(Presenting ey ... o oo sg cvivsvsss csssssessin e

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders p s .

24.11.2016

O.A No 1037/2016

Shri P.D Pramanik . Applicant
Vs. '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1. Heaird Shri V.R Bang, learned advocate for
the applicant and Ms Savit Suryavanshi, learned.
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri Bang states that the
Applicant ‘has retired in 2005. . However a
criminal case was pending against him and he
was only getting provisional pension. The
Criminal case has since been quashed by the
Hon. High Court on 19.3.2015. However, no
regular pension has been sanctioned to him.
Provisional Pension was paid to him till June,

. 2016 and after that he has not been paid

provisional pension also. He, therefore, prayed
for grant 'interim relief by way of grant of
provisional pension.,

3. Considering the facts stated above, it
appears that the Respondents have been amiss
in their duty to ensure that regular pension is
paid to the Applicant after criminal case has been
quashed by the Hon. High Court more than 1 %
years back.

4. Learned P.O0 seek one weeks time to

~apprise of this Tribunal about the latest position

of pending pension case of the Applicant.

5 - Issue notice before admission’ made
returnable on 1.12.2016.

6. Tribunal may take the case for final

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

[BTO.



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

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

8. This intimation' / hotice 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. '

9, The service may be done by Hand delivery,

speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtainied and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice. :

10. S.0to 1.12.2016.

Sd/-
(R@jiv Agdrwal)
Vice-Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) - * |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - ' DistricT
' gt B L S ] et ) SRR W Applicant/s
105 btz s R B 0 L )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......... s hbs e inyhrs st bhnnes )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ' .
0.A.11/2016
Shri D.N. Kale : ... Applicant
V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

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

The matter is taken up on the request of
the learned Advocate Shri C.T. Chandratre. Shri

/ C.T. Chandratre has filed his Vakalatnama with
BATE:_ 24 (“ (& NOC of the earlier Advocate. It is taken on
CORAM : . record.
Hoa’ble Shri. RAJIV

AGARWAL On request of the learned Advocate the

(Vice -
Hen'blc Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) J-—-—-——- Original Application is allowed to be withdrawn

M with liberty to file fresh one on the same cause

. T = o pA=tig |of action. No order as to cost.
St/ Buany 1o —— :

Advocate for the Applicent » :
— i /Smt. ¢ R‘%-&Qitégg:ao,’ Q
———€PO1PO0. for the Rispondeas Sd/- Sd/- '
(R.B. MALIKy (RAJIJAGARWAL)
—AdiToume Al s cos @ e Lo lre_ | MEMBER (J) VICE-CHAIRMAN

w 24,11.2016 24.11.2016
(A -

(vsm)
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51 ) B.
(GO J 2260 (A) (60.000—2-2015) |8pl.- MAT-F-g

IN THE MA. _,_SHTBA ADMLNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
: . MUMBAT
Or‘igir;a.i Appligation No. Pt R 21T e
R e B el i I . Applicant/s
CAVOGAES 1tyrivsis rpegesgprsssz i sissassrist s ivinn
versus
‘The State of Maharashtra and athers
i ! IR LTRSS} Respondent/s

(?regentgiq_g@fﬁcqr,_. ........... FRRTES e ORI Y B VR T

T

chﬁ Nuws, Qfﬂce Mempruncga ot’ Corqm, : i :
“Appeurance, | Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
direutions and Rugistvar’a orders ;

FSENAN B

M.A.447/2016 in 0.A.1099/2015

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Applicants
: b (Ori. Respondents)
- Vs, :
Shri T.A. Jagtap ; ... Respondent
(Ori. Applicant)

Heard Shri A.J. Choﬁgule, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Applicants (Ori. Respondents) and Ms. Lata
Patne, the learned Advocate for the Respondent (Ori.

‘. ' l Applicant).
ol
!AI—E‘ 9’“ l The learned P.O. seeks leave to withdraw this MA.
CORAM : : The MA is allowed to be withdrawn and disposed of as
Hon'ble s}m RAJIV AGABV.- such with no order as to costs.

