———

>

(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) -t _ _ ‘ |Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA‘ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
" ;o MUMBALI
Original Application No. : of 20 DISTRICT
o o8 ..‘...._Applic&nt/s
(Advocate .....ooveeeses Ul iamnsaen oo RS as e AR e A=t )
versus

: B
The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondent/s’

(Presentiﬁg OFFICET . veeeeeevnneseressiassssesnsasnsssssessaanes P e T )

Ofﬁc;:', Notes, Otfice Mc;torqndn of Corunm, :
Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders or © Tyibunal’s orders

directions and Rpg’istrnr’s orders

C.A.85/2016 in 0.A.284/2016

Shri V.V Wadekar " ... Applicant
; V/s. i '
The State of Mah. & ors. - ... Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, .
the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

" An order dated 25t October, 2016 (today)
is presented for our perusal. The same is taken
- on record. The Applicant has been promoted,
loll & and therefore, the —sting of ‘the contempt
. ‘ | proceeding has been blunted. While disposing it
. ALY AsAPg._?G(—C\Ha——CL'%D) of, we make it clear that the Applicant shall be
: oI at liberty to make an appropriate application, if
A e ) , so advised for deemed date which if and when
Har'ble Shri R B, MALIK (Member) I . . el
M"‘f:“ ::C'? : .(r_ Sif% presented shall be dealt with appropriately and
b i oo N - | expeditiously. No order as to costs.
Cﬁcpﬂ'L' — —~ [

DATE : 9—5 i

AT -

Uil ;“‘.LE 5

hordesiol Syl
.

1

Alio S 23

Advosaie for Eu.wu,spli:'mt . % ‘ : b 4 Sd/- Sd/-
v M ML G S22 i g R . v
——€FOTT0, for the Respondents . (R.B. Malik) . tﬁ"%w P@‘arw al) N
: A\i\\ en})?@ '~ Member (J) Vice-Chairman
NP W 25.10.2016  25.10.2016

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
' Original Application No. 20 ‘ DisTRICT :
A N CEEEE R A e RO Sl Applicant/s
iAdvocate .............. T i : ...... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
T ERRRR s L B G SR et Respondent/s

(Presenting OfFICer.....comueuseseusecserezer e o A N

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeunrance, ‘I'ribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders

C.A.80/2016 in 0.A.517/2015 "

Shri R.B. More e Appliéant
4 V/s. )
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad,
the learned P.O. for the Respondents. :

We hasve perused the - order: of this
Tribunal presided over by the ‘Hon’ble Chairman
of 26t April, 2016. The learned PO submits that
the matter was carried to the ‘Hon’ble High

\ : Court, but no stay has been granted. In the
DATE: 2 gl [911 G _ | meanwhile, the matter has been processed, but
CORAM : there are some objections of the AG which are
T B being addressed to. In this set of circumstances,

Hon'ble Shri. RANTW A GATYVAL
hsT

(Vies » Chairean) she submits that three weeks time needs to be
Hou'ble S R, B. MALIK (eaber) . R granted for compliance. We should have
APFEARANCH: ol S - thought that there should be an Affidavit setting

“‘”""’"""’PM N\m,{:v ala out these facts, but we still in the interest of
gt L aﬂ justice grant last change for compliance making

Adyoosin for Ues Appticsat | k I it clear that if the compliance is not made by
—EnEare T AN QWET ‘then, there will be no other-go but to proceed

further in the contempt matter.:

- —eperi0 fuv the Recpondents

ol S O {5’{[( (6 S.0. to 15® November, 2016.
Vs . Sd/- Sd/-
(R’B/Mﬁ?ﬂa\ LY (Rajiv Agalrwal)
Member (J) - Vice-Chairman
25.10.2016 25.10.2016
 (skw) ,
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-‘ (G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) (Spl.- MAT-F-2 B
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAIL
Original Application No. 37 of 20 : o pistmor
: ; g L Rl Applicant/s
(Advucate ...... )
versus

