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26.09.2016

" M.A 341/2016 & 342/2016 in O.A No
966/2014

State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Applicants
‘ Vs.
Shri H.W Walvi & Ors ... Respondents

Heard Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Applicants (Ori.
Respondents) and Ms Swati Manchekar, learned
advocate for the Respondents (Ori Applicants).

Without insisting on written Misc
Application, the oral application of the learred
C.P.O is allowed and the respondents
represented by Ms S.P Manchekar are allowed to
be impleaded hereto as party Respondent S0
that the title: of these M.As is exactly In

How L 03 R (\‘J;V AE””‘;’M; conformity with the tile of the O.A.
O - URstman,

He ":‘ Ehed LB MALIR (Member) J

Amendment to be effected forthwith. The

— L I service on the newly added Respondents be
 ENCIR, N [< (D\‘:‘z-% QCULDLJ made and copy thereof be furnished to the
559‘? i A w,,(_ m Qow Rebls D learned Advocate Ms Manchekar.
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26.09.2016

O.A No 941/2013

Smt S.S Mali
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

... Applicant

1.  Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Ms Savita

_Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2, Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar
stated that there is a small typographical error in
the O.A in para 6.3 there is reference to Exh.D.
He, therefore, requested to allow to delete Exh. D.
Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar is allowed
to delete Exh. D) from para 6.3 of the O .A.

3. Issue notice before admission made
returnable on 10.10.2016.
4. Tribunal may take the case for final

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

5. 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.

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.

7. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

8. S.0 10.10.2016.
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(Rajfv’Agafival)
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QLR 2260 (A) (50,000 -2.2015 ISpi- MAT-F.2 L.
IN THE MAIlARAqII'[‘RA ADMINISTRATIVF TRIBUNAL
 MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Disrricr
‘‘‘‘‘ Applicant/s
(A OCIE o )

The State of Maharashtra and others

Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer......ooo e e )

Office Notes, Office Momoranda of Corrmn,
Appearance, Teibunals ordurs or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Hegistrar's orders

_2_5_01&&

M.A 278/2016 in O.A No 178/2016

+ Shri S.B Bagul & others .. Applicants
. Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri S.D Dhongade, learned
advocate for the Applicants and Ms Savita
Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

We have perused the application. The
perusal of the draft amendment would shows
that no such plea is being sought to be raised
which would take the other side by irretrievable
surprise. For instance it refers to earlier decided
cases and some other facts for which the
Respondents will have an opportunity to file
affidavit in reply without any manner prejudice
being caused. The Application survives the test
of law of amendment and is accordingly allowed.

DATE : D-quk |6
CORAM
How'ble Shri. RAHY AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman) .
Hon'ble Shri &, B MALIK (Member) T

APPEARANCE \M} Amendment as per schedule hereto
N2 . U\QOLCGL annexed be effected within two weeks and a
Fhri /et \ consolidated copy after amendment be filed and
Adveez fiuf tae Applicast . copy be served on the learned P.O.
o foy S ookl
- % Scun M’a@ﬂ .

e CBGF 10 [t e Rosponsients

Misc Application stands disposed of. No
e 2y Dt SPO geﬁ ’@‘L order as to costs.
' "
f . sd- sd-
(R.B. Maﬁd s (Ré._]lv A&?\;al
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
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B
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26.09.2016

M.A 277/2016 in O.A No 178/2016

Shri S.B Bagul & others .. Applicants
. Vs. )
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri S.D Dhongade, learned
advocate for the Applicants and Ms Savita
Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. -

This application is for impleadment of a
few other Applicants who seek the same relief as
claimed by the existing Applicants. In as much
as the Respondents will get time .o file the

. affidavits in replies post amendment and also

meet with the case of the Applicants at the time
of final hearing, no prejudice is going to be.
caused to them, if these Applicants were to be
impleaded as Party Applicants because after all
the same case is being advanced by the
proposed Applicants and the Respondents have
yet to file affidavit in reply. The application is,
therefore, allowed. The proposed Applicants be
impleaded as Party Applicants to 0.A no
178/2016 by an appropriate amendment to be
“effected within two weeks, subject to the
payment of Court Fees.: Consolidated copy of
the application after amendment be filed and the
Respondents be served. No order as to costs.