(Vice 3

" Hen'ble ShiR. B. MALIK (Mcmber) T~

[\

Sd/- Sd/-

(RB. Malik)  (Raji{ Agargdl)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
24,11.2016 . 24.11.2016

(skw)
3
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(G.CiP.) J 2260 (A) (50 000—2-2015) |Spl.- MAI‘F )

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - DisTrICT
; ; , & ‘ Rl A e Apphcant/q
(AdVOCALE ...iouiiviinniirinsieden st )
versus
Th;e State. of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer..........ooiiiiiiiiuremiiini i s )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 3 :
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
diréctions and Registrar’s orders

M.A.481/2016 in 0.A.1095/2016

Shri B.S. Killedar& Ors. ... Applicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwédekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

\ é Applicants ‘are seeking similar relief, the MA to sue jointly

- This MA has been filed to sue jointly. As all the
M‘ ol [’H l is %llowed, subjéct to payment of Court Fees, if not already
pai

MI - E A @ copncllicorenlloken | Mermber (J)

v 24.11.2016
mhbm - 99 (skw)

[BTO.


Admin
Text Box

                   Sd/-


1 Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) = 1Sp

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
' - MUMBAI

Orig‘in.‘al Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
e g LR " ~al I N SO TN YOy e L Applicant/s
(Advocate ........ )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........cccoociitovnnininns AR A o S )

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

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.1095/2016

Shri B.S. Killedar& Ors. ' ... Applicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 22, 12.2016.

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
: Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
| 6 authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

ylu

m= . of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
- be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
M : hearing. .

: . This intimation / notice is ordeffed under Rule 11
Hon'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) T of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
APPEARANCE : Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and

. . J 3 U.’)G-tﬂﬂ_k@a alternate remedy are kept open. i
Shel/Sum-+ d%& !bwm !

' The service may be done by hand delivery / speed

Advooate h“ﬂ\ E i (LG-L post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

. produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
—_C.PO+PO. for the Respordests within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

l compliance and notice,
) 2[16.
o to 22 ‘, 16 S.0. to 22nd December, 2016,

A sar I

U (RB-Malik) 2 N -1V )
Member (J)
24.11.2016

skw)

[PTO.
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(@,C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-20165) : lSpl MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTBA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
el MUMBAT

At : - 20 N A

Original Application No. LE i ‘-2,0 i  Disfricr, ¢ e
il el e e g e et : ‘ worr, Applicant/s
§Aqv06afe e A S S T
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(l‘j’reseptin_gOﬁ'_lce__r............,,,..........,.‘...v..“,.., ......... Ry ey siiegc)
Of'hce Notes, Oﬂ‘ice Memoranqp ol' pnmm,
Appuuranue, *mbunul's ewdera or ¥ ’ Tribunal’s orders
dlrécuonn nnd Registrnr’a urdera :
o 0.A.882/2016
Shri V.R. Dhumse . ... Applicant
Vs.

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

Heard Shri B.V. Salunkhe, the learned Ad;focate
for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in-Rejoinder is taken on record. ' Admit.
Liberty to mention granted.

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

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

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11

; h {\6 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
DATE ;. QN LS Rules, 1988. The questions such as limitation and
CORAM: e 3 ' alternate remedy are kept. open. ;
WWAGAM_’ ‘ 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

@ !! g S’E ! %) I(h 2 compliance and notice.

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

Mmmnm - , |
ol \LCQ%’\-—- \ Sur-Rejoinder, if ary, must be filed on that day

: p..p\n\\rcm.w\' 8 : and not thereafter.

{Viee~Chuirmen)—
Hn.bleS!lil B. MALIK (Member) T

pdud v b e ¥ Sd/-
fe-wi on gm—ufg‘) Vs _—
' - Gl | . _{RB. Malik)
' - Member (J)
24.11.2016

(skw)

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

lSpl. MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI A o s

éﬁ@ﬁé}ég?ﬁpaﬁogna;‘ 4 _of 20 : ; Distaicd "' g
2 R e " w. Applicant/s
(-Advoeeté el
versus
The State of Mal';erefshtra and others
: ..... Respondent/s
(Ereae;ltgix{gQfﬁce_r,...,..,...,..',f."..,.,., .......... o e Conion e

Oftice Nutes, Ol’fme Memurnnda of Goram,
Appsiurance, Tribunal’s urder: or
diréctiom and’ Registrar'a ordera

Tribunal’s orders

o |

DATE: :O-.L{(H hé
e (Vice~Chairmen)—
flon'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) 1~
s [
Mmhb

. 0.A.811/2016

Shri R.S. Patil
‘ Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. '

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

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

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

of O.A.

