
this Tribunal is carried before the Hon’ble High Court

and in view fhgreof the hearing of this CA be adjourned.

5. In view of this position, adjourned to 7.12.2016
» wi_th’ liberty to circulate the CA for hearing before due

date in the event occasion arises. \\

S~
—_— I
(A.H. Jos ,{.)
Chairman
24.8.2016
(sei)




..... Apphceanus

LAAVOCHLE ittt ee e ter e re st e e cma s aaaaes )
Uersus

T e State of Maharashtra and others

Respondenus

(Presenting OfICer...oooiiiis e s )

Office Noutes, Office Mer oranda . Corum,

Appearunce, Triby aul’s orders op Tribunal’s vrders

directions und i jistrw’s orders

Date : 24.08.2016.

M.A.N0.104/16 in C.A.N0.16/16 in.0.A.N0.78/14 (A’bad)
(M.A.N0.419 of 2015 in C.P.5t.1572 of 2015)
with
M.A.No0.105 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.78 of 2014 (A'bad)

The Bhujal Abhiyanta Sanghtana Maharashtra Rajya
.. Applicants.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Responaents.
1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the {earned Presentng

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri V.B. Wagh, the learned AdvQcate ana

Applicants are absent.

3. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad tor e

Respondents prays for two weeks time for reporung

DATE: 91, \,3/'\ L g further compliance.
ORAM : , .
Howbie Jutie Shri A H.Josh (Chnirmen) 4 5.0.t029.08.2016. A
-Hon’ble Shri M. Rameshkumar {Member) A
APPEARANCE : fd/ —
- swrSat o JAR, rcmade £ A - bedh Ly
A %\4— (A H. JOShl }
dvocate Jor the Applicant Chairman

Shri /St 1 LS. Cna W (pre ) prk

C.P.O/PQ. fur the Respondent/s

- Ay Foo ﬂCR\Q/{ L&

4—

14200




24.08.2016

O.A No 504/2015

Shri Sakharam S. Pachkudawa ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the Applicant and Smt Kranti 5.
Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

As Shri Bandiwadekar’s arguments go on,
it appears that it will be necessary to have from
M.P.S.C the entire merit list of candidates
belonging to S.T category and even of those
candidates who have not been recommended in
the Limited Departmental Examination 2002
dated 15.12.2002 for the post of Sales Tax
Inspector, the result of which was declared on
4.7.2003.

This will be necessary in order to find out
whether the claim of the Applicant that he was
10th candidate after nine candidates
recommended, is sustainable.

S.0 to 7.9.2016.

< {/// g(_/ /.
(R.B. Malik) (Rajiv Agarwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman

Akn




Orfive Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appenrance, Triboanal’s ovdaoers or
directions umd Registrar’s orders -

patE ;21 \eft 4

CORAM :

Advocsss iar s

Shri /S So«"d“'q
C.PO/P.O. for tie He

m’f"‘“"‘é\ﬂ:

Arereaseem

spuinknt/s

CAdTo wikz} L1

Tribunal s orders

0.A.831/2016

Shri S.B. Jagtap ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. Savita Suryawanshi holding for
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

Iss_ue notice returnable on 07.09.2016.

se for final disposal at
final disposal shall not

Tribunal may take the ca
this stage and separate notice for
be issued. ‘

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents'imimation / 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.0. to 7% September, 2016.  The learned C.FP.O.

do waive service. -

Sd/-

(B Malik) &} 08"
Member (J)
24.08.2016
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(G.C.P) J 226D (A) (50,000—2-2015]

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINl‘-}T

1Spl.- MA’[‘ F2 E.

RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
44444 Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE 1ot iiiiiiiiens oenpeemesrerss e s )
versus
The State of Maharashira and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer. ... PRSPPI POPRRP )

Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coruam,
Appuuarinve, Trivunal’s orders or

tirections and Registrur's orders

Tribunal’s orders

1

e

Bate e \glle
CO;\J‘ s i ,:

Hoo'hle i e i eeeeiiery iembET) A

ShutfGu i ted
Advogiis P50 VL2 S et

Shri /8 2
CPOATL TS

v the Wespon sdant/s

Mﬁw%m\%
v TP

ﬂ‘

Adr To..

0.A.231/2016

Shri J.R. Koli
Vs. . _
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

... Applicant

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

Interim order

N

Last chance granted for Rejoinder.
continues till 16t September, 2016.

Sd/-

it
(RB Malik) &~ o816
Member (J)
24.08.2016

(skw)

112720
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Office Notes, Otfice Memoraonda of Corum,
Appencance, Tribanul’s vrders ot Tribunal’s orders
divectivns and Registrar's ovders ‘

M.A.325/2016 in 0.A.853/2016

Shri D.G. Nanavare ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah, & ors. ... Respondents

Heard ShriV.D. Rauf, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. Savita Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 07.09.2016.

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
Respaondents 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.0. to T September, 2016. The learned C.P.O.
do waive service.

oate._onlefle | v
CORAM; : - Sd/- /”\'\0
B Malik) A A
Member (J)
24.08.2016

(skw)

Adveonte L0

a Aas, - n
Coedipn LAk

Shri /St . Sy Mgwﬁm

C.P.O/PU. for 'y Respondent/s

Ad).lTo. h;[c!‘ , “;

457
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Office Notes, Ot¥ice Mempramia of Corum,
Appearunce, Pritmenal™ orders or

divections und Registror’s prders

patE:_am\glt 6

CORAM :
Hon’ble Shri M. Razmeshkumar (Member) §
APPEARANCE : )

SEEVSIE. B ot RGBS~
Advocate for the Ay dicant

Shri /et 1 Mt S Ctisimtizaed

1,
C.pL /0. 57 ihe Respondent/s

o ol

The State of Mah. & ors.

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.868/2016

Shri K.S. Patil ... Applicant

Vs, :
... Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advacate for the Applicant and gmt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer. for the Respondents.

Issue natice returnable on 07.09.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposai 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 1o 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.

8.0. to 7t September, 2016. The learned C.P.O.
do waive service. Liberty reserved for seeking an interim
relief.