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

(Presenting Of‘ﬁcer{....., ................ ., ......... lyrueinpres )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribynal’s orders or E , Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders ' CA. No 58 0f 2016 in O.A. No 422 0f 2014
T Shri S B Pawaskar ..Apphcant
1‘ " VS A A
The State of Maharashtra & Ors : ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandlwadekar, learned Advog'até

for the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

5 Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate for the
applicant prays for adjournment on the grourid that he

wants to prepare.

rage: AN b 3. $.0.1022.112016. =

e i Ly o
O I e /m(m

AETLT SR . - ' - Vice-Chairman ' Chairman
s »afﬂ- @M}Q%%-r e 25.10.2016 ' 25.10.2016

C.Pu ; Lt \L‘\ L."‘di.i S

Ad). 1o 0"/‘“‘.”& : o

B
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE ,MAHARASHTRA

¥ ' [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

ADMIN IS'I_‘RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. | of 20 - DistrICT

: " U T Ll S e S R < Applicant/s
CAdROCATEINL TN L BN e )

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

{PresentinBOMEOEE] . | . il ot e R Sl )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders oi
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

' C.A.87/2016 in 0.A.44/2016
Shri T.P. Rathod ! Applicant
| N,

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

- Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

In our opinion, a show cause notice for
contempt is required to be issued just for the
asking.  We made the order on 9.8.2016 in
finally disposing of the OA. The present
Respondents alleged Contemnors were directed
to convene a meeting of the review DPC to
consider the case of the Applicant for promotion

~ to the post of Executive Engineer on the basis of

the select list: of 1.9.2014 as per our
observations therein. . Time of one month was
given. for compliance. That time expired on
10.9.2016 (in fact 09.9.2016 itself). The
Contempt Application for intended contempt
action was served on the alleged Contemnors on
30.9.2016. The learned PO Smt. Gaikwad now
informs that on 17t October, 2016 which is just
the other day, a Writ Pettion has been' lodged
and it will come up before the Hon’ble Bombay
High Court on 21st November, 2016. In fact, she
seeks deferment of any order being made
hereon. :

It is absolutely clear that the Writ Petition

~was lodged as recently as on 17th October, 2016.

There is no order of stay from the Hon’ble High

Court. The order on the OA is such as was
capable of being complied with, subject to rights
and contentions even if the Writ Petitino was in
contemplation. We are absolutely clear in our
mind that there is just no cause made out to
stay our hands in the matter. The orders of the
judicial forum are required to be complied with

[PTO.




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

Tribunal’s orders:

'DATE: 215.[10{’6
CORAM : :

Hon 'biz ":im RAJIV A ;A RVAL
(Vize - Ch<\1rman)

Hor'hie Shri R B, MN"\ (Meinber) 3

/‘i.}\:i ARANTCE .

5 :;:,:"ﬁ' \; ch:\cihwacﬂﬂk‘“

i for tas Applmam

W RS Eemlen
a0 forihe Responaems

- sﬁ@ 0 \6[” lfG-

ad

TramskANeLEL

Al

and that would be so even if challenge thereto
was contemplated bécause at least in the cases
like the present one, the Respondents would not
have got concluded irretrievably, if they had
complied with the order of this Tribunal. For the
present, we decide against issuance of the show

‘cause notice to the 27d Respondent — Chief -

Secretary and direct the show cause of initiation
of contempt action to the Respondent No.l -
Shri Ashish Kumar Sinh, Pricipal Secretary,
PWD, State of Maharashtra returnable on 16%

November, 2016, Hagmdast.

- Sdl- Sd/-
“RE. Malik)  (Rdiv Aghrwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
25.10.2016 25.10.2016
(skw) '
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.482 OF 2016

DISTRICT : NASHIK

Shri Kuber Govindrao More. )
Occu.: Retired Govt. Servant, Residing at )
C-2/18, Siddhivinayak Society, )
Opp. Sharanpur Road Poljce Station, )

).