V" -
Sd/- Sd/- u(
(R.B. Malik) _(Rajlv’Agdlwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
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Original Application No. of 20 Disriicr
..., Applicant/s
(Advoeate )
Dyrsis
The State of Mahaveshtra and others -
..... Respondentss

(Presenting Officer
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Tvibunal’s orders

26.09.2016

M.A 279/2016 in O.A No 1017/2015

Shri G.N Londhe & others

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

Heard Shri 8.D Dhongade, learned
advocate for the Applicants and Ms Savita
Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officar for the
Respondents.

We have perused the application. The
perusal of the draft amendment would shows
that no such plea is being sought to be raised
which would tgke the other side by irretrievable
surprise. For instance it refers to earlier decided
cases and some other facts for which the
Respondents will have an opportunity to file
affidavit in reply without any manner prejudice
being caused. The Application survives the test
of law of amendment and is accordingly allowed.

Amendment as per schedule hereto
annexed be effected within two weeks and a
consolidated copy after amendment be filed and
copy be served on the learned P.O.

Misc Application Stands disposed of. No

order as to costs.

Sd/-

Sd/- M
"(Rgjiv Aghpwal)

Vice-Chairman
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26.09.2016

0.A No 1008/2015 £ 625 20 b

Shri S.B Burange .. Applicant

Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Applicant in person. and Ms Savita
Suryavanéhi, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

Applicant files Vakalatname of Learned
Advocate Mrs Punam Mahajan, which has no

objection from learned advocate Shri N.P Dalvi.
S.0 to 20..2016.
Sd/-

(Rajjy Agargal)

Vice-Chairman
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[Spl- MAT-F.2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Disrricr
..... Applicant/s
(Advoeate )
VOrsSus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e Regpondent/s
(Presenting Officer. oo )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunols ovders or Tribunal's ovders
directions und Registrur’s orders
26.09.2016
O.A No 1026/2015
Shri 5.B Mali .. Applicant
Vs. ) ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

DATE ; Q—G[q‘["g

CORAM :

Hon "bie Shri. RATTV AGARWAL
{\ ne f—"‘\)rrvvn)

Aer’FI.I ’\
R T ERN R O e,
Advorat: for the

_JSJ’-U’NO iur \le ",ro ndents

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for the Applicant and Ms Archana B.K. learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The Applicant is seeking interest on
delayed payment of retirement dues. Though
some of the retirement dues has been paid, the
Applicant is aggrieved that al his dues in thls
regard has not been paid.

As the decision regarding interest on
delayed payment has to be taken by the
administrative department of the Government, it

was expected that affidavit in reply would be filed ‘

by the Respondent no. 1. However, no reply is
filed in the present O.A on behalf of Respondent
no.l or 2.

Learned P.O seeks two weeks’ time to file
affidavit in reply on behalf of Responuent no. 1.
Granted as a last chance. If no reply is filed
within two weeks, it will be presumed that
Respondent no. 1 is not desirous of filing affidavit
ir: reply and O.A will be heard finally.

S.0t0 13.10.2016,

Sd/-

“(Rajly Agarigal)
Vice-Chairman
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 942 OF 2016
DISTRICT : NAVI MUMBAI
Smt Sapna V. Devanpalli )...Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Others )...Respondents
Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Shri A.J Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent
no. 1.

Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for Respondent no. 2.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE :26.09.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for
the Applicant, Shri A.J Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondent no. 1 and Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for

Respondent no. 2.

2. The Applicant is challenging her transfer from the post
she is presently occupying, i.e. Executive Engineer, P.W.D, Central
Mumbai to the post of Executive Engineer, Road Development

Division No. IV, Andheri, Mumbai by order dated 21.9.2016. By a



2 O.A 942/2016

separate order, Respondent no. 2 is posted in the post to be
vacated by the Applicant from the post of Executive Engineer,
M.S.R.D.C Ltd, Mumbali.

3. Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar stated that the
Applicant has not completed her tenure of 3 years in the present
pos:t and she /has been transferred only to accommodate
Respondent no. 2. The Civil Services Board has not been
consulted and no special reason for such transfers has been
mentioned in the proposal. Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar

stated that the impugned order may, therefore, be stayed.

4. Learned Presenting Officer stated that it is correct that
the meeting of the Civil Services Board was not organized.
However, note in this regard was circulated among members of the
Civil Services Board. Though the Civil Services Board held that the
Applicant was not liable to be transferred this recommendation

was overruled by the Hon. Minister, P.W.D.

5. Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar, for Respondent no. 2
-sought time to file reply. He prayed that the issue of interim relief

may be postponed till the next date.

6. Learned Presenting Officer is directed to furnish copy
of Lae relevant file notings to the Applicant as well as Respondent
no. 2. Further, if possible, Respondent no. 1 may also file affidavit

in reply before the next date.

7. Issue notice before admission made returnable on
29.9.2016.




3 0.A 942/2016

8. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

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

9. 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.

10. 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.

11. 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.

12. S.0 29.9.2016. Hamdast.

YRaﬁv hga@ﬁi)\’ N
Vice-Chairman
Place : Mumbai

Date : 26.09.2016

Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\ 1st Sep 2016\0.A 942.16 Transfer order challenged, Int
order 26.9.16 SB.doc
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Date: 27.09.2016.
C.A.N0.74 of 2016 in O.A.N0.153 of 2012

Shri R.B. Ekatpure ..Applicant

Vs,
Smt. Sujata Sounik,
Principal Secretary,
Public Health Department,
State of Maha. & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G, Gohad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0O. for the Respondents states on
instructions received from Shri S.V. Dhumak, Assistant
Desk Officer, Public Health Department as follows:-

{a)  That the matteris returned back from the
Finance Department to the Health
Department with certain queries.

(b)  Now the gueries are being replied and
the reply will be forwarded today itself.

(c}  Proper follow up will be taken and
decision of F.D. or time frame within
which F.D. would take decision would be
reported on the next date.

3. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

P.0. to communicate this order to the Respondents.

Q

_—€ 54/~
Py e sT¥
(A.H. Joshi{).)
Chairman

sha [PTO

4. 5.0.t018.10.2016.



versis

The State of Maharashtra and others

{Presenting Officer

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

..... Respondent/s

Office Nutes, Office Meworanda of Coram,
Appearunce, Tribunul’s orders or

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders
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T2, Learned P.O. for the

“Date - 27.09.3016.

R.A.No.02 of 2016 in O.A.N0.956 of 2014 with
0.A.N0.957 of 2014 and O.A.N0.958 of 2014

The General Manager,

Brihan Mumbai Milk Scheme,
Worli, Mumbai -18 & Ors, : '

..Applicants (Org. Respondents)

Vs.
Shri S.T. Tiwari & Ors.
..Respondents {Org. .Applicants)

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

Presenting - Officer for the Applicants  (Org.

Respondents) and Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Respondents (Org. Applicants).

Applicants  (Org.

Respondents) Smt. K.S. Gaikwad prays for a day’s time.

3. Adjourned to 29.09.2016. \
S~

(A.H‘."]b‘s’h'i,fﬁl/'j""ﬁ
Chairman
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Tribunal’s orders

Date : 27.09.2016.
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0.A.No.892 of 2015

B.K. Thumbare .... Applicant.

Versus

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

1. Shri R.K. Mendadkar; the learned Advocate for the
Applicant is absent. Heard Ms. S. Suryaqushi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of learned P.O. Ms. S. Suryawanshi

for the Respondents, adjourned to 29.09.2016.

n
(A.H. Joshi,‘q.)
Chairman
prk
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The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer

..... Respondent/s

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

. Tribunal's orders
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Date : 27.Q9.2016.

0.A.No.433 of 2016

P.G. Pingle .... Applicant.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned

Prestnting Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of learned Advocate Ms. S.P.

N
N

(A.H.Joéhi,fd""'"‘
. Chairman’

“Manchekar, adjourned to 29.09.2016.

prk
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Date : 27.09.2016.

0.A.No.1084 of 2015

A.V. Khadtare

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

1 Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for .
the Applicant .and Smt. Archana B.K.,, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. .L'earned P.Q. for the Respondents Smt. Archana
B.K.is dlrected as follows :- ' .

{8) To take instructions from the Secretary, Water

. Resources Department as to whether he would

‘ personally read the matter and satisfy himself

as to whether it is the case which must be

contested by the Government for protecting
. Government’s interest.

{b) If he answer’s in favour of contest, the matter
will be further heard.

(c) Statement be made on 29.09.2016.