Sd/- J—

(R.B Malik) =~
Member {J)
24.08.2016

(skw)
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2018) [Spl- 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

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

-

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

O A No 6T oF 2016

Shri S.M. Morey ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 Ld. PO tenders affidavit in reply. It is taken on

record.
3. In view that none has appeared for the applicant,
adjourned to 30.9.2016. - n
I - ~ = /(
Qﬁh‘---xﬁl-ﬁ---‘—‘é - j 7A.H. Joshi, J.)
GIRANL: ' Chairman
Hom'bie Jumiie ¥ " el {J.‘xaimﬂh ‘ 24 82016
St (s)
Andwocase for the Applicast ' . ;
i st o o B B S5
CIP-(] /pﬂ .. -
Aa;: a,—a[q .((g .....................
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Origin/al Application No. - , of 20 ‘ ) © . D1sTRICT
’ o Applicant/s .
(Advucate.,..........,.;.‘... ......................................... )
versus
The State of Maharashira and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........cvvns SRRSO R TR )

pftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders

| Date ;: 24.08.2016. .

C.A.No.62 of 2016 in R.A.No.14 of 2015
‘ 4 in '
~ 0.A.N0.805 of 2011

5hri L.A. Magdum & Ors. ' -.Applicants
Vs, _ .
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
\ -
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,
the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. lLet the suo-moto contempt Application be listed

_ before the Division Bench.

3. 5.0. lto 30.08.2016 before the bench resided
DATE : zt\\%/llg , p

COEAM over by me. .
Hon'ble lustice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmen) : . Q‘
nuvt‘ '\h .!tﬂﬂml il:‘" 7 ﬂ‘ | I,) . . l 7

AEPEARANCE : - ' ERCYL o

A . , . - ety .G aN
ShrvSt, ;BB 1R ssd Aol o o (A.H. Joshi, (L)
Advocate far the Applicant : ‘ Chairma

. [} LN
Shsi /Smt. -&'%%&m&“ sbe
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondeat/s ' ‘

A.&}_Tn 20 I?/tl.'.é

4

[P0




Otfice Notgs, Qffice Memoranda of cqmm, o

Appearance, Trihunal's ardors o ] Tribupal's orders
direetigne gnd Reglatrary ardery ' C.A.No.52 of 2015 in 0.A. No 313 0£2014
Shri S.E. Pawar - ‘ . Applicant
- Vs R
" The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, leamed Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. - |

2. Ld. PO states as follows: -

(i) That the PPO' has been issued. Pension and
DCRG would be released. '

(i)  The applicant was already gettmg prov1s1onal
pens1on

; ‘ (i)  Order for commutation is not passed because
applicant’s request for commutation was not
complete in all respects. - '

R EAY) _It is not clear as to whether applicant’s request
for commutation is to be considered or
declined. ' : :

- ‘ ’ 3. . Learned PO is directed to. sécure instructions and

' make a statement on the next date. '
4. Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate states that the
“applicant is present in person and he will contact the
respondents -for complying with the respondents any

deficiencies, if permissible.

3. For making resp,ecti\}e submissions adjourned o
7.10.2016. Q\
pars:_on\3lle faan | | : |
Hon'ble Justie Shri A. H, Joshi{Chairman) =~ | : AR Josh1 J) ‘ T
How? : ' ) B o ~ Chairman
APPEARANCE: I . 2482016
SHESIL. St P .;E.W (sg))
Advocate for the Applicant . '
Shri /Sunt. HMWM

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

Ad);To'é?!"o fl'ﬁ




Qftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Gor@m,. |
Appearanes, Tribunal's arders or
directions and Reglstrar's arders

Tmbmul’ § orders
0.A

parg.__ LA{LL
 CORAM; -

- Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
How'bie-Shri-M—Remesklumar (Membesy A
AFPEARANCE : o '
Adm ?&ttmt e

—ahr /Smt. : ¥ 5 eﬁ\KWM
C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s

Adj. To Q’ﬂlﬁh‘ %\’ t‘af7
R R

. No.298 of 2016
Shri S.R. Koli | Applicant
' Vs. ' ‘ ‘ , ’
" The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ..Respondents

Smt. Punam Mahajan, leamned Advocate for the
Applicant has filed leave note. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Ld. PO on instrqctions states that:

(@ . Orders are issued reinstating the applicant and
' apphcant has reported for duty

(b)  Time is required to take instructions from the
' respondents as to the time frame within what
period decision will be taken as regards
deciding the manner in Wthh the period
intervening be treated.

3. It is seen that present is a very simple case being a

~ case of conviction, followed by acquittal and any DE was not

instituted..

4. Ttis expected that decision will be taken and reported

on the next date.

5. 8.0.1023.9.2016.

6. Steno copy and hamdast  is allowed. Ld. PO is

directed to communicate this order to the respondents.

(AT Joshr
Chairman
24.8.2016

(sgi)




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50, 000 2-2010 ) . {8pl- MAT-F-Z2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINI@TRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ' of 20 - - | - DisTrICT _
B o e Applicant/s
(Advocate ................ )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
P Respondent/s

(Presenting QffiCer. ..t e rraereeaan )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s oxders or Date : 24.08.2016 X ribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's vrders

C.A.N0.120 of 2015 in 0.A.No.313 of 2015

Smt. Dr. R.5.5. G. Abbas ‘ .Applicant

Vs. - :
The State of Mah. & Ors. o . ..Respondents
1..- Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned

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

learned Presenting Offlcer for the Respondents

2. Learned P.Q. for the ‘Respondents was caIIed to
take instructions from the Secretary concerned and
make a stlatemenf as to the reason due to which
' Applicant is denié_d pay and allowances for intervening

‘period. Learned P.O. was gratned an hour’s time.

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has returned -
and states-as follows:-

He has taken instruction from Shri Sitaram
Kunte, Principal Secretary, Higher and Technical

DATE: 9—_}\ \‘3’[[ G R . Education Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai
CORAM - and he is instructed to take two days time for
Hon'ole Tustioe ShriA. H. Joshi (Chaitman) enabling him to make a statement.

4” .‘] ‘S, . ) . . .
APPEARANCE : 1 4 In view of request of learned P-O. for the
e e LR Respondents, 5.0, to 29.08.2016. |
‘ Advocate fur the Apphcaut s i
Shei St ®: Bliac , - ' . q‘(ﬂ/ -
"CPO/RO. for th\, Respondent/s ' TAH. Joshl
| N ' . ’

Chairman

¢ ’(‘dj.‘i‘o..-..,...%.ﬂ.l..?.’..[..,.(..é‘...‘............. - | sba

[Pre,




Office Notes, Oftico Memornnda of Corwm,

. Appeurance, Tribynal's urders or
dircctions and Regiutnﬁr’s ordeys

Tribunal’s orders

pate;__ 20 \g\b g

GORAM : .

