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M.A.254/2016 in 0.A.614/2016

Shri S.K. Manthalkar ... Applicant
Vs. '
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard- Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri
N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. '

Issue notice. returnable on 18.07.2016.

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
0.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 Maharashitra

. 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 18® July, 2016.

Sd/-
" (R.B. Malg]
Member (J)
27.06.2016
(skw)
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M.A.258/2016 in 0.A.256/2016

Shri Lalit G. Pandule ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.3.
Gaikwad holding for Ms. N.G. Gohad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The Applicant transferee .. seeks

* impleadment of the Officer who has taken the

charge of his post vice him.

The reply has not been filed and in fact,
none is necessary that is because in the first
place, the impleadment of additional party is a

course of action for which the ex1stmg_
“Respondents may not have much - say.

Secondly, the new party post impleadment as
well as the existing Respondents will have time
and occasion to file pleadings to traverse the
case of the Applicant. The amendment to the
body of the -OA vide Schedule 1’ is a
consequence of Schedule 2 whereby the new
party is being sought to be impleaded and
Schedule 3 is the addition to the Prayer Clause.
That being the state of affairs, no further time
need to be spent hereon. The amendment as per
the Schedule 1, 2 & 3 hereto annexed to be

~ carried within a period of two days from today:

A consolidated copy of the OA after amendment
be filed and a copy thereof be furnished to the
learned P.O. and the newly added Respondent
be served as ‘per the Rules. The MA is
accordingly allowed with no order as to costs
and the OA stands adjourned to 7% July, 2016.

Sd/-

NN

(RB. Malik) “ ' 7

Member (J)

27.06.2016
(skw)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE THIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. . '_of 20 Dispmisr )
' R Applicant/s
versus
The State of Maharashira and others
. Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer......oocoineee et e P )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal' s ardes
directions and Registear’s orders

~ 0.A.54/2015

Shri A.M. Sajane & Ors. ... Applicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.. ... Respondents

Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned Presentmg Officer for the
‘Respondents.

The OA is admitted. In view of the facts
herein, a fixed date is given and the OA be
placed on Beard of the 2nd Division Bench on
13t July, 2016.

Sd/-

/‘_' -
(RE Maliy 27 =716
Member (J) '
27.06.2016

o (skw)
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Original Application No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

of 20

Office Notes, Office-Memoranda of Coram,
Appearsnce, Tribunal’s orders or
directions uand Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

" DATE: 27/é!'“§

“heh, RATIV AGARWAL
{¥ice - Chairman)

¢

17

GARATICE ' .

cvr o] s T Aenl] 5
Ayt o iy Appueant
.

MR LA L

/GWT”.{L fov the Respondents

L Sese 1O

27.06.2016

M.A 226 /2016 in O.A 836/2014"

Shri P.B Pawar ... Applicant
Vs. -
... Respondents

The State of Maharashtra & Or

1. Heard Shri B.A Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B Bhise,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 18.7.2016.

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. :

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

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

7. S.0 18.7.2016.

| o)) o
| /(%agivAZ&{&é\ﬂrJ

Vice-Chairman




directions and Hegistrar’s orders

DATE : 97(6)[6

CORAM :

ton'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(‘che C'mmaﬂ'}

/lﬁTSﬁli. . PCE oy R o,
Advooate fot the Applicant \.\‘
Shri /Rt K. Dk = S

(_,GPTJT P.O. for the Respondents
sl

.0 TO

—Ady e

27.06.2016

0.ANo 617,618, 619 & 620/2016

Shri E.J Shiledar & Ors .. Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors_ ... Respondents
1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate
for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, All the Applicants are working as Police
Constables in Police. Commissionerate, Pune and have
been transferred before completion of their tenure.
The transfer order has been issued on 26.5.2016 and
all of them have relieved and more than one month
have elapsed, request for interim relief is not
considered. However, learned P.O is directed to file
affidavit before 8.7.2016 as cases of similarly situated
persons are kept on the said date.

3. - Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 12.7.2016. '
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.

B. 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.

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 8.7.2016. Learned C.P.O waives service of
notice

Ré]w Ag al)

Vice-Chailrmarn
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27.06.2016

0.A No 616/2016

Smt Sangita K. Yadav .. Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents
1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate
for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. As more than one month have. elapsed since
the transfer order has heen issued and the Applicant
has already been relived, the request for interim relief
is not considered at this stage.