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11

‘of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

Rules, 1988. The questions- such as hmxtatmn and
alternate remedy are kept open.

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

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

_ Sur-Rejoinder, if any, must be filed on that day

‘and not thereafter.

- Sd/-
~ (RB Malik) ™
Member (J)

24.11.2016
(skw) )

[PFO.
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2.2015) {Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVF TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. S of 20 ; . " DistrICT _
T e e O T L ke e el s e gty T e, iy Applicant/s
CACYOCAEBR .;isiysnrsstorissvininnntanss S S Rl WOl B
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.............. ........ )
Office Notes, Office Memor;mdn of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders -
24.11.2016
0.A No 670/2016
Dr C.G Gaikwad . ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri B.A Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Ms Neeliam

Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.
. 11( 26l b . : Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar files
a Cmm_ B - g&m Raj v qu'/h)al 4\49 rejoinder.
%%y 2 'ﬂ' wmdmo—%%"/ : OA is admitted. Respondeﬁts‘ are at liberty
+WL &Oﬂ ' ‘ to file sur-rejoinder, if need be.
M. W P o-For e |
‘Q 05‘ : Place for final hearing on 15.12.2016.
v o Sd/ ]
5.0 ‘ . | ) -~
: Te ]S—T‘Q’T\ 16 - . (R4jiv Agarwal)
: | ' ) Vice-Chairman
’FH 4 Akn

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

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

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI
Original Application No: of 20 DISTRICT
e -..;..‘Apﬁlicant/s
A(Advocate ............................................................. )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer........cooviniiiirinii s )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corn'm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
24.11.2016 = ,
0.A No_1010/2016
Smt Manda V. Deshmukh ... Applicant

24l

\

27— W Sy Rejiv Agpide] (VIQ
. M. Novbay o e AqQ).

Sy A Ry Ui, ¢ o7
the Rarfs |

55k nobite. vebumohle—
M. -
| W

£y

, Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondenté

1. Heard Shri M.D Lonk'ér, learned advocate-

for the applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. .

2, Issue notice before admission made

returnable on 22.12.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final

disposal at this stage and separate notice for final -

disposal need not be issued.

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

S: 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

comp’liancé in the Registry within one week.

Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

7 $.022.12:2016.

Sd/-
(Rdjjiv Agdrwal)

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
e e (Lo b Ay M BN - ey s B SR e
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer........ocoiiiiiirrneaiioin e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, i ,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
0.A.1011/2016

DATE: Q.H\H\f6

Hon'ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Member) T
APPEARANCE : i
o 8 E;ce,___v\;@;m&km

Advocate for the Applicant :
SII. i Smte g ,T : c\/_}_%%ﬁﬂﬁl—
__,cmo.hmgm

Ao :2.2-[\_5‘7—{\6-

o il
——Adj Toeemin

#o |

Shri B.S. Killedar&; Ors.
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicants

... Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the 7learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 22.12.2016,

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
hearing. g
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 22nd December, 2016.
( Sd/'

R,

e

B-alik) 2\ — ]V )
Member (J)
24.11.2016

skw) :

[PTO.
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Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Yvi bunul’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s ovders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE ; Qﬁﬂl{(é

ﬁ!;:..é!. :
"ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL

(Vice - Chairman)
Hon'ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Member) [~

APPEARANCE : ‘
ot g.c_ou[éwaza&

bt T it
Mo 0
—ShH-Smic R e

P T (T e,
o@-%d &\ﬁ?u%he%
disissed - :

O ﬁ&ﬁv+u 5{(9_[{@.

A

| itself.

‘M.A. No.485 & 486 of 2016
In O.A.No.542/2015

The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicants
: (Ori. Respondents)
V/s.

Shri R. H. Jadhav Respondent (Ori. Appl).

These two Misc. Applications can be disposed
of by this common order.

No notice is issued hereof and
necessary.