Trambak Road, Nashik — 2, ..Applicant

Versus

1. The State of Maharashtra. )
Through Principal Secretary, )
Higher & Technical Education Dept.,)
Mantralaya, Mumbaj - 400 032. )

2. Principal Secretary, )
Social & Special Justice,
Mantralaya, Mumbai — 400 032. )

3.  The Director (Training),
Vocational Education and Training
Directorate, 3, Mahapalika Marg,
Mumbai 400 001,

4. The Commissioner. )
Handicap Welfare Cirectorate (Admn.)
Church Road, Social Welfare )
Direcetorate Campus, Pune. )

@(ygf

Se S




2

5.  The Joint Director of Education & )
Training, Regional Office, )
Near Adivasi Vikas Bhavan, . )

).

Near Trambak Naka, Nashik — 2. ..Respondents

Applicant in Person.

Ms. Savita Suryawanshi, Presenting Officer for
Respondents.

P.C. : R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-J UDICIAL)

DATE - 25.10.2016

ORDER BELOW APPLICATION FOR TRANSLATION
IN ENGLISH

3. This application is presented by the Applicant in
effect to get directions for the Respondents to furnish to
him the Marathi Translation of the Affidavits and other
documents because he has no proper felicity in English

language.

2. The Applicant has presented some G.Rs
including the one dated 14® July, 2010 which make it
mandatory for the subordinate Courts to use Marathi as

/

official language. i




3. The Respondents have filed a detailed Affidavit-

in-reply opposing this application.

4. I have heard the Applicant in person and Ms.
Savita Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

S. The Respondents have relied upon and in my
view rightly Rule 3 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988 which has been quoted in
the 3rd Paragraph of their Afﬁdavit-in—reply. It lays down
that the language of the Tribunal, “shall be English”, but
by a proviso, the parties have been given liberty to file
documents drawn up in Marathi, if they so desired and by
a further proviso, the Bench in its discretion may permit
the use of Marathij in the proceedings, “however, the final
order shall be in English”. Rule 3(b) reserves for the
Bench, the discretion to direct English Translation of

pleadings and documents to be filed.

6. Without going into the detailed discussion with
regard to the status of a judicial forum, it is clear that this
Tribunal is subject to the writ jurisdiction of the Hon’ble
Bombay High Court in view of the Judgment in the matter
of L. Chandrakumar Vs, Union of India, (1997) 3 scc




261, but in the sense, the word, “subordinate court” is
understood, this Tribunal may not fall within that category
and that will be one of the reasoéds why all thé Rules with
regard to the language applicable to the subordinate courts
will not be applicable to the proceedings before this
Tribunal. The Applicant seeks a direction, a mandate as it
were for the Respondents to furnish Marathi Translation of
the Affidavits and other documents. The Rule that governs
the matter of language grants liberty to a party to file the

documents drawn up in Marathi and by a further proviso,
the Bench in its discretion may permit use of Marathi in

the proceedings. However, a final order has got to be in

English and not only that, but.fhe Bench hearing the
matter in its discretion can also direct English Translation
of pleadings and documents. That being the state of

affairs, I am of the view that the directions such as the one

herein sought by the Applicant cannot be given. Ms.
Savita Suryawanshi, the learned P.O told me. that the
Applicant has been working in the senior clerical staff for
quite some time and it is not possible to believe that he
does not even have the basic working knowledge of English
language. 1 do not feel called upon the record my finding
on this aspect of the mater although I must make it clear

that the learned P.O’s submission cannot just be brushed

'Qw_‘\

under the carpet. &




T, Therefore, even as the directions such as the one
sought by the Applicant cannot be given, but I am stil]
going to do my very best to ensure that the facilities to the
extent possible can be extended to the Applicant. I direct
the Registrar of this Tribunal to try to extend to the
Applicant the legal aid facility as per prevalent Rules in
this Tribunal. The concerned authorities may be requested
to try and help out the Applicant can in the matter of
translation and other aspects, if he is qualified to get legal
aid.