3. Learned P.O will file affidavit in reply along
with records which were placed before the Police
Establishment Board which ordered transfer of the
Applicant on the next date of hearing.

4, Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 12.7.2016.

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

6. 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 (0.A. Respondent is put to notice that
the case would be taken up for final disposal at the
stage of admission hearing.

7. 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.

8. 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.

9.

notice

5.0 12.7.2016. Learned C.P.O waives service of

//

1v Ag
V1ce Chalrman



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL .
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATIONS 621 & 622 OF 2016

DISTRICT : MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 621 OF 2016

Shri Kishor B. Jagtap )...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors )...Respondents

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 622 OF 2016

Shri Kishor B. Jagtap " )...Applicant
. Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors )...Respondents

Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the Applicants.

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

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE :27.06.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for
the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2. Both the Original Applications havé been filed by the
Applicant, first regarding transfer from Traffic Branch where he
was working at Uran, dist-Raigad in Navi Mumbai Police
Commissionerate to Special Branch at Belapur in Navi Mumbai,
Dist-Thane. The second Original Application has been filed by the
applicant challenging the order dated 24.5.2016 by which he has




2 0.A 621 & 622/2016

been transferred to Gadchiroli from Navi Mumbai Police
Commissionerate. The Applicant has raised many important
issues. The order dated 24.5.2016 has been issued under Section
22N(1)(c) of the Maharashtra Police Act under which a Police
Personnel cannot be transferred unless he has worked in a District
for four years. The Applicant has worked in Raigad District for less
than 2 years and on that ground that order is challenged. The
other important issue raised by the Applicant is that a policy
decision was taken by the Government which is reflected in G.R
dated 8.12.2009 wherein it has been directed that only those
officers who are in the age group of 23 to 40 years should be
posted to highly sensitive Naxalite affected area. Gadchiroli is
such a Naxalite affected area. The Applicant is 53 years old and he
is .suffering from various ailments about which he has submitted

medical certificates.

3. Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar strongly pressed
for interim relief. However, considering that the order translerring
the Applicant to Gadchiroli was passed about five weeks back on
24.5.2016, the prayer for interim relief is not considered at this
stage. Prima facie, it appears that the order dated 24.5.2016 has
issued in violation of provisions of G.R dated 8.12.2009. If the
Applicant submits a representation to Respondent no. 2, le.
D.G.P, M.S., Mumbai, the same may be considered by him on
meritsftaking into consideration the inténtion of the Government in
issuing the aforesaid G.R within two weeks. In this connection,
learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar stated that the post at Panvel
Taluka Police Station is vacant, where the Applicant can be

considered for posting.



3 0.A 621 & 62272016

4. Learned P.O and Learned C.P.O are directed to file
affidavit in reply within two weeks. It is made very clear that no

further time will be granted.

5. Issue notice before admission made returnable on
11.7.2016.
O. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage

and separate notice for final disposal need not be issued.

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 {inal disposal at

the stage of admission hearing.

8. 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.

9. 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.

10, S.0 11.7.2016. Learned C.P.O waives service of notice.

o™
Vice-Chairman

Hamdast.

Place : Mumbai
Date : 27.06.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\1st June 2016\0.A 621 and 622,16 Transfer order
challenged.SB.616.doc
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 611 OF 2016

DISTRICT : THANT

Dr Y.M Kokadwar )...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & ors )...Respondents

Ms Swati Manchekar, learned advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)

DATE : 27.06.2016

ORDER
1. Heard Ms Swati Manchekar, learned advocate for the
Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. The learned Chief Presenting Officer produced for my
perusal file of the Public Health Department dealing with transfer
of the Applicant. It appears that the transfer of the Applicant has
been ordered on the basis of complaint dated 21.4.2016 received
from the Additional D.G.P & 1.G, Prisons, M.S, Pune. It is
mentioned in one of the paras in the letter dated 21.4.2016 as

follows:-
&l. Prwsar, et tftisd aid Retst suRe e Bwe Agre, AWl A (e a
3titer) G 99 Aehie B 9o 3w diwelt HvR @ =1 Siwsar i s Bt



2 0.A611/2016

Fgeare Red uemar forgad 2temad fe e 818, @eRER drdig gul s et
YA e gt oft pEpzan wien Srot sefmea anEE sug.”
It is further mentioned that:

1. stpsar g gd! A g HRE @ AEE Aemadt erujg 39 sdemmr
A e fwes =deh! ATl QUa B3 HRa! HIwIE et aat.