- We have perused the applications and the
record and proceedings of the O.A. and heard Smt
Kranti Gaikwad, the learned P.O. holding for Shri
N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned C.P.O. for the
respondents. : '

‘ By an order of 3.3.2016, we accepted the
request of Ms. Anita Sonawane, Co»operative Officer,
Grade-1 through the learned C.P.O. that three
months time be granted for compliance inter-alia of
payment of pensionary dues and fixation of 5% and
6t pay commissions. It is quite clear, therefore, that
even as we could have by our own discretion granted
time limit by an appropriate order by us but in this
matter, we accepted the request on behalf of the
respondent and granted three months time. That

none is

From then, till date no steps were taken even to seek
any extension of time to comply.

We are told that a pre-action notice of -
intended contempt came to be served on 15.11.2016
and by coincidence or whatever those applications
were presented yesterday that is 23.11.20 16.

When a time limit is fixed, we think it goes
without saying that it has to be adhered to more
particularly, if the time limit was sought by the party
Sum and substance of cause or excuse for
non-compliance is  complicated mathematical
exercise involved herein and the cause connected
therewith. We are unimpressed. The applicant
retired in the year 2002. Our order of 3.3.2016 itself
shows that he had brought another O.A. being.
~0.A.No.1072/2013 in relation to completion of some
inquiry for which also there was extension of time
sought.

It is impossible for us to comprehend why
such a move was not made after 3.6.2016 till now
even if it is assumed for the sake of arguments that
the respondents had some valid ground to seek
extension. We are satisfied that we cannot be
satisfied about cause assigned and it is not genuine.
Therefore, even as we have heard both the
applications which are being decided hereby even if
we take it, that delay is technically condoned. The
extension cannot be and is not being granted.

The first Misc. Application is disposed of and.

ONE

the second Misc. Application hereby stands
dismissed. : :
" Sd/- Sd/-
R BAALIKIA M " (RAJIY AGARWAL)
MEMBER (J) VICE-CHAIRMAN
24.11.2016

24.11.2016

time expired on 2.6.2016 or at the most on 3.6.2016. - .
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: AT-F E
(G.CP.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) I3pl- MAT:R

IN THE M« _SHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
j g MUMBAI
Qriginal ApplicationNa. © of 20 DisTRICT . et
e ' i ' ... Applicantés .
(Advof,ate ..... TP L ,. ..... )
“persus
“The State of Maharashtra and others
£ I ko . A R Respondent/s
{_?rgsenfgi_n_g,Qﬁ}gg;‘,...f,......:,.:......;.,...:...., ...... R
thme Nutus, Qtﬁce Memo; andn af Oom;m, = e .
Appearance, 'l‘nbunat's mq'am on’ Tg‘lbu_nal s orders
d;motiuni and Remst;gva urdera |
0.A.1091/2015
Dr. K.D. Lohite ... Applicant
Vs. '

| The Sfé.te of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri A.A. Desali, the learned Advocate for the
| Appt.cant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

This group of Part Heard OAs comes up for hearing
to be resumed and after some debate at the Bar, it

: appears that the Applicant may have to amend the OAs to
\Q(\f \lfé ' bring the subsequent events on record. The subsequent -
DATE: 22 : event being forwarding of the list of recommended
CORAv: : candidates by the MPSC to the Government.
Koo e e, R‘:&;ﬁg&?@w‘.“ . | The OA stands fxdj gurned to 1t December, 2016.
Hen'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) .-i
o~
APPEARANCE (D w _ Sd/- Sd/- 9
es v — R—
W St b b (R'B, k"' (R&jivy A’ga@?al)
AMM&:W | 0 Mémber (J) - Vice-Chairman
e, RES=) / 24.11.2016 . 24.11.2016

— i St

~—€POTPO. ﬁn‘lhekm » gskw)
w216

(Eroep) - - P
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (B0, uoowz 2015)

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

: MUMBAI

Original Application No. DisTrICT

..... Applicant/s
CARAVOCALE v oot pineyavasinnsaiisiions somnnasnngnnapsihins mursbennsses )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer.........cccciviiinserrerenmmesssesereccuinmrisaseans )

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

Tribunal’s orders

pare:_ 24l b

CORAM ;
- Hon' ’3,..5%51;& ShriA. H. Joshi (Chalmm)

APPEARANCE u

‘3&&}.&5&?’ NaYB. “}Ojﬁh

advauate for the Applicant

thx;umt ...... LGS \\4‘{&)4,,5’

C.PO/PO. for the Rmpondem/s

Ady. To \\1 \1/\ 240 |

i

Date : 24.11.2016.