Hox'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
- APPEARANCE :

ShrifSmt. &?.PRWB.&A.—?Q,*’S&V\

Advocats far the Applicant '
8ai /St 1o Bt S MG
C.PO/P.O. for the Respondcnt/s

MT;, \ OQ[IUI.L

,6,

Date : 24.08.2016.
C.A.N0.101 of 2014-in 0.A.N0.476 of 2012

Dr. V.V. Rane Applicar)t.

Versus

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

1. Heard Applicant-in person and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents on
instructions from Dr. Annasaheb Khemnar, Director,

Institute of Science, Mumbai states as follows -

Applicant’s claim for permitting him to choose the
‘date of accrual of increment was placed before the
‘Government, the Government has declined to grant
it.

3. It is an admitted fact that applicant -has been
granted increment though his promotion was temporary.

4. In view of the foregoing, Dr. Annasaheb Khemnar,
Director, institute of Science, Mumbai whd is present
personally'was. called to furnish the name of the officer
who has taken the decision in this regard. He has
accordingly furnished the name as below :-

Shri Sifaram Kuntay, Principal Secretary, Higher &
‘rechnical Education, Government of Maharashtra.

5. _Shri Sitaram Kuntay, Principal Secretary is Hirected
to file his own personal affidavit on the following point :-

Does any rule exist on the basis of which the
decision‘is taken to the effect that :- ‘
" "Because Applicant was not promoted on
“regular basis, his request for giving him liberty
to exercise option cannot be granted”.

6. Itis hoped that the officer will apprise himself of
entire facts and rules before filing affidavit. ‘

7. . Affidayit be filed on or before 06.10.2016.

3. Steno copy ja'hd Hamdast is allowed' to learned P.O..

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

Respondents. A
9.  S.0.t006.10.2016. & A
- {§g//_ o
(&R, Joshi, 1) T
‘ . Chairman . .
prk ‘ .




(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015) [8pl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - ! of 20 : DisTRICT
l ' . ... Applicant/s
(AdVOCAEE ..ttt )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffICer. ..o e e e }

Qfftice Notes, Office Memorandn of Coyam,
Appeurunce, Tribunual’s arders oy e ’ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's ordeys

Date : 24.08.2016.

C.A.No.81 of 2015 in 0.A.No.81 of 2012

B.D. More - - 4 " .. Applicant.
\Iefsus L

The Stété of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Ré;pondents.
1 _Heard SHri M.D. Lonkar, the Iea_rﬁgd Advocate for

the‘Applicant and Smt. K.S. ’Gaikwad, the learned

~ Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. By consent adjourned to 06.02.2017, with liberty

to circulate before due date if occasion arises.

(},// —

| : H.Jo ramr
DATR ; Qt\\?(l L — . ' Chaurm.an
CORAM : ' prk '

Hon’blg Justioe Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmen) '

<Hep*ble-ShrM-Ranresirkmnar-{Member) &

APPEARANCE :

‘Shrys._m. D -D - LCMV_N

Advocate fur the Applicant

Shri /Smt, .. M S C.m.».w

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

Ad). T 87 2 "




[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 L . DiIsTRICT _ )
' Ly Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE . voivieirseiri e e veraa e eens peeedd
versus
Thé State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.................., s .

Qffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s erders oy
directions usnd Registrm"s yrders

Trihunal’§ oxders

Date : 24.08.2016.

C.A.No.60 of 2015 in 0.A.No.1013 of 2014 with
M.A.No.315 of 2016 in C.A.No.60 of 2015 in

0.A.No.1013 of 2014
) M.V. beshmukh ' .... Applicant.
Versus ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. _ ....Reﬁpondents.
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

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

‘ Qfﬁcer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri M.D. Lonkar for the

Applicant states as follows :-

‘Let the Respondents make every endeavor ta
comply with the order at least within two months
from today and this appllcatlon be disposed after
compliance is made. .

3. S.0. top 2_4.10.2016 , with the hope that all actions

required to be completed be completed forthwith.

pare:_ov\ghe -
CORAM ; | _ |
How’ble justioe ShriA.H . ! I -
. JOBhl(Cha]rmm) e o

Yhie-Shi-M - : (AH. Josh, LYY
APPEARANCE ; : Chairman

T————— prk
SheiStms, 1AL 0+ Lequ
Advocaie for ﬁlﬁ Applicant

Sari Smt. ;. M B BhAe o
C.RG/PO. for the Respondenvs

AdTo. 2\ e ‘l 4

T

PTo




(GC.PY J 2260 (A‘ (50,000—2-2015) {Spl.- MAT-I-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Aﬁplication No. ‘ of 20 DisTRICT
S Applicant/s
(AdVOCALE ..oioiirieie e ........................ )
versus -
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........ e (RO TR )
Office Ngtes, Office Memorandn of Coram, )
Appeurance, Lribunal’s orders op -, . Tribunal’'s arders
directions and Registrur’s orders ' )
Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No.609 of 2016
P.R. Acharekar _ .. Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . -..Respondents.
1. ‘Heard Shri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate far the

Applicant and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2, Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the .
Respondents 'is called to secure instructions from the
G.AD. as to the time frame which in which they would

decide the proposal received from the Home Department.

3. It will be highly appreciated if instead of simply

giving time frame, the decision is taken,” -

4. " For enabling the Respondent No.1, G.A.D. to take

D.;LTE:' ‘ the .dec_ision fonger is given. Hence, adjourned to -
CORAM . 24.10.2016..
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chaiimeaegk I .

. : 5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.Q..
APPEARANC ' '
APPEARANCE: Learned P.0. is directed to communicate this order to the
Shri/Sau, .05 R, 4 Emh.L“ o

. Respondents. :
~ Advocate for the Applicant Lo ‘ k

Shri /Smt. fue Mt S, . ' ' . - '
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s » Gy / —
wsmlielie *z:a.tx::.“""’\'ﬁ“"

%ﬁ ‘prk




[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS TRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 o Di1sTRICT .

. - T e Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o ............... ST )

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

(Presenting Officer.......ooininieess e reeeees PO TR )

Qffjce Notes, Office Menmoranda of Coram,
Appeurunce, Tribunul’s urders op o Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ' ’

‘Date : 24.08.2016.

M.A.No.104/16 in C.A.No.16/16 invO.A.No.7'8/14 (A’bad) -
{(M.A.N0.419 of 2015 in C.P.St.1572 of 2015)
. with
M.A.No.105 of 2016 in 0.A.No.78 of 2014 (A’bad)

The Bhujal Abhiyanta Sanghtana Maharashtra Rajya
... Applicants.