In the same paragraph, it is mentioned that:

 sft wiwear @it myd sRwEds acua AasitEew, @E @ doemee Tad
ad adien far wee wisn @y wrEpg tenammRda 2ad s fom A 3@ wem
zelatt Bgetara Ja snga.”?

3. Learned Advocate Ms Manchekar stated that the contention
made in this letter are totally incorrect. In the enquiry under Rule
10 of the M.C.S (Discipline & Appeal) Rules, 1979, which was held
against the Applicant in the year 2010, he was not held guilty
contrary to what is mentioned in the aforesaid letter of LG,
Prisons. She placed on record a copy of the order passed by the
Addl. Director, Health Services, [Malaria, Filaria and Water Borne
Diseases|, Pune dated 18.5.2010 in support of her contention. It
does appear that the explanation in the case furnished by Dr.
Kokadwar was accepted by the disciplinary authority and no
punishment was imposed on him though he was warned to remain
careful in future. It is difficult to hold that the Applicant was held
guilty in t‘he aforesaid enquiry. To that extent the submission made

by Ms Manchekar appears to be correct.

4. In the aforesaid letter it is mentioned that integrity of Dr
Kokadwar is doubtful. However, no mstances or material in
support of that allegation is discernable from the perusal of this
letter. It is a serious charge which could not have been made so
casually. It is also mentioned in the letter that some confidential
reports have been received by the Prison administration about the

activities of the Applicant that he is incitng the Prison inmates to
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file complaint against Prison administration and other Medical
Officers. However, there is no mention that any enquiry into this
complaint was made and if so whether the complaint was found to

have some substance.

3. It appears that the Establishment Board as well as the
Government accepted the allegations made by the LG, Prisons
against the Applicant without making any efforts to verify whether
there is any substance in the allegations. As has been mentioned
there are contentions in the letter of .G, Prisons, which are not
supported by facts. The Applicant was not punished or held guilty
in an enquiry under Rule 10 of the M.C.S (Discipline & Appeal)
Rules, 1979 as alleged. There is no material to hold that his
integrity is doubtful and the other allegations against him are also

not verified.

6. As no exceptional ciscumstances or special case was made
out to order mid-term and mid-tenure transfer of the Applicant, I
am inclined to accept the prayer of the Applicant to grant him

interim relief.

7. The order transferring the Applicant dated 4.6.2016 is
hereby stayed and status quo ante is ordered to be maintained till
disposal of this Original Application. The Applicant will be allowed

to work as before the impugned order was passed.

8. 3.0 to 18.7.2916. Hawda .

(Rajiv A al)
Vice-Chairman
Place : Mumbai
Date : 27.06.2016

Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil NairiJudgments\ 2016\ 1st June 20164,0.A 611,16 Transfer int order 38.0616.doc
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(GO J 2260 (A (50,000—2-2015) . ) Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUN
: MUMBAI ‘
Original Application No. ‘ of 20 . ' o DisTricT ,
- ' L Applidant/s
(AAVOCALE e e eeais )

versus
Ltk '
The State off Maharashtra and others
..... Respoundent/s

(Presenting OFfICeT. ..ot e ),

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
" Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
diregtivns and Hegisteor’s orders

Date : 27.06.2016.

: 0.A.N0.161 of 2014 with 189 of 2014 with
) 0.A.No. 190 of 2014 with O.A.N0.968 of 2014

ShriJ.H. Kadam  (O.A.No.161 of 2014)
Shri MV. Kulkarni  (0.A.No.189 of 2014)
Shri A.R. Jadhav  (0.A.N0.190 of 2014}
Shri S.P.Bhosale  (0.A.N0.968 of 2014}

- ..Applicants

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ..Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate for the Applicants, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents and
Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the

Respondent No.5 in O.A.N0.968 of 2014.

2. At the request of learned Advocate for the
Appticant. Smt. Punam Mahajan ad]ourned to

12.07.2016.