M.A.No.104 of 2016 in C.A.No.16 of 2016 in-
0.A.No.78 of 2014 (Aurangabad)
(M.A.N0.419/2015 in C.P.St.1572/2015) with
M.A.No.105 of 2016 in 0.A.No.78 of 2014 (Aurangabad)

The Bhujal Abhiyanta Sanghatana Maharashtra Ra]ya
Apphcant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri V.B. Wagh, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the recjuest of learned P.0. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad
for the Respondents adjourned to 01.16.2016. -

Sq/—

(A.H. Joshil.) v
Chairman

prk

[PTO.




(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 . : DistrICT
gopre B RS R e S S it OGRS g B iz Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..vveoiieineessmnsavsossvmmesssasasansssasentrossssesmionsess )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
i
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffICer......uuiiiriiiirinriiiiiiiee it )

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

Date : 24.11.2016.

M.A.No.434 of 2016 in 0.A.No.788 of 2012 with
C.A.No.85 of 2013 in 0.A.N0.788 of 2012

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

i 4 | ....Applicants {Org. R.espondent‘s).
Versus - |
REPatl - o as Respondent (Org. Applicant)
1. . Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Spe;ial Counsel

with Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Appl»ic'ant (Org. Responderit) and Shri C.T. Chandratre, the

DATE: 9—_4‘\‘11\1 G

CORAM : learned Advocate for the Respohdent (Qrg. Applicant).

Hon'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmen)

RetrticShrviftamesidcamar- (Membery A 2 Learned Advocate Shri C.T. Chandratre for the

APPEARANCE : - o T 2t Respondent (Org. Applicant) states as follows -

: ;. P & = ” q . . .

wfg{‘g;p\hy‘vmw%\é‘:\?\‘,‘é‘&_" \0541- G\U\54 (a) He has instructions to appear for the

AR e Yo e policant Mﬂﬁyf) Respondents and he waives service for the

Shri (St teen Ga T handraely s Respondents.

C.F.0/R.O. for the Respondent/s C Omjﬁ'(‘ I :
; (b) Four weeks time may be granted for filing reply

Adj. To. 7 5" 112919. to this application.

3. Time as prayed for is grénted‘

YT
£ 4. Adjourned to 05.01.2017. }
Cﬂ/ / 74

v ' (A,H. Joshi J.
Chairman

prk.

(PTO.




(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No-. DistrICT
S SN SR . Sl (R I S MR i | D R LI Applicant/s
(Advocate i TN AL S T R )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondeht/s
................................ )

(Presenting Officer........cccummiriiiiiiniianianie.

Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,

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

Tribunal’s orders

vate:_24|n|2d b

CORAM:

ton’ble Justice Shri A. H. foshi (Chairman)
Hon'ble Shei-M—Remeshlannar-Gviember] A
APPEARANCE :

Shrisene, 5. TN Yo The N

Advocate for the Apshuam
‘\4 c_é_

Shet-Smt. ... K,ﬁ
C.P.O/RO. for the Respondent/s

‘Date’: 24.11.2016.

C.A.No.156 of 2014 in 0.A.No.818 of 2011

A.V.Ghume " ....Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned Advocate Shri V.D. Raut for the Applicant is

absent.

3. Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the
Respondents states as follows :-

A week’s time may be granted which will enable
the State to move, before the Hon’ble High Court,
for fixing the date for hearing of Writ Petition.

4. ~ Time as prayed for is granted. '

5. 5.0. to 02.12.2016. : %\

prk

[PTO.