8. With these directions, the application for
Translation in English stands hereby disposed of with no

order as to costs.

wr C 7' : 3= ﬁ:&
\ pEta- o \b
5 &5

(R.B. Malik)
Member-J
25.10.2016

Mumbai
Date : 25.10.2016
Dictation taken by :

S.K. Wamanse.
E:\SANJAY WAMANSE\JUDGMENTS\QOIG\IO Octaober, 2016\0.A.482, 16;W.10.2016.Ma.rathi Translation.do_c




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUNIBAI
Original Application Ng,wo - ot P g0 . o Dfgigr S |
: : 48 ) ... Applicant/s
(Adyacate ................... T TR B )
versys
The State of Maharashtra and others
.. Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......coveermpiniirenss RS e, SO0 AR W
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - i } Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Begistrar's orders C A. No 101 of 2014 in O.A. No. 476 of 2012
Dr. V.V. Rané : ..Applicant
= Vg, '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ..Respondents

Heard Dr. V.V. Rane, Applicant in person and
Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Ld. PO,:-on instructions from Dr. Annasaheb
{ Khemnar, D1rector, Instltute of Science, Mumbal, states
that matter 1s reconsidered by the Shri Sitaram Kunte,
Principal Secretary, Higher and Technical Education

D .: q—‘ J p - . > 3 = ‘
Cgﬁ e S\‘ 9\”‘ b Department, and :proper orders are issued and in that
P ’ :

background filing of affidavit may be dispensed with.

How': 4“0 . H. Joshi (Chairman)

A ' : 3. Lc_i. PO further states that copy of order received

Shrgs— . W‘-‘""‘EED.S...&?).;.LD {e#m | from the Government is given to the applicant.
Adve. w0 - Applicant X . . 2

Shit e Mt P ) e ; _
i P e |4 sow2ni0206 &
A o 22 | . Bl e Sd/- )

. : B (A.H. Josﬁiﬁﬁ[”‘
ﬁ/ _ : Rl Chairman
o | ©25.102016

(s
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Office Notc:.s, Office Memorangda of Coram, 5
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or 3 Tl‘lpunnl's urde;‘_s
directions und Registrar’s orders .

C.A. No.31 0f 2016 in O.A. No.914 0f 2013 l

Dr. H.B. Hankare . _Applicant
Vs. : ‘ :
~ The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Advocate for
the Apphcant and smt. K.S. Galkwad learned Presentmg
Officer for the Respondents

2. Ld. PO states that Government has passed order
directing that applicant’s period of compulsory waiting

" be treated as period spent on duty.

-3. Ld. PO prays for time for reporting compliance as '
regards preparation & submission of pay bills and

approval of Accountant General etc.

4. Whatever steps are to be taken and which are
absolutely within the control of Government should be

taken and necessary papers be submitted to the

S, .0_5,“ d“ L | Accountant General within 2 days and comphance be
CORAM : : reported on 27.10.2016.

Hou'bie Justice Sbri A. H. Jost (Chairman) - W '

i R MemberyA 5. . 80.1027.102016. . -0

ABERANIHCE - i

Advo. ¥ ur:hcAppum ' | 7 © "(A.H. Joshi;
SheiSme, t KaS &1 < JcA ' " Chairman
C.PC /00, furtheRaspond a's ; ' . b 25.10.2016

(sgj)
Ady. To "*711@116' .

i




(G.C.R.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Bpl.- MAPF2 108

IN TI—IE MAHARASHTRA AI)MINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

o MUN[BAI

Original Application No. of 20 " District ‘

TR e Applicant/s
CAAVOTAED . vrerrsnogsrssressnsgonnestsdtps s st g1ssaa shersssstsegss )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer.. .. uryrormmeeirares s erme e sty e )

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

Tribunal’s orders

C.A. No.47 0f 2016 in Q.A. No.883 of 2014

DATE :
CORAM :
Hor’ b!e Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chamnm)\

APP uAiu\l\('E

L?\\o\Lg__ :

Shei/soars T G SR a1 _ A 1 Qw»

Advocats for the Applicant
 Shi/sme. L rnana. YK
C.P.O/ P.O, for the Respondent/s

Ady. Tow 2218 Ja..m..................... 3

Shri M.G. Shaikh

.Applicant .
ook B | .
_The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . .Respondents.