Chairman
sba

(ro




(G.C.P0 J 2260 (A) (5{),000—‘2.-2015) Co 8pl.. MATF-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBALI o
Original Application No. o .of 20 ) ) Districr
.- Applicant/s
(Advocate o PSP }
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting thcel) .
Oftice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders ar - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders .
Date :_27.06.2016.
| 0.A. No0.298 of 2016
Shri S.R. Koli ..Applicant
Vs, :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Smt. Punam

Mahajan states as follows:

. 17‘“”, . : Notices were not served to -Respondents No.4
- ¥ ; and 5 because the notice collected from the

S { . ‘ office are lost and prays for issue of fresh notice

L, L Sos (whatrmamy " to Respondent Nos.4 and 5.

e e e | S v 3 1-:.{1}':.{—{—&;&@% ‘ .

3. Office to issue notice to Respondents No.4 and 5
for service by Applicant and notice shall be returnable

on 11.08.2016.

: \ . 4, ° $.0.to11.08.2016.
) ijl‘\lgllé ................................

(A.H. Joshi, J
Chairman
sha ’

[PTO.




(GO 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

iSpl- MATF-2 E

NMUMBAI
Original Application No. : of 20 IDhgrricT
..... Applicant/s
{Advocate ............. STV SRR )
versus
* The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer ..o i )
Office Notes, Oifice Memorunda ui Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
divections and Registrar’s urders . ‘
Date : 27.06.2016.
0.A. No.312 of 2016
Shri R.A. Kulkarni - ..Applicant
' Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

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

iearned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. ' Learned Advocate for the Applicant Smt, Punam
Mahajan states as follows:

Notice was not served to the Respondent No.3
because the notice collected from the office is
lost and prays for issue of fresh notice to the
Respondent No.3. ‘ '

3. Office to issue notice 1o Réspondent No.3 for

service by Applicant and notice shall be returnable on

. T 26.07.2016.
it ?"‘Mﬂ ‘Mc-Nh | | -
~ " 4. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for two
h KJ? fqu - weeks time for filing affidavit-in-reply.
" seilen nys '
5. Time as prayed for is granted.
Ad). Tow. rLﬂ?h" ........................... 1 ' B
RZL’ o. S.0. to 26.07.2016.
Chalrman
- ‘ sha '

(PO




(G.CP J 02260 (A) (60,000—2-2016) {3pl- MAT- 12 I*

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Na. of 20 ’ ' DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
{Advocate ... B SO PUUTE PO )
- Versus
"T»l-he State ofMaharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer........c..oe..... o S PRSI |

Oifice Notes, Office Memoranda of Covam, .
Appeuvunce, Tribunal’s orders or Tributal’ s opders -
divections and Registrar’s orders '

Date : 27.06.2016.

C.A.N0.48 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.917 of 2014
(O.A.No.897 of 2011 Aurangabad)

5.A. Borse ‘ .... Applicant
Ve_rsus |

. The Sta;e of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.
1. Heard Sh.ri S.A. Borse Applicant in person and Shri

K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. Learned Advocate Shri S.U. Chaudhari is

absent.

2. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents
prays for time for filing affidavit. on the ground that
affidavit of Shri N.V. Rathod, Regional Dairy Development

Officer, which is received today, though tendered it does

o \ -not offer satisfactory reply.
; fobairman)

;“ h\i\

3. For ehabling the Respondents to reexamine the

5 A. Wﬂ“‘m\" " ?05071 issue time is granted.

4, Affidavit, if any, be filed on the next date.

- 5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.
© Ady T;;.......Ll.\.';l.\.l.ﬁn 5&—"0 vl . . ,
‘ u) to communicate this order to the Respondents.
6. S.0.t0 11.07.2016. N\

b 4 , 57 U
“=1{A.H. loshi, 1. r\’W\ﬂ
- . Chairman |

[RTO

prk




(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (BO,000—2-2015) - 18pl- . MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT. 1VE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, of 20 ' DistricT
..... Applitant/s
L .‘-:J
(Advocute
L Respendent/s
(Presenting OFff1Cer. . v TR )
Office Notes, Otfice I‘r[(:lmurundu .uf Coram,
Apgearunce, Tribunal’s orders ar | Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar's orders ‘
. Pate : 27.06.2016.
0.A. No.313 of 2016
shri P.B. Avhad ..Applicant
Vs.
lhe State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
L. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

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

earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, Learned Advocate for the Applicant Smt. Punam
Viahajan states as follows:

Notice was not served to the Respondent No.3
pecause the notice collected from the office is
lost and prays for issue of fresh notice to the
Respondent No.3. '

3. Office to issue notice to Respondent No.3 for

pate: _ 22|Chk

ervice by Applicant and notice shall be returnable on

. LT TRy A o \ )]HHI:ED) '6.07.2016.