L
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of. Corgm,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or -
directions and Registrar’s ovders

Tribunal’ s orders -

DATE : 1‘\\1\ e :
CORAM : {
Hon'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmen)

3
~ o B

APPEARANCE

Adavocatz for the Applicant |

~ Shet/Smt. : .3 é“-‘d Win)e-
C.P.O/PR.Q. for the Reapondent/s

Ady. To 9’3111“[:- share f'c?y P
Rawdeg} s allawsd g 14. P-0°
K

: prk

Date : 24.11.2016.

0.A.N0.218 of 2015

C.G. Gaikwad ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri B.A.
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

Bandiwadekar, the learned

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

24 This Tribunal had passed order on 26.10.2016 and
directed the Applicant to remain present in the offiée of
Deputy Director of Education, where he would be supplied
with the copies of pension papers etc.

3. Learned Advocate Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar for the
Applicant states as follows :-

(a) Applicant had appeared in the office of
Deputy Director of Education and met Shri
Dinkar Tamkar, Deputy Director of
Education. '

(b) He has even submitted application for
confirmation of attendance  .on
21.11.2016, however, he has not been
supplied with the documents.

4. ‘Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the
Respondents was called to states as to whether the order
passed on' 26.10.2016 is communicated to the- Deputy
Directar of Education, Pune.

5. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad states that order
was communicated through letter dated 21.11.2016 and
even copy of order was also forwarded.

6. In the background that Deputy Director of
Education has failed to co-operate, he is directed to remain-
present personally on 28.11.2016.

7 Adjourned to 28.11.2016.

8. Steno éopy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

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

Respondents.

(A.H.lo
Chairman




'
(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 DISTRICT
I e s i iy A e g Applicant/s
AR EE sk s ers i voines posins samiu sk e b fana sav oo s oss s u SO ma s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting CIEELCRE Lo v svsiseonsminsiinss s sssmssaiossiebianbasb s ossastp siamsarts ) i
Office Nutes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’'s orders
directions and Registrar's orders Date : 24.11 2016
0.A.No.813 of 2015
V.M. Pharande & Ors. ....Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. 'Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned'Advocate for
' the Applicants and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned

pats:__ 240|240

CORAM :

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
Horble-Shei-¥—RummestkamaT (VemberT A
APPEARANCE :

Shn/§m=:‘

Advocate for the Applicant

_Shri sme. 1 AYUDE K
C.RO/RO. for the Respondent/s

At Yherz -ty Moo
oy esly \\Mv{\a\

Adiv-To
et

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Heard. Admitted. Liberty to move for early
hearing.
3. Learned Advocate Shri M.D. Lonkar for the

Applicants prays for leave to amend for deleting certain

lines contained in prayer clause (a).

4. Leave for amendment as prayed for is granted.

5. . Amendment is carried out by learned Advocate
forthwith.

6. Learned P.0. Smt. Archana B.K for‘ the

Respondents prays for time filing affidavit furtherance to

the order passed by this Tribunal on 06.10.2016.

T Affidavit be filed on or before next date
§// ~
ﬁ?loszl'u I b
Chairman
prk

[PTO.



(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 DISTRICT ,
..... Applicant/s
5 0T o = e S R O R JON 2orresteshinones el )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfiCer . ......ccveruerreserisaesnssnemsnseassessassassspisssansasans )

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

Date : 24.11.2016.

C.A.No.124 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.680 of 2012

R.M. Sundarani ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate for
the Applit;ant, Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents and Shri M.D. Lohkar, the -

learned Advocate for intervener.

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

DATE: q‘b‘\l"!'za“'* Applicant st follows :
CORAM : pp.ucan states as follows :-
Hon'bls us‘mz Shri'A. H. Joshi (Chairman) (a) Order is complied with.

e ' (b)  Applicant is satisfied and has tendered the
APPEARANCE : wﬂs signed by him for withdrawal of
shrisuaee. Naf QMI\Q/L ' application. '

Adyocate for the Ap slicant ; ' .
3. The purses is taken on record. . Contempt

Shri /S K. VD\'\DQ _ \ -

CPO/EO. forthe Respondent/s Application is disposed of. g_ / :

A Touli 12.Difod. A | —onwy

“(A.H. Joshi 1.)

% ; Chairman
i prk :

[PTO.