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

Learned P.Q. is directed to communicate this orden to the

Respondents.
4. + S5.0.t029.09.2016. ‘ m
gl
-——é
(A-H. Joshi, J‘S{' n
Chairman
prk
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Date : 27.09.2016.
C.A.No.155 of 2014 in 0.A.No.107 of 2014

Shri P.R. Phulpagar ..Applicant
Vs.
The Commissioner for Agriculture,
& Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the tearned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Smt. Archana
B.K. states on instructions received from Shri Prakash
Sangale, The District Superintending  Agriculture
Dfficer, Dhule as follows:—

(a) That the order has heen complied with
on 1.3.2016.

(b) There are only two persons eligible for
appointment and therefore no other
order giving deemed date 1O the
Applicant  which Respondents have
denied is required to be given. '

3. At this stage learned Advocate for the Applicant
Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar prays for time to take

instructions.

4. 5.0.to 18.10.2016. - c}\
= S// / -
(AH.TBLRY 1
: Chairnfan
sha

{PTO
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The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer............................_.

itespondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coruam,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders oy
directions and Registrar's orders
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Ad T

- Q,A.NNO.4744 of 2016

Dr. R.V. Jadhav . Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri P.S. Bhavake, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Miss Neelima  Gohad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Heard for quite some time.

3. Shri Bhavake. L.d. Advocate for the applicant
prays for time on the ground that he wants to study the
law and procedure

relating to  constitution of

Establishment Board.

4. Ld. Advocate for the applicant prays for liberty to

inspect the concerned files.

5. Inspection be allowed and copies as may be asked

by the Ld. Advocate for the applicant be supplied.

co I

(A.H. Joshi, TV Y
Chairman

{ 2792016

0. S.0.107.10.2016.
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The State of Maharashtra and others

{(Presenting Officer. ...

..... Respondent/s
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Date : 27.09.2016.
C.A.N0.99 of 2014 in O.A.No.684 of 2011

D.N. Jadhav ..Applicant

Vs,

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respandents
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate

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

. Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri A A, Pundkar, Senior Administrative Officer,
Additional Commissioner of Police, Central Region is
present.

3. Learned P.O. for the Réspondents Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad relied on the affidavit filed by Shri Racsaheb
Dattatray Shinde, Additional Commissioner of Police
Central Region, Mumbai which is at page no. 64 'A’.

Perused the same.

4, If at all some action is to be shown, the progress
be reported on day to day basis. For the present, S.0.
t0 29.09.2016. \
—— C‘(/// .
(A.H.Joshl,ﬂ.) "

. Chairman
sha

[(Pro



(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) {560,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AD’MiNISTRA'ﬂVE TRIBUNAL

Spl.- MAT-I2 E.

MUMBAI
QOriginal Application No. of 20 . District
e Applicant/s
(Advocate .........,........... e )
I '
; versius
f?‘he State of Maharashtra and others
b : : S  Respondent/s
{Prese nting Officer...... e, e, T )
QJ ie Nutes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribuanal’s ovders or " Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s ordors )
0.A.943/2016
Dr. C.G. Gaikwad - ... Applicant

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

‘ Heard Shri. G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate. for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the .
- learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 24.10.2016.

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

v — \
NN :___g_ﬁ‘(bo\ﬂA\\_A)C_Ad/oy post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

. o . . produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
Freeve ot o Agplics. ‘ within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

et Mﬂ‘(’bi S compliance and notice.
w0 R the Respur 05 '
5.0. to 24t October, 2016.

a2, ek se YeNakle
™M 24) .

e
| SdF S
ﬁ, -“R.B. Malik)
_ ' Member (J)
‘ 26.09.2016

{skw)
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{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.CP) T 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ’ - :
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
o MUMBAI o :
Original Application No. of 20 DistricT”
: e Applidant/s
(AAVOCAte ..o )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

Respondent/s

. ‘liee Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders o
directions and Registrur’s ordeis

Tribunal’s orders

~ N\{.\.\...a.\o\;f} -
avaed

CL T S the Respondent/s

agn IEERe nokte yatrelre
M 241\ |

N

0.A.937/2016

Shri R.K. Pawar ... Applicant

Vs.

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

Heard Shri S.I.. Jadhav holding for Shri R.G.
Panchal, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.
K'S.. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 24.10.2016.

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
preduced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. '

S.0. to 24 October, 2016.