R R P DAL o v Povvrvrey wras sy 2o \v‘u i .\ A .

. ok Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for two
i et veeks time for filing affidavit-in-reply.

. Time as prayed for is granted.

6. 5.0.t026.07.2016.

<, /-

(A.H. Joshi, J.
Chairman

sba

[RT0.




Ottice Notes, Office Memornnda of Corsm,

Appeurance, Tribunnl’s orders or

directions und Registrar's opders
! _—————a—

thii A i doahi {Chairman)

G Dt g e

v 1o 201N e Cof V4

Ham dest adlewed
W

— ey ——

Tribunal’ s veders

e ———————

Date : 27.06.2016.
0.A. No.209 of 2015

Shri R.S. Vichare ...Applicant

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1 Heard Shri A.R. Joshi, the learned Advocate for

the Applicants and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered
affidavitin-reply affirmed by Shri K.P. Bakshi,
pdditional Chief Secretary, Home Department. It is -
taken on record.

ER He has explained that Shri Khedekar, Deputy
<ecretary who was attending the cases was trapped in
Anti Corruption matter -and he has been under
suspension. In that background he was not aware of

the procgedings.

4. The explanation can be accepted and directions
-0 pay cost can be deferred in case the Secretary files
an affidavit that the diary of cases would be
maintained and an officer and an aiternate officer is
nominated to keep track of the cases and report the

same to the appropriate higher officer/afficers.

5. An affidavit to this affect be filed and thereafter
the matter will be considered.

6. tearned P.O. for the Respondents states on
instructions received from Shri Suresh Khade, Deputy

" Secretary, Home Department that an affidavit on this

point would be filed on 30.06.2016.

7. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed.

8. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this

order to the Respondents.

9.  5.0.1030.06.2016. ;

et v
(A.H. Joshi,§.) -

- Chairman

sba




(G.C.R) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ) 18pl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNe.- " """ of 20 o ' DisTRICT
: . a Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE oo e ey o]
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. i errverreapreeyeanene reraeenn)
' Office Nutes, Office Memoranda of Caram,
© Appearance, Tribunal’s erders or ) Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar's orders i '
Date : 27.06.2016.
0.A. No.656 of 2015
Shri D.A, Puranik - ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. - Heard Shri A.R. loshi, the learned Advocate for
he Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned

resenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.Q. for the Respondents has tendered
affidavit-in-sur-rejoinder on behalf of Respondent

No.1. Itis taken on record.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri A.R.

loshi states that the pages relating to prayer is missing

from originat record, the same may be due to defect in

iling and prays for leave to add the pages. -

L Leave as prayed for is granted.

5. For coriecting the record, time is granted till
30.06.2016.

b. - 50.1t03006.2016.

: Chalr _
tba : ' {(Fro.




(G.C P S 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl- MAT-F-2 K,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. Cof 20 DistricT
| R Applicant/s
CAAVOCALE i )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffICEr. .. ooo s e s s s ensne s )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appuurance, Tribunud’s orders or Tribanal’'s orders
dircetions und Registrars orders .
Date : 27.06.207%.
0.A.No.596 of 2015
- . 'R.D. Sonawale " ... Applicant
Vversus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors _ ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri S.5. Dere, the learned Advocate for the

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

Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of learned P.00. Shri K.B. Bhise,

adjouméd t0 29.06.2016.

(U hanrmant - : i

! y

~{A.H. Josh
Chairman

- Dex o
i

Sis’ Fomrs & T?“D"-—. e

Cliop /D Lt e tsdent’s

Ady Toow. .... \QUE

P P P T TP P T e

H

LN

prk

verneiers

A




.G ]’) J7 2260 {A) 15, 00(]——2 2015) ‘ |8pl- MAT-IF-2 E,
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL
' MUNBAI
Original Application No. | ' of 20 Dustricy
L Applicint/s
(Advoente oo pre e )
e versus

‘Bhe State of Maharashtra and others
. Respendent/s

(Presenting Officer................. I OO S )]

Office Notes, Office Mcemoranda of Curam, .
Appearance, Lribunol’s vrders vr Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registear’s orders

Date : 27.06.2016.