Heard Shri M.G. Shaikh, Applicant.in person and

~ Smt. Archana B K., learned Presenting Ofﬁcer for the

Respondcnts

2. Ld.'PO states that affidavit -prepared by the

contemnor is received. However, it requires some

correction and prays- for time for filing proper affidavit in

reply. : L

k Applicant states that he would not insist on cost

‘and leave it for the Tribunal to decide.

4, In view that his grievance is met, he need not

remain present.

5. S.0.1027.10.2016. et \l

(A.H. Joshi,
Chairman
25.10.2016

(sgj)

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

pate:__2-Ajolit -

COM ;
Hon'bie Jusme Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

Advocaic jar i ;pphm

Shei Sant- 1. 14 X \QMQ‘Voim*
C.PO/PO. for the Respondeuﬂs '

Ady. Te \ll]]b‘

s

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT
. ‘ .o Applicant/s
(Advocate ....iveeeees i e einsial) .
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
...... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.......cocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiini e b2
Office Notes, i)tffice Memoranda of Coram, .
Appeurance, Tribunal’s ovders or ¢ " Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 25.10.2016.
1]
0.A.No.148 of 2015
R.K. Shirsath .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

b Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondent No.1

and Shri MD Lonkaf, the learned Advocate for ‘the

-

Respondent No.2. '

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

Respondent No.1 states as follows :-

(a) Applicant’s present posting is. made  in
accordance with existing norms.

(b) Applicant’s representation is forwarded for

comments of the Commissioner, State

_ Excise and action, if any taken would be
reported on the next date.

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

Learned P. 0. is dlrected to communicate this order to the

Respondents

4. S5.0.t024.11.2016. Q
Ve
(A.H. Joshi; 19}

4 _~ Chairman { '

prk




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

IN THE MAI-IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUNIBAI
Original ApplicationNo." ST e E e Iﬁjs?n;g'f .
..... Apphcant/s
_ (Advocate ,.,...ererners N R SR o e ) T
versus
The State of_‘ Maharashtra and others. '
' P Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.....,............ i Lo I s S L e ey

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Tribunal’s orders

"Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or. :
: 0.A.'N0.229 of 2010 with OA. No. 126/2M

directions and Registrar’s orders

Smt. V.R. Maske ..Applicant
. Vs. ¢
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ..Respondents

Heafd Shri Chetan Agarwal, learned Advocate for
the Appliéémt and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Chetan Agarwal, Ld. Advocate for the

applicant states as follows:

(a) ~ The order passed in Review is challenged
by the respondents by filing writ petition
and the said writ petition is still pending.

DATE : lﬂhh!o o, (b) : Hearing of this OA be adjourned to
CORAM : - 4.4.2017.

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) g e o

Honbie-Sir#- Ramestikume -{Wiember)A 3. 8.0.104.4.2017. Y i

APt- LANCE:

Shos - .wa Sz

Advacaie for the Applicant ' (AH. .Ioshl, 1)
Shri /S, s XKl 54 ) - Chairman
C.P.O/ PO, for the Respondent/s (sgl) i 25.10.2016

AG. To... A5 2017,
<0.4. 19(_./',,)

[RTO,




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

Tribunal’s orders

paTE:__2-sho\ b

CORAM :

Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
Hor* tricStor ¥ Rameshkumar-tMember)-A-
APPEARANCE : .

Shri/Set- \e) Ipr- {bﬁl_\él‘k]‘-ék“‘éey
Advorase for the Applwam X

Shesi /S, © 5(\5“&]\4\\)64‘} ‘
CIQ /0. for the Resp(‘mdemls

,,'!@j.'ﬂ“n ] '\]!ll.)G-

gL

Date : 25.10.2016.

0.A.No.1056 of 2015
A.A. Jagdale .... Applicant.
’Versus
The State of Maharashtra & 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. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the

Respondents states as follows that the officer Shri Avinash
Subedar, Controller of Rationing and Director, Civil

Supplies is present.