Versus
The State of'Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.’
1. Heard Smt. KS Galkwad the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri- V.B. Wagh, the- learned Advoeate and

Applicants are absent.

3.’ Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for " the

Respondents prays for two weeks tlme for reportmg

DATE: 2 \%/h L g furthef compliance.
ORAM ; ’ : . - B
How'bic Justie i A.H. Josh (Charm) 4. 5.0.t029.08.2016. ?\

- Hon'ble Shri M. Rameshkumar {(Member) A ‘

APPEARANCE: : - <q/ / -—"
s . JhRplloadc £ e - l; o = 1o y)&w

A
dvocate for the Applicant , Chairman

- Shri /8mt, ... 1’4 $.. C.IZCLW.M prk.

CrO/PC. for the Responder /s

- ATy To. ﬂq Xﬁ/{ 1 6

4

[PTC




(G.CP) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) o ‘ {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASH TRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. : of 20°
IN |
Original Applicatio . No. ' of .20_
. FARAD CQNTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, O dice Memoranda of Coram,'
Appeara i« 3, Tribunal’s orders or ' - Tribunal’s orders
_ directio s uand Registrar's orders '

C A No.109 of 2015 in O.A, No.353 of 2014

Dr. K.S. Ramamﬁrthy . Applicant
- Vs, ' : '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.. - Respondents

~ Heard MISS S.P. Manchekar learned Advocate for
the- Applicant and Ms. N. G. Gohad learned Presenting
: a .| Officer for the Respondents

'L ' . o Miss Manchekar, Ld. Advocate prays that in view
{ o of the observations of Hon’ble High Court in the WP
| filed by the State that no coerci'\}e steps be tékén, this CA
be adjourned to 17.10.2016. '

| | - 3. S.0.t017.10.2016. U T
oare:_ 2w\ \L | | B
COR: L S gf// -
Hon'tie wu' 1'3;“*.'(:&..‘%-*?. .:«;ashifCllaiImm_) ‘ ’ , (AH. JOS IQT‘
et ST 7 | : Chairman
. 24.8,2016
(sgi) |

AgvGeak. L

Shi /Sts. - M (.n J,mtbop |

CPG/RC. v tie Re iposdent/s

g t2] 10116




{Spl.- MAT-I-2 E.

(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (50,000—-2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

. MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT ~
S e Applicant/s
(Advocate ........... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s '
- (Presenting Officer.. oo e )
Otfice Notes, Ottice Memoranda of Cm"mn, .
Appeurunce, Teibunuls urders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No.921 of 2015 -
A.V. Disale ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri 5.D. Patil, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant, Smt. Archana "B.K., the learned Preselnting

. 'Offiqér for Respondents No.l1 to 3, Shri S.D. Kulkarni, the
learned Advocate for Respobndent No.4 and Shri V. \l Ugale
the learned Advocate for Respondents No.8 to 11, 16, 18
21,24, 27,28, 32, 34, 35 38, 39, 5 & 15.

2. . Admit. Liberty to move for hearing‘before the’

Bench presided over by Shri Rajiv Agarwal Hon'ble Vice-

patB: oL \ylie e Chairman.
GORAM : : '
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) , ' / —
} i . (A H. .loshl J)
APPEARANCE : ) Chairman
prk

Shri/Srat. « .....S.,,,_,P -b‘?n&_,‘ -L-.....

Advoacate for the Applicant

Shri /Smt. 1. A%t Bk
C.PO/P.0O. for the Respondent/s
Lhe' 0D kel

_g\.m

Ady. T

Vel Bl @,
U\ =650,LLA&YJ«P\ ? 're\t\\ ik

7

2b1h,1}7%5_317?k3553?'3ﬂ

5e-lg,

5 & d‘(}' B‘AM}




|Spl- MAT-I2 E.

A ADMINISTRATIVE " ‘RIBUNAL

MUMBAI : '
of £) DistRICT
T Applicant/s
.............. )
versus
te of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
................................... )
Tyribunal’s gl'ders
Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No.884 of 2015
V.H. Jagdale & Ors. ’ . ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. | ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and’ Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, tHe jearned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

.. ’ 2. tearned Advocate Shri K.R. Jagdale for the .

Applicant prays for time to study and address.
3. Time as prayed for is granted.
4 Adjourned to 21.10.2016.

—(AH. Josh"’i"‘/ \

Chairman
prk




(Spl- MATF2 B

A ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
of 20 DisTRrICT
..... Applicant/s
.............. )
versus
te of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
................................... )
Tribunal’s orders
Date+24.08.2016 s
0.A.N0.855 of 2016
8.P. Dhumal ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. © Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the jearned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. tearned Advocate Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar for the
Applicant prays for liberty to withdraw the O.A. as per
instructions received by the Applicant who is present

personally.

3. 0.A. is disposed as withdrawn.

mZ/-

(A H. Joshi, J)

Chairman
prk




{Spl.- MAT-¥-2 E.

INAL

Date : 24.08.2016 "umal's erders
0O.A.N0.429 of 2016

Shri A.B. Nimbalkar LApplicant

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

for the Applicant and Shri Al Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer holding for Smt. Savita Suryawanshi,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Prays for
time.
3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents was called to

explain as follows:-

{a). Whether the order passed by this tribunal
on 16.6.2015 was communicated.

(b}  Whether instructions are received.
4, Learned P.O. for the Respondents has replied as
follows:-

The order dated 16.6.2016 was communicated .
by E-mail dated 21% /22" July 2016 by sending it
personally to Shri K.P. Bakshi, Additional Chief
secretary, Home Department, Mantralaya.

5. Learned P.0. for the Respondents was called to

furnish the copy of the print of the e-mail.

6. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered
it.
7. Learned P.O. for the Respondents was called to

ascertain by speaking to concern officer as to whether
he has received the e-mail, and if there exist reasons
due to which he has failed to report learned P.O..

- 8. Hoping that the time as granted, would be

availed by the Respondents for its appropriate use.

9.7 For enabling learned P.O. for the Respondents

to take instructions, 5.0. to 16.09.2016. ' \
é;{v/ —
L v(\r\
iLg

(A.H. Joshi, J.
Chairman
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Tribunal’s orders
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Date : 24.08.2016.

0.A.No.676 of 2016

' Shri P.R. Dhokane ..Applicant
Vs.
_The State of Mah. & Ors, ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents stafes that
today time may be granted for brining on record

subsequent development.