: : 0.A.No.162 of 2014 with 167 of 2014 with
) ‘ _ . 0.A.No.1046 of 2014

Shri 5.R. Govekar (0.A.No.162/2014)

Shri 5.5. More - {0.A.No.167/2014)

Shri 5.D. Jadhav (0.A.N0.1046/2014).

) ..Applicants

Vs.
rhe State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1 Heard Smt. Pupam Mahajan, the learned

advocate for the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, Learned Advocate for the Applicant Smt. Punam

DATE - Q.?!L\]L " Mahajan states that Applicants have instructed her for-

Jwithdrawal of these O . As.
TAVH AL ik uf“}‘ﬂj

AR o3 \mm;_ “T'F‘ ' . . .
‘ : 3. Hence O.As. are disposed as withdrawn.

. i oniouls : (A,H Joshi

Chairman

arto., AL, Cﬂi? Are.. bevﬁ) ba
o3 m\’r\c\mm
.

[P0



(RGPS 3 2260 (A) HO,000—2-2015; fHple MaAP-2 B
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 District ‘
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCHEE e e }
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Res pm‘xdén ths

(Prescentling OUTICOL oot e J

Oftice Notes, Office Memorands of Coram,
Appeurunce, Pribuoal’s orders or Teibnnal’ s orvders

divections and Registrur’s orders

;
H
i
i
|
i
S S — e -
!
i
i
i

' Date : 27.06.2016.

0.A.No.91 of 2016

: P.A. Kamble ' ... Applicant
i .
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors " ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri LLN. Kamble, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. tearned P.O. Shri Al Chougule. for the

' Respondents prays for four weeks time for filing reply.

3. Time as prayed for is.granted.

pare:_- 29lelll 4. 5.0.t009.08.2016. N\,

ol P Rhr AL iDL Joski (Eairmartp v ol
O L N S P - -
S e Simarhiembal A (A.H. Joshi,

. ’ Chairman
prk '

.o

ETO



(G.C.P) J BGE (A) (50,000—2-2015) ' O lspie MATI2 B
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

L Pt iy

Original Application No. of’ 20 DistricT
e Applicant/s
{AAVOCALE L s )
vErSLs
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s -
(Presenting Ol Icer . e e )
Office Notes, Oftice Melmomndu 01_, Covam, ;
Appeursuce, Tribunal’s ovders or Tribusnal s crders
directions ond Registrar’s orders )
T o Date : 27.06.2016. - S
'0.A.No.385 of 2016
P.V. Kohok . ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors " ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant. and Shri AJ. Chougule, the -learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Learned P.O. Shri A.J. Chougule for the
Respocndents states as follows :-
Para-wise comments are received and two weeks
time is prayed for filing reply.
AT 1:7&(_,_“;, ) 3. Though two weeks time -is prayed, longer time is
P : granted in order that no further adjournments would. be
; ¥t Gan) necessary. Within four weeks, Admit,

oY ._:;;\.m:w . =
T T _ | "~ {A.H.Jos
et ﬁ.“;j‘; W'ﬂj‘ﬂlﬁ— : e Chairman

e,

[,

[PrO.



(LGP d 2260 (A) (5U000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RA’]‘I VE TRIB UN AL

15el- MAT-I-2 kK

MUNMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Disrricr
' e Applicant/s
(AAVOCHLE et e, i)
ERTES
The State of Maharashtra aad othervs
..... Regpondent/s
(Presenting Officer.............. .......................................... }
Oftiee NMotes, Office Manoeeranda o Corum, .
Appueuranee, Tribunul’s orders or - Trivunal’ s ordoers
directions and Registrar's orders Date : 27.06.2016.
0.A.No.179 of 2016
Dr. $.A. Mahajan & Ors, ... Applicants.
" Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors " ...Respondents.
1.. Héard‘ Shri JL.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate
_holding for Shri G. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

e {{halman)
Ferrires A

2. Learned P.Q. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for .the -

Respondents prays for four weeks time for filing reply.
3. Time as prayed for is granted.