3. According to Shri Avinash Subedar, Controller of
Rationing and Director :- ‘

(a) The copy of order is received in his office on
17.10.2016.

(b)  He has studied the matter and has taken
steps to recommend the applicant’s case for
promotion as demanded by the Applicant.

(c) Steps as would be taken and time frame
within which the action is expected to
complete would be reported on the next
date. '

4. Steps which are required to be completed at the

level of the Controller of Rationing and Director, Civil

. Supplies be completed oh or before 09.11.2016 and

compliance be reported as well the steps taken by

informed to fhe Applicant.

5, Attendance of the officef, Shri Avinash Subedar,

" Controller of Rationing and Director on future dates is

exempted.

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

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

Respondents. g\
7. S.0. to 17.11.2016. f L
" -0
] pd &

/ ”
(A.H. Joshi, J.)
Chairman
nrk B n T o




(G.CP.) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
. Original Application No, LG e © " DisTRICT
: B Apphcant/s
(AQVOCALE vovrereerrriresisanss el e S )
Uef'SU.vS
The State of Maharasghtra and others
..... ’ Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........, R T R A G ) :
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ' *  Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 0.A. No.47 of 2015
Shri R.M. Ghoge ..Applicant
SR :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

- Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre leamed Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhtse, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Chandratré, Ld. Advocate prays for time.

3. ' . S$.0.1016.112016. T
‘m&é"—ﬂf*&“
_Chairman
.10.2016 ;
pate: 6l b 3 25.10.20
T . (sgj)
CORAM :

Hophic fnatige Shil AL Jl)ahl (Chairman)
ARFARA

i e " T Unandyely —
CAdvo.we fur the Applicant - |

Shri /Sxt-<... W, {bkut'
C.EG/ 2O, var the Respondent/s

Ady, To. lélnllb.

[RT0,
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI

Original Application No, =~ ' grag * Distgicr

... Applicant/s
(NIYOCAR 54 vrevrirniaressisssis drosnanie T )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s

(Presenting Qfficer.....,......... e o O bt e s )

Office Notes, Office Memarnndn of Caran,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

C.A. No.142 0f 2014 in O.A. No.27 of 2003

paTE;_ 2S{io||b
CORAM : R
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

APPEARSNCE :

—— nhene.eal the oq () -

ShriiSmt. ;

Advacate for the Applicant
Shri /Spnt, 1. 5de X ‘4‘-) 9\\73"\ i
C.P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s

Ady. To. lﬂl’b!ﬂ-a_lb.

Smt. U.P. Paradkar & Ors. ..Applicant
‘ Vs, )
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri N.XK. Rajpurohit, learned Chief

. Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. . Ld. CPO states that the writ petition filed by the
State challenging'ihe order passed in OA is expecfcd to

come up for hearing on 25.11.2016.

3. sO.olsi2206.

A.H. Joshi, T
Chairman
25.10.2016

(§gj)

[RTO,
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT . .
; ey e o R R R T Applicant/s
B 0 s e 4 e e T S e i e S esiasera )
versus »
The State of Mahar.ashtra and others

(Presenting Officer..........c.cee. i i

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE : lﬁ\o l!o

- CORAM : om
}ion bit.j %ﬂ \Q.@ Aql( ))

A\r]n_f RANCE :
——

Sht‘i,ﬁgﬁf" m.mo. L-e\-K‘«-r

Advacie for the Applicant 7 *‘ :

Shri /S ... T :K.Re%ﬁ”ﬁ..li
C. PO/PO for the Respondent/s
Ady. To...;«-ﬁ‘-]v‘fm:uuwcmom@

5

.Shri R.S. Patil

0.A.999/2016

.. Applicant
» vs'. -

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

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate

- for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Reserving the right of the Applicant to renew-
the request for interim relief on the next date, 1ssue
notice returnable on 29,11.2016.

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

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

“duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete

paper book of O.A, Respondents are put to notice that
the case would be taken up for final disposal at the
stage of admission hearing.