3. Time as prayed for, is granted.

4, * affidavit if any be filed, and copy thereof be

furnished to other side.

-5, Later on learned  P.O. for the
Respondents has tendered affidavit. It is taken on

record.

6. S.0. to 19.09.2016.

_ ,/

[ 7 S
(AH. Joshi, J.) Q
Chairman
sha




Ofrice Notes, Office Mepioranda of Coram,
Appeacance, Pribunal’s orders oc

directions and Registrac’s ocders

Tribunsal’s orders

DATE_ '“\i s\ &

CU RAN

Hon'lds J stion Shit ALt chl{thaxrman)
Hombbo-Shsir—irmesldeamas (htember) A

Ay Tommde. th ..... SPEEP.& CUQ? l’
Wawdepy (s edlpwed
-

Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No.973 of 2016

Smt. S.S. Sawant ..Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heafrd Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.. Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. It is seen that the decided M.A. is kept tagged
along with O.A., though it was repeatedly told to the
Registrar to ensure that decided M.A. should be

~ detagged and be made a part of second part and the

copy of the order passed in M.A. be placed on record in
the O.A. according to proper date wise sequence.
However compliance of this direction is not done in
present case.

3. - It is also seen that the service report is kept in
the O.A. without following the date sequence.

4. Deputy Registrar was asked to physically verify 4
the matter. It appears thatitis not done properly.

5. Registrar is directed to issue suitable directions
to the officers and staff to ensure the appropriate
scrutiny of papers and proper filing.

6. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states after
instructions received form Shri T.D. Patil, Assistant
Com.missionelr of Police, Thane as follows:-
Time may be required for filing reply and taking
action.
7. Considering that the Applicant’s claim is only for
pension, Respondents should examine Applicants
entitlement in accordance with Rules and take decision
as to whether the claims requires to be granted or
contested.

8. In case the claim is-to be opposed then only to
that extent reply be filed, else the Applicant’s claim be
processed in accordance to rules.

9. Steno copy and Hamdast is ailowed.

10. S.0.to7.11.2016.

/_,

—AH.

Chalrman

sha




1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
\DMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
AUMBAI

20 Districr

..... Applicant/s

Lersiy
' Maharashtra and others

... Respondent/s

Tribunal' s vrders

Date : 24.08.2016.

M.A.No.215 of 2016 in O.A.N0.326 of 2016

Dr. Y.M. Kakadwar ~Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & 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, O.AN0.611 of 2016 be listed with O.A. 326 of

2016.

3. 5.0.t0 7.10.2016.

- -
(A.H. Joshi, 1] 4

Chairman
sba . .

[T




(G.C.PY J 2200 (A) (B0.000—-2-2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AJ)MINISTRAIlV E TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Insrricr
T e Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE 1oeiiiiiviie s e eesieaerras e e e e )
versis
The Stade of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OFff Cor )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coran,
Appearunee, Tribunat's orders or Tribunal’ s orders

directions and Registrm’s orders

Date : 24.08.2016.

0.A.N0.420 of 2016 with ‘M.A.No.208 of 2016

Smt. R.K. Malshikhare ..Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respo_ndénts.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays far two

weeks time for filing reply.

3. Reply to O.A. and M.A. both be filed.

146\ b 4. 5.0.t07.10.2016.

12 Ehri AL gl Jushi (Chaitman)
,v L : a B p— < -

(A.H. Jos;ﬁ,?f “
Chairman

sba

Advocue J s Applicant
Shet St 1\\ S

CRrO/BU

Ad;. To.,..;., L\D\)fr :

I A




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

ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Nuo. ‘ot 20 Disrricr
..... Applicant/s
(AdVOCAate oo e e )
versus
The State of Maharashira and others
..... Respundent/s
(Presenting Offi :er...nin e et mrra e )
Office Notes, L ffice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeura e, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
direction. and Hegistrar’s veders
Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No.547 of 2016
Shri P.A, Warpe ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned

pare: 24tell b

CORAM :

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. I, Joshi (Chairman)
Howble-Sht-fmme sdtkemarGviembery A
APPEARANCE :

Advocate for the, | viicent

csir /s g loaa, K
C.PO/PRO. fort 2 Respondent/s

Adj. Tozl\‘l J‘] 1

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. Archana B.K, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0O. for the Respondents states as

follows:-

The order dated 8.8.2016 was sent to the
Respondent No.2 by letter dated 11.08.2016
and P.O. wants to verify whether the letter is
received by the Respondent No.2.

3 In view of the request of learned P.O. for the

Respondents longer -time can be granted for

compliance.

4  S.0.to4.10.2016.

%
_ Sl

(A.H. Joshy, §.)
Chairman

sha




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA T[V E TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20. DistrICT .
i ' - ...... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE 1evereriiarprreirairniirercee e et
‘versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
'Re.spondent/s

(Presenting Officer................. e oot eer et eeraesaenranars )

Qftfice Nites, Otfice Memurundu of Coram,
" Appearaace, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders .

Date : 24.08.2016.

C.A.No.2 of 2015 in 0.A.No.170 of 2013

S.N. Kolte . , Applicaﬁt.
Versus A |

‘The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.'
1. . Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the |earned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri- D.B. _Khaire, learned Spécial Counsel for the

Respondents absent.

3. in view of non-évailabiiity of Shri D.B. Khaire, .

. ' ' . learned Special Counsel for the Respondents, adjourned to
DATE : o \g ) b - |
CORAM: : 05.10.2016. . _ N
Hon'bl» lu&a e ShnA H. Joshi (Chauman) ) L \

APPEATANCH: o | e

SbrirSul 1. L2 A C:.LM"W | | (A.H. Joshi,
' © Chairman

Advocate Lo B Anphioant
rk
Shri /S, ; I&TCLM Rl ’

C.PO /PO for the Respondent/s

Ay, To Q""-{S‘G I(C

y




(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) : ' o (Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBAI

Original Appli.catior_l No. ‘ v cof 20 ; | -ISTRICT ‘

- ' ’ . Applicant/s
(Advocate ................. s UOUTOUUOTON T )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others:
Respondent/s

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

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ; :
Appeurance, Tribunal’s erders op ‘ _ Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrur’s orders

Date : 24.08.2016.

C. A No.30of 2014in O. A N0.299 of 2013

AA. Kadam ' ' " ... Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. ‘Heard Shri N.K: Rajpurohit, the Iea.rned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. . Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learmed Advocate for

the Applicant is absent and has filed a leave note,

3. . Llearned C.P.C. ‘Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the.