4. 50.t009.08.2016. M

BNCHNE g & . *“m
3 kY d » S.HI
Chairman

prk

(P70



Office Notes, Otfice Memorunda of Corgm,

Appuarance, Tribunal’s orders or
directivns and Hegistrur's orders

Fribunal’ s vrders

DATE: 27)611k

Date : 27.06.2016.
0.A.No.546 of 2016

A.L. Jadhav _ Applicant.
Versus _

The Sfate of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri R.G. Pancﬁal, the {earned Advocate for

the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. tssue notice returnable on 09.08.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for fihal disposal at this

stage anc separate noticé for final disposal shalt not be

tssuec.

4. . Appliéant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/-notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along w.ith complete paper book
of O.A.. Respondents are put té nOt.iCE that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

hearing.

5. ' This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of

the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal {Procedure)

Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open..

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed
post, coeurier and acknowledgement be obtainéd and

produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

- within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice,

7. Reply be filed answering each and every paragraph,

averment and point.

8. Learned P.O. Smt. K.5. Gaikwad states that there is

no possibility of forcibly eviction of the Applicant, hence,

for hearing adjourned tn.09.08.2Q16. -

S/~

{A.HJoshi, JKN T
Chairman
prk



WLOLPT 2260 (A) (30,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT]VE TRIBUNAIL

13pl- MAT-F-2 R

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Disrrier
[ Applicant/s
(AGVOURTE 1o ee e anans }
veraus
The State of Mabiarashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Oflcer. i e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda ﬁf Corim, .
Appearanee, Tribunels ordevs or Tribunal's ordecs
directions und Registear’s ovders * .
‘Date: 27.06.2016.
0.A.No.340 of 2016
) K.V. Sawant - .- Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents.
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

27\t

fica Shii A, HL Josht (Chaiiman)

v e A it
L ECRT AN ML P P YT L0 8 L T,

'7“; o ,wu‘-\/

coARe e T

‘_.x-

e 853, el

=
OHO G Dt}

I\.u)l Rl f

Adg Tow. l-OIBll.@.;. skere Gy 4

Hamdagh. 2.

<

Be

the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. learned P.O. Shri AJ. Chougule for the

Respcmdénts prays for four weeks time for filing reply.

3. Time as prayed for is-granted by Way of last chance.

4, Respondent No.2 shall be free to decide the

applicant’s appeal in the intervening period.

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

to communicate this order to the Respondents.

6. S.0.10 10.08.2016.

4/—

(AH Joshl, g
Chairman

[(Pre



(G.OPyJ 2260 (A) (BO,RO0—2-2010) - [Spl.- MAT-F2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate .................... )]
Versies
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.....nnn et et eveeeans )
‘ Oflice Notes, Oflice Memoranda of Covun,
Appearance, tribunal’s orders ov Tribunal’s orders
direvtions and RHegistrar’s orders Date : 27.06.2016.
0.A.No.341 of 2016
D.G. Pilankar : ... Applicant
i Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O.- Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the

Respondents prays for four weeks time for filing reply.
3. Time as prayed for is granted by way of last chance.

4. Respondent No.2 shall he free to decide the

aslehit applicant’s appeal in the intervening period..

stA L Jes (Thoirman) 5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

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

6. 5.0.to 10.08.2016.

S YT R |
a;-f.ui,-a lalﬁnbw ‘ | i B Q‘Qi/«/.__

oshi AN
AL T 10\3\ G, }ﬁ?\o @-f? 2‘ U::.:i;iimgfr;ﬂ
Hordest. 2\ed prk

(21



(GLCP 2260 (A (50,000—2-2015) 1Bpl- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE IVIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

MUMBALI
Original Application No. of 20 Disrricr .
..... Applieant/s
(AAVOCALE coiii e e b et erann )
verius
‘ The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer........cocovveviiiieieeriiinee e et )
Ur't'gce Nuotes, Otfice Mempruudu of Cdorum, . )
Appedsvunce, Tribunul’s erders ar. Tribunal’'s orders
divections and Registrar’s ovders '
Date : 27.06.2016.
i M.A.No.255 of 2016 in O.A.N0.615 of 2016
Shri G.D. Pawar & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Wdvocate for the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Thisis an application for leave to sue jointly.

. Considering the cause of action pursued by the

Applicants is common, concurrent and usual, the cases

are not required to be decided separately.

oo Shit AL B joshi {Clanzrman),-

v ek us in this view of the matter, the present Misc.