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

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

' 8.0. to 29% November, 2016,

[

Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
25.10.2016

(skw)

(PTO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA_TIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ‘ / 'DISTRICT"
‘ i e e S R e s e e R S T Applicant/s
(Advocate ........... s s )
versus
The Stafe of Mahara’shtra and others

- ..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Ofﬁcer .................. ...................................... it

LY
. Office Notes, Office Mémoranda of Coram,
~ Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
" directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate:_ %50] &
CORAM : Sy} R R
Hon'ble jwstesSiviA—H—Josi .
APPRARANCE:
5 X 1 f \
Shﬂl‘ﬁ:ﬂ%t..@? ) &'E»Hc:m-s:nm-m
Advocats L oo Spplicant | 4
Shri /. £ Y6, D NS
C.P.O/P.Q. for the Respondent/s

¥z

R.A.29/2016 in 0.A.266/2016

Shri R.K. Kunjir
. Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors.

o Applicaht

... Respondents

"Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 08.11.2016.
Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall

not be issued. ) '

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve

_ on Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing

duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete
paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that
the case would be taken up for final disposal at the
stage of admission hearing. :

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

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

S.0. to 08t: November, 2016. T

.'J i
Sd/- D
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
25.10.2016
(skw) :
(PTO.
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MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT

Sl S L NI [ SO e Tt A TRl g o T TR e e Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ...vereengrrassnnrsinsinssssnnsssnssss st 7

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer............. N i e e S Akl

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

Tribunal’s orders

pare:__ 25|16 et
QORAM' \ ; i«
o e i B R ety mlY)

ApeE B ' .

o .I’w\am Mehvgs
Advisit o U Applicant |

St Gee D ? whaive |4, SP] CtNﬂﬁtf

: l&‘m :as,%:le Respondentffk/ Rep-
Aty To. P LR Qahl o

T . 19,44 27431
Petv - A. “9@#4,\4)04\4/&/ ~P‘7’ Qzﬁﬁ

Pem I

.(SkW)

0.A.912/2015

Shri 8.G. Deshpande & Ors. ... Applicants
Vs. '

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

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants, Shri D.B. Khaire, the
learned Special Counsel with Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents, Shri
M.R.  Patil, the learned Advocate for Respondent
Nos.19, 44, 27 & 31 and Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the,
learned Advocate for Respondent No.38.

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

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

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

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

The service may be done by hand delivery /
speed post / courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within  four ‘weeks.
Applicant 13 directed to file Affidavit of compliance and
notice.

Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)~

Member (J)
25.10.2016 - -

[PTO.
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MUMBAI :

Original Application No.

CAAVOCALE «.oxslernvocsessiossassensensssssppssibsssssiiitinsensenss

of 20

DISTRICT
' o Appligant/s -~

versus

' The State of I\/Iaharashtra and others

' (Presénting Ofﬁcex" ...................... Do S

Respondent/s

......... oM

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders 01
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate:_ sl e
CORAY: o« oy 1)
Hon i wiee sk :
Han'y L daneshkwmar (Member) A
e S aManheer
AT T < Applicant,
Shri b W o I’ﬁhf}“-
C.P('. uft'.b Respondent/s

wirt LA that QMPP,W,__
Fheve—wih hemeke jn amadence
NI My ok M ine g8
Warting fer any fopthe”
(¥ateediry in the maklen Hamdah~

e

 (skw)

0.A.1253/2009

Shri A.A. Tikar & Ors.
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicants

... Respondents

Speaking to Minutes

Hearing the submissions of Ms. S.P.
Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents, the cause for getting this disposed of
matter back before me is that while working out the
amount of Rs.6 lakhs, only the basic pay was taken
into consideration and not the allowances. In my
opinion, however, in ,Pproceeding for speaking . for
minutes such an issyé—cannot be examined. The
original Applicant shall be free to adopt a proper
proceeding, if so advised for redressal.