(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 M DisTRICT .
NESEER e 8 Applicant/s
(AT OCEEE e oy s veavanes e e T e s e T TR )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................... P e e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 24.11.2016.
.~ 0.A.N0.973 of 2015
S.S. Sawant ‘ ....Applicant.
Versus '
' The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. ° Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri AJ. C'hougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

_ 2. ~ Learned Advocate Shri R.M. Kolge for the Applicant
N e

DATS: L‘\“\Mb (i prays for leave to amend for substltutson of memo of O.A,,
CORAM : !
Hon'Wie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) index, synopsis and if necessary, add annexures because
Hoa-ble-Shei-M-—Ramesitkumer (MemboryA. he wants to raise certain crucial averments.
APPEARANCE : " :
Shm‘smef Q . \4&‘4 ra : 3. Leave for substitution of memo, additional
Advocaiz for the Applicant ¢ annexures, filing of fresh index and synopsis, as prayed for

Shri (St fh20). WM‘AL
C.P.O/P.C. for the Rcaporxdent/s

is granted. Aménded copy be served upon the

Respondents.

Ady Toumm |1 247
&/ 4 ‘Learned Advocate Shri R.M. Kolge prays for one

g months time for carrying out the amendment.

5. Time as prayed for is granted'. List for hearing after

substitution on 09.01.2017. 9\

S i

/,..-d?"-zmv
(A.H. Joshi J.)
Chairman
__prk ¢

[PTO.




(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No.

(A OCEER sl cis vt rupwseesoss cas vs v paniensnpess sodbn

MUMBAI
of 20 DisTrICT |
' e Applicant/s
........ )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(PresentingOfIeer: .. .. cursss: susvmvsasyuangiess sov

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

Tribunal’'s orders

a4ln)1 b

DATE:

CORAM :
Horn’ h- Jmne ShriA. H. Joshi (Chairman)

APFPEARANCE:
Hane. S "H\c_ ().

Advocaie for the Applicant |

Shri /Sert.. Y02 p:?\ﬁ'l}e-—
C.P.O/ PG, for the Respon'dent/s

Wil gdlé:

Shri/Smt. 3

Ady. To

B

N

Date : 24.11.2016.

0.A.N0.272 of 2015 with 0.A.No.273 of 2015

D.P. Londhe (0.A.N0.272/2015)

G.S. Dumbre (0.A.N0.273/2015) ...Applicants.

Versus

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

1 Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2 Order sheet dated 20.11.2016 shows that hearing
was adjoufned to 01.12.2016. The ease came on board
mostly by mistake on 22.11.2016 and was kept on today’s

board.

3 In view of earlier order hearing is adjourned to

01.12.2016. : }\
(A.H. Joshi J.

Chairman
prk

(PTO.



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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. DisTRICT :
..... Applicant/s
CAAVOCALR . Livicrererisaaiisnrans TSI, Y )
-versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OO .o s a s e rgsin st frvr s aiadet )

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE ; QJ;\‘ wl2db oy
CORAM :

Honbe Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman).
APPEARANCE ; .

ShrifSat-.... RS, K‘\“} ‘l{...ﬁtfﬂ:.l:!\ ? am

Advocate for the Applicant

Shri S ... Th X ¥y fureat-

C.PO/P.O. for the Respouc{em/g

ABTo 2 L

AR

N

Date : 24.11.2016.

M.A.No.127 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.756 of 2015

R.S. Pawar ...Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Resp'ondents.
i Heard Shri R.S. Pawar, Applicant in person and Shri

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

the Respou:ldents.

2 Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the
Respondents on written instructions states as follows :-

(a) The Secretary, Department of Skill
Development & Entrepreneurship has
processed Applicant’s case.

(b) Approval of G.A.D. is received and now the
' case is forwarded to the Soaal Justice
Department.

(c) Steps as would be complied till next date
shall be reported.