B . -
: Sd/- T\
~ (R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

26.09.2016
(skw) :
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(G.C.PY I 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) -

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

 MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20- DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocete ................ e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Preser ting Officer...........ocoueommmmvmnioncooro )
Qf ie 3 Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, ’ .
sppearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
G.rections and Registrar's orders
0.A.394/2016

. irmian)
T c:;mc.\;".'ir)

e ShTedra by b
su"?’ \‘(Q‘ P?
o P Yaldan

' 2w the Respondent/s

Pdw 4

how'hs

Shri N.R. Kale
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors,

... Applicant
«.. Respondents

Heard Shri S.L. Jadhav holding for Shri R.G.
Panchal, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.
A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents,

Shri Jadhav, the learned Advocate submits that
the Applicant does not want to file Affidavit-in-rejoinder.
Admit.

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

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

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

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

A
i

Sd/- T
RB-Malik) - -
Member (J) b “{ o
26.09.2016 '
(skow)
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|Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) €50,000—2-2015) oo

MUMBAI
Original Application No, of 20 ' DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate,....‘..............;...‘..‘ ....... bereeeaesiia, Sieverereen }
.ver.s-u-s
“The Statg of Maharashtra and others
1 <y . L Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....................;,...... e e )
Office Notes, Otffice Memornndn of Curmﬁ,’
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
. d;’ruct:’ops and Registrar’s orders . .
T ‘ OA.897/2016
Shri M.P. Idekar . «.. Applicant

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

Heard Shri S‘- Mishra, the learned Advocate for the

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

needful. He insists on intertm orders.

Issue notice returnable on 4, 10.2016.

be issued.

hearing,

alternate remedy are kept open.

SLEEEUSI < : X post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
ShadSasr - ;5 _Mlgh fﬂ . produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
Lo within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
Avotin: & st ppENE « \ compliance and notice. :
i/ TR Raypwahit : iderati
Do s : W 8.0. to 4t QOctober, 2016 for consideration of
L i te T Tty s
C"’Oi' 20 10 the  espondeat/s : interim relief.
Aol Ty ,,(__h\lﬁllt" } ‘
’ r T ] . had g
o e Sd/- 3\
" (RB. Malik)™
o Member (J)
26.09.2016

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

The learned CPO submits that the copy of the OA
has not been served. Shri S. Mishra undertakes to do the

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

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

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

The service may be done by hand delivery / spéed
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1G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2.2015) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ' of 20 . . Disrricr
L Applicant/s
{Advocate ... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
‘ (Presenting Oﬁlcer ...................................... )
Qffice No .5, Office Memorund;{ Uﬂ_ Codiin,
Ap s urance, Lribunal’s orﬂ“?s or : ) Tribunal’s orders
di :ctions and Registrur’ﬂ“}“ders
0.A.703/2016
Shri C.D. Pawar ... Applicant
Vs.

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

Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant " and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respandents

The learned P.O. prays for time to file Affidavit-in-
reply. Last chance was already granted. The OA proceeds
without Affidavit-in-reply making it clear, however, that on
the next date, when the matter appears before the Bench
for hearing, if the reply is tendered, it will be taken on
record but no adjournment will be given for that purpose.

et )
In these set-of circumstances, the OA is admitted.
It be placed before the appropriate Bench for hearing on
S.0. 24t October, 2016. :

Sd/- R
(RB. Malik) 2. '\l
-Heatioe Sheik; 4 : Member (J)
How’bie .. S23%y (Merber)A- 26.09.2016
‘ o ’ (skw) . )
APPcay. -
SW)}_I_JLA» Vé.anw‘.ﬁ.K.‘:_‘
Am -t veid Pplm N
Swism. . BJ Wlilar
C.RO/P.0. i ihe Respondent/s
AQ_T:\‘ 9—1\" lﬂl]b.
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(G.CPY J 2260 (A) {60,000--2-2015) ‘

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AD

* ISpl.- MAT-F-2 L.

MINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ......ooooo peerenan — )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..............cooocooe

Ottice Notes, Oftice Memorandn of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunaf’s orders o
© directions and Registrar’s orders

g;i/SmL P B Ka‘a':):

X0 /F.0. for ihe Respondent's

AD. Tommn 210116

Tribunal’s orders

Shri G.S. Pawar
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

Applicant and Advocate absent. Heard Smt. A.B.
Kololgi, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents,

Affidavit-in-reply is taken on record. It seems that
the Hon’ble Chairman’s order of 21st July, 2016 to the
Applicant has not been complied with. The consequences
thereof will be considered on the next date.