Mr. Bhise, the learned PO on instructions from
Mr., H.V. Dorve, Sr. Clerk, Office of Addl. Director
General of Police, Pune submits that as per the orders
on the OA, the necessary calculations have been made
and g}}e—-compliance therewith can be made. [ direct
that ,d comipliance therewith be made in accordance
with my order on the DA without waiting for any

- further proceeding in the matter. Hamdast.

Sd/-

RB. Malik) =5 1R
" Member (J)

25.10.2016

[PTO.
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IN THE MA.HARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUN[BAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT :
: " ' Tt AN E | G R g v S L ARG e RS e Applicant/s
(Advocate .' ................ T 08 o T
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer...........coceent Whaiis e bBbamsesins

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

Tribunal’s orders

v

DATE Q-S’\I o\l L

SRR NS
Advooss o the Applicant
Nt A, B Lt Q‘—\_?‘_ﬂ'{:'_‘ﬁ,,'\l*

C RO 7FRA 0 for the Respon&ent/s

o B 1 2R,

0.A.990/2016

_ Shri S.J. Bandekar & Anr. ... Applicants |

Vs.

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

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the
lea:ned Chxef Presentmg Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 29.11.2016.

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

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

“paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that

the case would be takeén up for final d1sposa1 at the
stage of adrmssmn hearing. :

This 1nt1matlon / notice is ordered under Rule

.11 of " the Maharashtra =Administrative Tribunal

(Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the questions such as
limitation and altemate 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
comphance in the Registry within four - weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and
notice.

'S.0. to 29th November, 2016.

Sd/- o INK
(R.B. Malik) :
Member (J)
25.10.2016
(skw) :
: [PTO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

-MUMBAI
Original Application No. . .. of 20 : DISTRICT
4 ' ; Aared] NN .. Applicent/s
(Advocate .......c..... e X i v feens)
versus - |
The State of Maha‘gashtra and others
. Rgspondent/s

(Presentin ; C fficer........cooomnennens A R R s )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
: ppearance, Tribunal’s orders or i Tribunal’s orders
~d cections and Registrar’s orders

M.A.418/2016 in 0.A.990/2016

Shri S.J. Bandekar & Anr. ... Applicants
Vs, : ‘ :
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shn M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate

DATF- ’1-5‘\0\! b for the Apphcants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Res ondents
zm NaJL\VQ m U) ’ .
Hon ble This MA has been ﬁled to sue jointly. As all
HMMMM A the Apphcants are seeking similar relief, the MA to sue
_ jointly is allowed, subject to payment of Court Fees if
M not already paid. 5
Shei o+ W-D. LM'»/ : E o1
Advocae fur the Applicant « S : : _ Sd/- s
Shei /Seme 2 RS Qud ; e :
C.RO/ P.O. for the Respondent/s , (R.B. Malik)
_ : ,_A , Member (J)
i To. LA \gWea s , . .25.10.2016
P e él S 5;{/ (skw) .- :

(PTO.
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(G. C P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) 3 [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. . - of 20 DIsTRICT
! ‘ . Applicant/s
(Advocater............,.....: .......................................... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(PresentmgOfﬁcer)
Office Notes, Office Memm’undu of C(.Jmm, ;
Appearance,, Tribunal’s orders ox g Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.1000/2016
Shri R.S. Patil : ... Applicant
Vs.

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

notice returnable on 29.11.2016.

not be issued.

stage of admission hearing.

Advacals Lo the “\];plwnﬂt :
- w ..... ﬂ oy \Qa.-.; Q‘{ﬁh H" 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal

C.EO/PO. for the
Respa nident/s limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

Ady. Tou........ Eﬂ_LM + A e 1l The service may be done by hand delivery

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

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri N.K: Rajpurohit, the learned

Reserving the right of the Applicant to renew
the request for interim relief on the next -date, issue

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

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

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule

(Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the questions such as

/

speed post / courier and acknowledgement be

ﬁ obtained and produced along - with affidavit of
A

notice.

S.0. t0‘29th November, 2016.
W -
Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

25.10.2016
(skw)

[PTO.

, comphance in the Registry within four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and
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