3. S.0. to 02.12.2016.

4. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

C.P.0.. Learned C.P.O. is directed tooommunicate this

@// i ‘
(AH Jc:shll)'V( s,
Chairman

order to the Respondents

‘ prk

(PTO.




versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting' OFBOBE o criraesvevennsys - o R M

»
a 2

g Respondent/s

W1 N ) 3 i

Office Notes, Othce Memox anda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Regnsn ar’s orders -

Tribunal’s orders

Date: 24\nly ¢
- CORAM:

Hon’bie Iusflce b’mA H Joshi (Chalrman)
Hou'ble § = |

APP‘"“&%}\CE
(Sknmet. 59 Mm Chedeen

* Advocae for the Apphcam (o9 KV ? )
Shri /St 1., 00
C.RO/20. for

B cCan)rtm
ag. 7o 2L g, 2:200m

L:#Jff: - ,§{zl..Caq ¥

Date : 24.11.2016.

C.A.No.41 bf 2016 in 0.A.No.1225 of 2010

; The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

Appllcants (Org. Respondents)

Versus
S.C. Gupta - ; .....Respondent (Org. Applicant) '
1. . Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar the learned Advocate

for the Appl;cants (Org. Respondents) and Shri M.D.

Lonkar, the Speual Counsel for the Contemnor

2 List the Contempt Application for hearing- before
the D|V|s:0n Bench presnded by me and Hon’ble Shri Rauv

Agarwal V|ce Cha1rman

3. Contemnor is di»rected. to remain present. Matter
will be heard tomorrow i.e. 25.11.2016 at 3.30 p.m.
Sd/-

'_(A.H.Jo_shij {5
Chairman
prk !

[PTO.
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EADVOCREE 1 oues e anmnrasibsvsarnsnbs fedeseeasersssreanpanssaans )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfFCer..........iiuirnirerirmivesssssnsionroresssssdsssassasases siss )

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

Date : 24.11.2016.

M.A.No.330 of 2016 in C.A.No.41 of 2016 in
0.A.No0.1225 of 2010
: with '
C.A.No.41 of 2016 in 0.A.No.1225 of 2010

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
...Applicants (Org. Respondents).

Versus
SC.Gupta: .- - . i Respondent (Org. Applicant)
1 Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the Special Counsel for the

Contemnor and Ms S.P. Manchekar the Iearned Advocate

2 for the Respondent (Org. Appllcant)
DatE: 24516 ..
CORAM : y k e In view of the order passed in C.A.N0.41/2016,
Hon’ble bex . )

. ‘f“ sitce Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) M.A.N0.330/2016 is also adjourned to 25.11.2016.

H\P'ﬂ ARA ?‘(‘L "
:.hﬂz.)rvf’ B K O Lo‘-#«vsﬁ (‘G\N\Sd, S
: i (A.H. Joshi J
firsteApptiant—th ¢ C‘W‘Zm Nay. , ; Chairman

hthn .USH |
Y W,ﬁ’; Moncheler |,

Respondent/s CW? ﬁ‘?ﬂ]

[PTO.



Admin
Text Box
                Sd/-


s e e R O B o S R B

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenbing OHICer, .« & i csqnssensomesnses ........... :

s Respondent/s

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

directions and Registrar’s orders
4

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : ')—L\\ ul1 G

X

» < - o 2
A2 5L RaEE
. 1 is -
& sassaeevane

C.RG /B0, for the Respondent/s

Hl—

Date : 24.11.2016.

M.A.No.128 of 2015 in C.A.No.33 of 2015 in

0.A.N0.910 of 2004
V.P. Bhanushali ; ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respor{dents.

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting .

Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for
the Respondents adjourned to 25.11.2016.

)

LGl
(A.H. Joshi J@M
_ - Chairman

prk

[PTO.



(Presenting QFACer. .......coc .-t s eoriesavsisrsesssinn

R

..... Res pondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

J{ 71‘-4 1%

fiar the l\vspopdent/b

Ad;. To.... G’ﬂlﬂ[] A

1.. Heard Shri B.A.

Date : 24.11.2016.

C.A.N0.130 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.308 of 2012

' 5.5. Padave ...Applicant
Versus ,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned P.0. Smt. Archana B.K. for the
Respondents has tendered the Government decision dated

23.11.2016 for perusal.

3, - Upon reading, it appears that there is some error in
nar{ation contained in the Government Resolution and she

needs time to take instructions in this regard.

}
4, In view of the foregoing, adjourp/ed to 25.11.2016.
i
S/ —
(A H. .Iosh q
Chairman
prk

(PTO.
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