S.0. to 17t October, 2016.

Sd/- —
(R.B. Malik) =57 '16
Member (J) :
26.09.2016
{skw) .
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000--2.2015) | o {Spl.- MAT-F-2 B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DxéTRICT
L Applicant/s
(Advocate ..., e ——— et e, )
.UEI'SUS
The State of Muharashtra and others
L Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer

Oftice Notes, Office Memorandy of Cm'uf.‘{f'“;
Appeurunce, ‘Lribunul’s orders or

Tribunal’'s orders

dircetions and Regisirar's orders

- - . :
T OA834/2015— ————

Shri Khan Abdul Gani ... Applicant
Vs, : :
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

‘Heard Shri Gunratan Sadavarte, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The learned P.Q. on instructions from Smt. Vidya
Bhoite, Assistant Section Officer, Home Department
informs that the file has been forwarded to the GAD today.
I have carefully perused the earlier orders made by the
Hon’ble Chairman including the one dated 29w June,
2016. As of today, although I am granting one more
opportunity by way of an adjournment, but I make it clear
that well before the next date, the GAD must take an

. ’ appropriate action in the matter so that no further
DATE: ’U-\q h L : extension will be necessitated. In case the matter remains
@ ] A ' where it is today, the OA shall be heard on the next date.
I i ) $.0. to 25% October, 2016. Hamdast. Steno-copy
Hos't - .—r—ngries r)‘ﬁr) allowed. ‘

APPE. ) | N
Advocss . .19 Applicamt ‘ - ~ (R.B. Malik) b b}i _

53‘%3» ”‘;‘_?'E-ﬁhrsT ' ' Member (J)
2RO o the Respondeati | 26.09.2016

: (skw)

A@.T&Wﬂ&&m

Skeng Gy olwe:
#

[y

[PTO.
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vocate B e T OO

..... Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

senting Officer................ e,

..... Respondent/s

..... )

Hfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurunge, Tribur)’s orders or
diveqelpns and Registrar's ‘orders

———

€

. [ Tribunal’'s orders

ﬁ%:m_m' T —
Date : 26.09.2016.

2¢la)it

‘ istioe Shri A, H. Joshi (Chﬂi“)

, A dhgvan) e
« lor the Respondeat/s "\ g (.,

Hesel Lor Ronog
Vg

C.A.N0.307 of 2016 -

B.R. Khedkar ... Applicant.-

Versus .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, -..Respondents.
1. Heard Shri B.R. Deshmukh, the Ieafned Advocate

¢

for the Applicant, Shri A, Chougule, the learned
[} . . .
Presenting Officer for the Respondents No.1 to 6 and Shri

S.A. Masal, the'Advqcate for the Respondent No.7.

2. In the midst of hearing, learned Advocate Shri B.R.
Deshmukh for the Applicant states as foliows -

(a) Time is‘prayed on the ground that he wants to
consider as to whether amendment s
required. ;

{b) Ifany amendment is found necessary he would
tome with the draft amendment on the next
. date.

3. ' Time as prayed foris granted.

4. 5.0 t0 19.10.2016. ‘ SL

Sd/-

. .
(A.H. Joshi, J.Q
Chairman

prk

(270



Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-


IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
CONEMPT APPLICATION NO.69 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.254 OF 2015

shri Sanjay T. Mete ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Anr. ‘ ..Respondents

Shri C.T. Chandratre — Advocate for the Applicant
Smt. Archana B.K. - Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 26t September, 2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for the Applicant

and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO prays for time on the ground that compliance is about to be
dorne.
3. Contemnors are directed to file affidavit on the following points:

(a) The date when advocate’s intimation at page 18 was received

in their respective offices.

(b) The date when advocate’s notice at page 19 was received in
their respective offices.

9




T T e e R Y 8 iy,

2 CA.69/16 in OA.254/15

(¢) The date when the copy of judgment of this Tribunal was
brought to their notice. '

d) The date when the advocate’s notice was brought to their
notice.

(e) The date when the notice of this contempt issued through
office of this. Tribunal was received by their respective offices.

(1) What precluded them in giving response to the order,
intimation and notice

(g) Were there compulsions, if any, due to which the order has
not been complied with within time.