Respondents states as foliows :- ‘
Order passed in Q.A. is carried by the State before
the Hon’ble High Court and the order of this
Tribunal is stayed by the Hon'ble High Court,

4. In vuew of the statement made by learned C. P.O.,

adjaurned to 06.12. 2016 with liberty to circulate before

DATE: 9 1a \Q’l 1 ¢ g : due date if occasion arises.

CORAM; ' ' o

Hon'ble !usuce ShriA.H. Josh1 (Chairman) ' o | z /
AFPEARANCE: . S | — BRI Q
—d R . Chairman

‘Shrirgmt. ;. KL PPL !..Q;.‘/..".‘f.:.......&"‘*‘ "’bw prk .

Advocaie for the Applicant | |

Shri/Smt. : .....M...M....,.M_‘;Mwu.y-

C.PO7PO. for the Respondent/s

SR liadee

“- a0 LT VIR o

(PT0,




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

" Tribynal's order:
0.As. No.312, 313 &406 of 2016

DATE:__ 9 W \4<{ Wb -
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi(Chairman)

»

APPEARANCE :

S .J.M.'AP;.. W_..' ot 312 3afe.
Adem theApphcant Repetlg e fr
Shridome 3 - “"."%...!::9.& I
C.PO/PO. forfg‘ espogfén oo

Ad. Tonn X2 lﬁhé .

q . .

4,

Shri R.A. Kulkami (OA3 12/ 16)

Shri P.B. Avhad  (OA.313/16) |
Shri S.K. Sawant - (OA.406/16) ..Applicanis -
Vs, ‘ :
' The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Smt, Pﬁn_am Mahajan, learﬁed Advocate for the

“Applicants in OAs.312 & 313/16 has filed leave note.
' 'Hﬁard Shri A.A. Gharte, learned Advocate for Applicant
“in OA406/16 and Ms.

Savita Suryawanshi, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. On 22.8.2016 this Tribunal had directed as

follows:

Respondents ought to fumish to this
Tribunal, -information in tabulated form
showing the names of the candidates,
requirements prescribed nature of its
compliance etc., and time needed for
-completing veriﬁcation of each stage and
aggregate duration needed.”

6‘9
.

3. Today Ld.'PO‘statés that‘twor more day’s time is

required.

S.0. t0 30.8.2016.

(AH Joshl f/
Chalrman
24.8.2016

(sgi)




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000-—2-2015) (Spl.- MAT-IF-2- L.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISIRA I'ivE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.  of20 . DIsTRICT
T e Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o.oovveeree e e ).
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Offic T .o )
Qffice Notes, Off: ‘¢ Memoranda of Coram, )
Appearance ribunals evders or Tribunal’'s orders
directions = nd Registrar’s orders
Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No.357 of 2016
C.A. Ghodke - _ . Applicant_.
Versus i
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.A. Desai, the learned Advocate for the

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

Officer for the Respondents.

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

(a) Reply is received. However, itis reguires to
be scrutinized. '

(b) After scrutiny reply would be filed.

(c) Two weeks time may be granted for the
same. ' '
3. Time as prayed for is granted.
DATE: wb\\%/‘\ & g 4. S.0.to004.10.2016.
GDRAM : g /
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi{Chairman) , ‘ ‘ . M
v . , ﬁoshl, 1) G
' Chalrman
APPEARANCE : prk
Shri/Smt. s PR fAL DGO, l
Advooats for the Apphcant
Shri /Smt. : BB las..o

CPO/E 0. for the Respondenn‘s

Ad. To M\\ o 114

[PTO




(G.CPIJ 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MATF-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL "

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - DISTRICT
..... Ai)plicant/s
(Advocate ..., e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
o Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfICe 5. e )

Office Notes, Cfti ¢ Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuran e, ‘ribunul's arders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions un | Registrar’s orders

Date : 24.08.2016.
C.A.N0.59 of 2015 in 0.A.No.101 of 2014

R.5. Mahale ‘ ... Applicant.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. - ...Respondents.
1. ‘Heard Shri J.N. Kambile, thevlearned Advocate for

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

Officer for the Respondents.

2. By consent adjourned to 08.11.2016, with liberty

to circulate before due date if occasion arises.

S/ -

DATE : ﬂ\\Y\\f: ‘TL\.H. Joshi, J.
CORAM : Chairman
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) prk

APFEARANCE . ‘
Shri/Sxt. ¢ N I“ ! KD«M*I(_&_
Advozaie for {he Applicant ‘

Shri /Snat. ‘A'@'ﬁl&lﬁn&,-
C.2.0 / BO. for the Respondent/s

Ad). Towee %ll,‘ ‘\4

(BT,




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

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN IQTRA'll"\H] TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicati(m No. of 20 DISTRI’C’I‘
..... Applicant/s
CAAVOCALE coviereeeieeeeeen e b e e e )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfiCer. ..o s }
Office Nutes, Office Memorunda of Coram,
Appcuruucc, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
dirgctiuns and Registrar’s orders
Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No0.291 of 2016
'Shri S.A. Tamboli ..Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

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

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for time

DATE: o 4\s\ %
/‘OMJ\A

Hor'bk Jus‘uca S]ulA H Joshi (Chairman)

i J‘z’x ARAN;

Advorsts for fie Ajiﬂlu..ﬂt .

»qufﬂzl'u}. .................

fel ihe [\cmundumfs

hii

Ad). Tow. \\“ﬂ ‘P‘:QN %‘L
Havd st a»\\Nu)(h o

og

e

for filing affidavit furtherance to the order passed on

25 4.2016 as no explanation has not come forward.

4. - Affidavitis not filed desplte many adjourments.

{ Time is granted only on payment of cost of Rs.10,000/-.

5. Cost be paid on or before next date by the

Respdndent No.1.

6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

8. For filing affidavit, S.0. to 7.9.2016.

/A

THJOW‘ '''''

Chairman
sha

{P1LO.