(h) What steps with reference to each date are taken by the
respondents to comply with the order.

4, Show cause, as to reasons due to which cognizance for contempt
should not be taken at once, since despite notice by advocate and notice of

contempt, action to comply is not taken.

5. Affidavit on points stated in para no.3 be filed within one week from

today.
6. S.0. to 7.10.2016.

7. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. The Ld. PO is directed to

communicate this order to the respondents. Q

%

(A.H. Jo .
Chairman
26.9.2016

»

Dic *ation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:\JAV ALKAR\Judgements\2016\9 September 2016\CA.69.16 in 0A.254.16.J.9.2016-STMete-30.7.10.16.dac




.. Applicant/s

versies

The State of Maharashtra and others

Respondent/s
1B OTHCer ) -
lutes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
jearunce, Tribunal’s orders or i FPribonal’s sidecs
ctiooy uad Rogistrar’s orders MA.128/15 in C.A.33/15 in QA ,910/04
Shri V.P. Bhanushali Applicant
Vs. ‘ ' ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -Respondents

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting

‘Officer for the Respondents.

2. -Ld. PO states as {ollows:

(a) © Shri Devidas Chaudhari, Dy. Collector,
- LE(R), Kurla has arrived to give
instructions.

{b)  He has joined as Deputy Collector only two
days back and he wants time to ascertain
the facts and study the papers.

(¢)  Ld. PO also wants time to study the papers.

21tla1y¢ , 3. S.0.1028.9.2016. | Q
iige Sli iA. H. Joshi (7 oo | : {/‘/ /lé )
‘ 1 Qs ") / < \j‘ -‘

Chairman

Tt Molae - 26.9.2016
| Pl (52i)
"o Applisent

REehed

“or the Respondent/s

22\a) 15

(LR




S
versts

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Reéponc’lenL/s

(Pr esentlnﬂ OCOT. oo e, )

Office Notes, Office Memorandn of Covim,
Appearance; Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’'s orders

divections and Registiar's orderes

26.09.2016

0.A No 918/2015 & 1094/2015

Shri [.A Shaikh & others ... Applicants
Vs. : ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri M.R Patil, learned advocate for
the .Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

These two O.As are ripe for hearing. I t
now appears“that the Respondent no. 1, State
have not filed their affidavit in reply. The time of
DATE . 2.6 \Ct \\6 ’ about loné year has already lapsed“ and there is

Hon'ble Shri. ARV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

CORAM T : no pint in showing any indulgence to the State.

Reii'ble Shei R. B. MALIK (Member) T ' However, we adjourn these O.As for
APPLB‘E@&}_:\,;@_ arguments to 28.9.2016, making it clear that on
o B Pkl | = | |
= s A g that day at least, if the affidavit in reply is filed
A(lxﬂo A1 foy m../fx Jg,uﬂ'" ‘ b h 11 b k bk B
S“MW\‘<@ Qp\k\\ﬁ - yteState 1t will be ta enonrec“dar@no
, 3] hn nondents }n@ (k03 _ adjournment shall be given for that pur ose and
agpu/ (ﬁ N s domdn, 8 PHIP
o uc: 951 255 g such a request be not made by the State on that
P W2, 201 28
-ﬁ;.;:_jr&"%@“"" R day. Hamdast. .
 S.e.+e a@lqllG. | &3“\\@/
Naucles T v -

Mo, \—_@w(¢,m\_ Qozx_, FoB

//
A
&k&c\"é—f‘ St Coon [f’%,_* ‘ M ﬁv W
oo € R e Ledecen— (RB. Malik) | (Rajil Agatival)

A baandue?
Gomme ool
25% -

(3, -0, ol _ Member (J) ' Vice-Chairman

Akn

[PTO




...

versus

The State of Maharashira and others

..... Respondent/s

esenting Officer...........oooiiiiv : )
Uttice Netes, Olfice Memoranda of Cova, .
Appeuranee, Vribannl’s grders or Tribusial’ s orders

dircctions and lopistrur’s orders

26. 09 2016

M.A 376/2016 in O.A No 918/2015

Shri I.A Shaikh & others ... Apphcants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadeakar, learned
advocate for the  Applicants (Proposed .
Respondents) and Shri M.R Patil, learned
advocate. for the Original Petitioner and Shri
K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Ofﬁcer for the
Respondents. :