Qifice Notea, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s ordera

Tribunal's orders

DATE: _ 24 o\lb

Hoa’bie Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman)

3

1. Gl h

APFEARANCE .
s A Randimadeha,

© Advoca. e the Applicant

Shri /Wl‘\hwsl?.@g*&nfhﬁ
S

C.PO/ 2O, furthe Respondeni
Adr-Fow f&;: cms'uk_ ed) Ag
H\ql}a

B

Pate--24.08-2016.
0.A.No.717 of 2016 with 0.A.N0.718 of 2016 with

0.A.N0.719 of 2016 with 0.A.N0.720 of 2016 with
0.A.No.721 of 2016

S.D. Shelar (0.A.No.717 of 2016)
S.V. Thakurdesai ({0.A.No.718 of 2016)
E.J. Barshinge {0.A.No.719 of 2016)

S.H. Parche (0.A.N0.720 of 2016) .
P.S. Pereira (0.A.No.721 of 2016}  ..Applicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ~..Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,
the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. '

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant has pointed
out the concession of learned C.P.O. recorded in paré
no.3 of order of this Tribunal passed on 20.7.2016 to
the effect that the office notes leading to the decision
of the transfer order impugned, be prdduced, and |
states that it is not produced nor its cohy is provided to
him.

3.  Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents stated that
reports are called, and its copy would be supplied to

the learned Advocate forthe Applicant today itself.

4 Hence for production of records and for hearing,

by consent adjourned to 19.9.2016. N

/(A.H.'ffh/mqw

Chairman

sha




Oftice Notes, Office Memorunda of Corumn,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders vr
directions and Registrurs orvdevs

Tribunal’'s erders

S

Wi

s bad tag Kespondent/s

Ad) L"—Hﬂllﬁ'm@’f > ‘;’
Raordegt 1> ollowed Ap Ldfo

BT

Date : 24.08.2016.

0.A.N0.405 of 2016

P.H. Wig ... Applicant.
Versus.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1._  Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for .

the Applicant and Smt. KS. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

5 Llearned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the
Respondents states as follows -

Appeal submitted by the Applicant before the
Hon’ble His Excellency the Governor is entrusted
for hearing and disposal to Hon'ble Shri Girish
‘Balchandra Bapat, Hon'ble Minister. of Food, Civil
Supplies & Consumer Protection, Food & Drugs
Administration, and appeal would be decided
within two months. '

3. Let the Appeal be decided as stated.

4. It is clarified that this statement made above will
not in any manner come in the way of his deciding the

matter of review of applicant’s suspehsion.
5. For reporting compliance, adjourned to 22.09.2016.

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

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

Respondents. “//
/ ‘
(AH. 508V, i
" Chairman '
prk




Ottice Notes, Oftice Memarunda of Coram,
Appesrance, Tribunul's orders or
directions and Registray’s orders

Tribunal's orders

pare:_ e

CORAM : |
How'bie Justice Shri AL 1. joshi (Chairma)
Hentbie-Sh e JA

APPEARANCE

A S-Deahmmal)

Advocate for e Applicant

Shri /a1 Q\ﬂ“ﬁq(m
C.PO /RO, forthe Respondent/s

Date : 24.08.2016.

0.A.N0.320 of 2016

Dr. K.S. Umale & Ors. ... Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors: ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri J.S. Deshmdkh, the iearned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri A.. Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, lssue notice returnable on 28.09.2016.

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

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

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of
the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure}
Rules, 1988, and the guestions 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 one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. '

7. Learned Advocate Shri LS. Deshmukh prays for
leave to place on record sheet at page 115-A which had
remained to be filed by error. ‘

8. Leave granted.

5. S.0. to 28.11.2016. Q

(A.H. Joshi, i()

Chairman
prk




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015

lspl- MAT-P-2 K.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Applicatign No. of 20 " DisTrRICT
..... "Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ooeriree v JO PP )
verSUsS
The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s
(Presenrting 18] 410753 ST PPN OR PRI TPRIPTPRTPPIIPY }
Oftice Nutes, Office anuruncia ot Caram,
Appearance, Pribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s vrdecs
Date : 24.08.2016.
_ 0.A.No0.694 of 2016
Shri T.L. Wankhede ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah, & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.R. Joshi, the learned Advocate for

DATE:__ 24 g)i b

CORAM:

Hon’ble Justice Shii A. H. Joshi {Chairman)
APPEARANCE :

Shri/Sme. ; A-‘Q:JO“\]
Advocate for the Apphca.xt

Sheesm 1S Gajkwed. ...
C.RO/ PO {for the Respondeny/s

Ac  To (b‘rl { \] 6.

Bt

the Appli'cant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has{tendered

affidavit. ltyis taken on record.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for

time to consider the contents of affidavit.
4, Adjourned to 3.10.2016.

94/_—

(A.H. Joshi, J.)
Chairman
sha

rrO




(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 . DHSTRICT
R P Applicant/s
(AAVOCEER oo viiirrieeenereeiaeriinre e teiarae e eneeeansaiee )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Preséntlng O TR oot ee e e e vt e et ee e a b e ra e a e aaaes )
Office Notes, Office Memorands of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunul's orders ox ) Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orcders
Date: 24.08.2016.
0.A.No.306 of 2016
| Shri S.B. Pardeshi ..Applicant
Vs, .
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri S.S. Sharma, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the learned

Presentihg Officer for the Respondents.

2. Report shows that the notice was taken by the
Advocate for Applicant from the office beiatedly and

hence purpose of giving longer date is frustrated.

. 3. In view that Respondents did not get reasonable
O gllL ) '

DATE: ’LH\ h ' time, further time has .to be granted to the
CORAM : o _
Hen'bie Justice Shei A, 1. Joshi (Chairman) Respondents for compliance of the para no.7 of the
: _ order passed on 27.4.2016, adjourned to 24,10.2016.
ADPEARANCE : ‘ :
Shriffack &5\..5-9!\5%-?‘ ........ “

Advocate or the Applicant |

C.P.0/ PO. for the Respondent/s - -
(A.H. Jashi, J.

Ady. To._.f,’:f:lhd.h"' Chairman

% sha




(G.C.PO J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE NIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. L / of 20 DisTRICT
... Applicant/s
(ALVOCALE 1oriiereiiiereen e et es e e Yo
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others .
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer ..., N, eeeeees )
.Office Nufes, Office Memoranda of Coram, _
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ) Tribunal s orders
directions and Registrar’'s orders Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.N0.239 of 2016
5.P. Khatavkar & Ors. " ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1.  Heard Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presenting
* Officer for the Respondents. '
2. Learned Advocate Ms. S.P. Manchekar and
Applicants are absent.
- 3. In view of the foregoing adjourned to 30.09.2016

~

DATE : 'M«g\s‘\)i,. ‘ _ j §//(/ /— :
kAN ' _ - /(p.fﬂ.ms"h'i:f.)q v

- Chairman

Bl dusiioe Shii A, H Jeshi (Chairman)

prk

C. P O /2.0, for thn '{uponacnt/s

oo 2dal1E

5




(GLC.PY J 2260 (A) (50,000—-2-2015) 1Sph- MAT-P-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI ‘
Original Application N.o. ol 20 : - DistricT
o Applicant/s
(AUVOCALE ovieiieeeis e ababn s st . )
UerSHS
The State of Maharashtira and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. ... )
Office Notes, Office Memovands of Coran,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders : Date : 24.08 2016
0.A.No0.763 of 2016
Shri A.L. Nikam ..Applicant
Vs. _
The State of Mah. & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered

reply. It is taken on record.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for
time to consider the reply and file rejoinder if

necessary.

DATE : 'u‘{‘ NE . _
CORAM 4. S.0. to 19.09.2016.
Han’biz Justice Shal AL H. Joshi (Chairman)

Hon'hle Shei M ootilie u %
APPEARANCE: . | | C(‘//f »

v 20 D4 d) Wedellay ' “ (AR JW
Advocate for the Applicant Chairman
Shessme L ATara B K. sba ‘

C.BU /20 for the Respondent/s

[PTO.




[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

(LGP J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAH_ARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, of 20 DisrtrICT
' ) L e Applicant/s
(AAVOCATE o i )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....oveiaeiiiiinnenn USROS )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram, .
Appeurance, ‘Tribunal’s vrders,or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders
Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.N0.700 of 2016
S.S. Mahaldar & Ors. ... Applicants.
.Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for
. | the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Officer has arrived and has sought time for
- . furnishing para-wise remarks for filing the affidavit.
3. Learned P.0. Shri K.B. Bhise for the' Respondents

p'rays for six weeks time.

\ .
- g’.l:t“x_‘lf. - 4. Time as prayed for is granted.
P s ta 5. 5.0. to 24.10.2016.
L : (A.H. Joshi, J) (\ :
" - rms _ ..+ Chalman
._h u/.)

.Adj. "J\\lﬂhc S

a2




{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A} (60,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL.
Original Application No. of 20 Disrrict
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ...ttt eieee e et era e ranns )
versus
v The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OfICET . ...ooiii et ceeeee e e eeee s ee e e )

Oftfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE: 2 ulah o

1 4

CORAMN;
Hon’ble Justics Shri A. 1. Joshi {Chairman)
J Lk . H
A
APPTARANCE :
LaEAANLE

Advocate for the Applicant

Shri (S KaPor IoWse—

C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s

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

B

§

- Date : 24.08.2016.

M.A.No.282 of 2016 in O.A.N0.700 of 2016

$.S. Mahaldar & Ors. .... Applicants.

~ Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1.  Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

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

Officer for the Respondents.

2. The case pursued by the Applicants are concurrent
and no separate reliefs are sought for each of the

Applicants. -

3. Hence, filing of such Application is wastagé of

stationary and money as well.

4. O.A. can and has to proceed without this

application for leave to sue jointly. Hence, M.A. is

| y Q»
Sl
““{A-H.Joshi, J.)
Chairman

disposed as redundant.

prk
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Office Notes, Otfice Memworanda of Coram, ,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ) “Tribunal's erders
divections and Registrar's orders

Date ; 24.08.2016.

0.A.N0.872 0f 2016

M.Y. Gosavi ... Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri R.G. Panchal, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt Arch_ana B8.X., the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri R.G. Panchal for the
Applicant states as follows :-
(a) Impugned order is stayed by the
Respondent for the period of one year.

‘(b)  Urgency of hearing of present O.A. for
interim relief does not exist.

3. Issue notice returnable on 17.10.2016.

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

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

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

DATE: O L \?l L 7. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed

post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

CORAM : .

How’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmaity produced along with affidavit of ;ompliance in the Registry

Hos ble-SheiM—Rameshiumas (Member) & _ within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
~ APPEARANCE : ' ‘ compliance and notice.

Shri/Smt. fencf.+. 5700 2 Ot c.Le,A}
bR 8. S.0.to 17.10.2016.

0\
Advocate for the Applicant 1
Shri /Smt. Anm:,lrc"\q%'lé.: ’ " g / -
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s o {(A.H. Joshi 1)U —
Chairman U

Adj.Tﬁ“)'U, l & ‘(Aé . prk
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(C.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-20156) l . |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MA]EIARASI—ITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - DisrrICT
: . Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o, B RS TTISITPS )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......cccvvveniiiiinnnone e e )
Office Ngtes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appesrance, Tribunal’s orders or © Tribunal's orders
directions und Registrar’s orders .
Date : 24.08.2016. .
0.A.N0.628 of 2016
B.D. Suryawanshi. ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. tearned P.0. Smt. Archana BXK for the
- ‘ : : Respondents states as follows :-

(a) Reply is received and she wants to verify its
correctness.

(b} Two weeks time is prayed for the same.

DATE : 1‘1\8“ L

CORAM. 3. Time as prayed for is granted.
Hon’ble Justice Slri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 4 5.0. to 28.09.2016 \
ARPEARANCE: \ .
etz o Dol A Wedeber | i A
Advocaie far the Apglicant - 7 . - -
Tk Chairman
SSir/Smt &MM 2.K, . prk

C.PO/EO. for the Respondent/s

Ady. To. ?—3‘\‘\\] b.

)eﬁ'/

PTO.




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV E TRIBUNAL

Spl- MAT-F-2 B

MUM.BAI
Original Application No. DistriCcT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate oo e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
, Respondeqt/s
(Presenting OffiCer......oociii i )
Office Notes, Office Menroranda of Coram,
- Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders oy Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrur's orders
Date : 24.08.2016.
0.A.No.823 of 2016
B.G. Gurav . Applicant..
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri D.W. Bhosale, the learned Advocate for

DatE: 24|16

LORAM
Hon'bie Justicz Shei A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

A}PEA_U 1\]/ .

A — et 28

SBri/Seat i D VJ PNpsle

Advocats fur the Applicact

Shri /Smitz 1‘\““(' Q“-ﬂ“"f)ﬂﬁ‘

C. P()/P.@ furl eRespondent/s

. Adj. To, 9—3\"(‘1 b

the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Reﬁpondents._

2. ‘Learned Advocate Shri D.W. Bhosale for the
Applicant is called to address on the point : ‘
(a) Whether remedy of appeal exists ?

“(b) What are the grounds for dispensation of
the remedy of appeal ?

3. Learned Advocate prays for time to study and
address.
4. . Time as prayed foris granted.

5. S.0. to 28.09.2016.

// T

(A H. Joshl J. )
Chairman
prk

[PTO
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