S

By this application the Applicants are”

hereto seek impleadment to the pending O.A as

‘ ( : Party Respondents no 351 to 355. No affidavit
TE : j_é"lq 6 in reply has. been filed and Shri M.R Patil,
YAM - ‘ learned advocate for the Original Applicants has
atte Suri RARV AGARWAL no serious objection, if this application were to

(Wice - Chairman) be allowed. The same is accordingly allowed.
e S ‘

% B, MALIK (Member) X N :
: The Applicants in O.A 918/2015 are
directed to implead the Applicants in this Misc

rmm—— e::b ‘Application as Party Respondents no 351 to 355
fegeaig [ ieant © AT ‘)b suitable amendment to be carried out
ive ?a}”‘ 1()0 ‘P@vaHoLuL sh y _ enc € 1
ari ,,;.,,—» M—_‘M forthwith. A consolidated copy of the O.A after
o7 O Tar the Regpondents amendment to be filed and copies to be served

} on the newly added Respondents.
Allocw o | -
T T “"““M'“PY""“"“% Mpegins Shri Bandiwadekar states that he has

% received. the said copies. His affidavit is taken
on record. ‘ :

M.A is allowed in these terms w1th no
order as to Costs

o Aot
%V Agarwal

Vice-Chairman

Akn B (PTC
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v Applicant/s
(Advocate ............ (h e e e )
versus
The Staté of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................ e e e ee e SRR )
Office Notes, Office Memoru.ndu of Coram, '
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or ‘ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
Date : 26.09.2016.
0.A.No.444 of 2016
Dr. R.V. Jadhav _ : ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Shri B.S. Bhavake, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant is absent. Heard Shri N.K. Rajpurchit, the

learded Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 27.09.2016.
pare:__ 2.t\a])c - ' Sd/-
QO AN , - —TA.H 10fhi,').
v et Shri A HL Josn: (LE e o ' Chairman
‘ ' . i T prk
R Jer the o
® = Applicent | ’

» KA. .-

Ck o e Respondent/s
Ay D 9‘7tq \ )b,
e ) I t

o
t
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Original Application No.” """ of 20 - . DISTRICT

..... Applicant/s
(Advocate s et ae s )
' versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....... I PP YPP PO )
Qt‘t’ice Ngtes, Office Memoranda of Coram, )
Appearance, Tribanal’s orders or . . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
Date : 26.09.2016.
0.A.No.1084 of 2015
A.V.Khadtare ' ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
. 1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

thé Applicant ‘and Smt. Archana BK, the learned

Presénting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Atthe reduest of learned P.0O. Smt. Archana B.K,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents, adjourned

' | t027.09.2016. . 9\

_ 2614114 o | Sd/-
BB . :

— Q{ﬂok‘/ﬂ

(A.H. Joshi, I

- Chri AL H. Joshi (Chalrew,
- Chairman ,

o prk

D LoWle '7

- Rrtnane YH W,
v e zegpondeats

Val )b

heqrenyes

& -
Fl .
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(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (50.000—2-2015) 1Spl-, MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL .

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 2Q DistrICT )
‘ ‘ o Applicant/s
(Advocate ......).....cccceeviniivininnn, OO )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
_ Lo Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........c...covvvviveennn. e e Y
Qt’t’icc Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, )
Appeuarance, Tribunul’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
dircetions and Registear’s orders
0.A.907/2016
Shri A.K. Gharat 7 ... Applicant

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

Heard Shn K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned
. Presenting Officer for Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 27.10.2016.

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

. é"f {({ notice that the case would be taken up for final
DATE: =2 q ) _ disposal at the stage of admission hearing.
CORAM . ,

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule

_ —Hec—Chatrmany— 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal -
Hor'ble 51078 B MALIX {liember) :[——i (Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the questions such as
APPEAL Liw: ' limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.
Forigieirrn i b TQC‘& . The service may be done by hand delivery /
Advusate for the Anglicant - , speed post / courier and acknowledgement be

_Sher'Sm, ﬁ.u YINY B [< obtained and produced along with affidavit of

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

7 Q. far the Respondents

e @ o 9—-7"‘9”6

i / _ » S.0. to 27th October, 2016.
- . : ‘- A~
Sd/- &\C\

(R-BTMalik] .
Member (J) =3 Q[ Vb
23.09.2016

(skw)

[PTO.
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