Application is allowed subject to Applicants paying

requisite court fees, if already paid.

oy L it
.\ .
tias fospondan/s '
. . '\;VV 1

shi

;}rq—ﬁﬂﬁl‘).@lwﬂ‘gm | | Cha| rma
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[rro.



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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
© Original Application No. of 20 DistriCT
S Applicant/s
(Advuc 111 - SRR e eed)
versny
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFFICOEevv e ereeesesiss st oes e e feetere ey e )
Offtce Notus, Office Memoz'undu‘t‘)-f Coratn,
Appearance, Tribunat’s orders v Tribunal’s orders
divections und Registrar’s orders:
Date : 27.06.2016.
0.A.N0.615 of 2016 (88"
> shri G.0D. Pawar & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad prays fortime till 29.06.2016.
25008 |
e 'L“L—**——_ 3. 5.0.10 29.06.2016.

o Fh,hh}gk { X '
ot Sy Pt J

*-6“4//

(A H. .Ioshl,
Chawman

8 Y Manchetay

K‘s qq\me_J
- sbia

Ady, Tov,. "ljl,L\ }é
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(GLCP) T 2260 (A) (BD000-—2-2015) ’

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

1Spl.- MAT-F-2 I

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 HSTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate...............; ............................................. 3
versus

‘Tha State of Maharashtra.and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Qfficer.................. ...................... }

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda ot Corum,
Appeuarance, Tribunul’s ordides or Tribunal’s orders -
directions and Registyur’s orders

Date : 27.06.2016.

0.A.No.120 of 2016
. P.M. Jamadar : ... Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Re.sponde.nts.

1. Heard Shri S.5. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0. Shri AJ. Chougule for the
Respondents has tendered reply for the Respondents. [t is

taken on record.

DA’@_; i1

COR S 3. Learned ‘Advocate Shrl 5.5. Dere for the Applicant
LWL L a i

i Shirh A B bl (i g prays for time.

b st

4, Time as prayed for is granted.

"5, S.0. 10 11.07.2016.

(AH. Joshi, K
Chairman

prk

[2ro.




(G.CPY J 2260 (A) (BU000-—-2-2015)

18pl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE I\lAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

J‘
A
ik w\' MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT

(ADVOCALE .. it e e inge e aee cnaenes

. Apbliuant/s'

versies

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer

..... Respondent/s

Oifice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearunee, Yribunal’s ordels or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

parm_aslclle
T send {{Tainman)
g { M. e D “;'UT!&'*

O s -55 e e
(el Al

Date : 27.06.2016.
0.A.No.41 of 2016

5.B. Sawant ... Applicant

Versus

The State _of Maharashtra & Ors ...hespondents.

1. Heard Shri $.5. Dere, the learned Advocate holding
for Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents

prays for time for filing reply.
3. Time as prayed for is granted.

4, Adjourned to 11.07.2016. a

-

{A.H. Joshi,
Chairman
prk

(2T



(G.CUFD J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ‘ -[Spl} MAT-F2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBAI ' .

Original! Application No. of 20 Districe
' ’ o Applicant/s
(AAVOCILE (oo )
’ versus
Alr.{ihc Stdte of Maharashtra and others
..... Eeapondent/s
: {

(Presenting Officer...........c.c.. ...... e e et )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s erders
directions and Hegistrar's orders '

“Date : 27.06.2016.

M.A.No.85 of 2016 in 0.A.No.198 of 2016

. C.A. V\yavahare o ....‘Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents. '

1. Heard Shri G.A. 'BandiWadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. -

2. Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the.
Respondents prays for a week’s time for filing reply.

DAT‘E: : 9‘?]‘?"" 3. Reply be filed to both O.A. and M.A..

St AU Tnai {Chaitmany ' .

e e ‘ 4. Adjourned to 11.07.2016.

oot et e bSEA : Q
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sl el _ : {A.H. JoShi,
o KS Qakned Chairman |
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBU NAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.579 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SOLAPUR

V.K. Pawar .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ' ....Respondents.

Shri R.G. Panchal, the learned Advacate for the Applicant.

Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE 27.06.2016.
ORDER
1. Heard Shri R.G. Panchal, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J.

Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri R.G. Panchal for the Applicant prays for leave to amend

for adding certain amendments.

3. Learned Advocate Shri R.G. Panchal undertakes to carry out the amendment

tomorrow i.e. 28.06.2016 during the course of the day.

4. Leave as prayed for is granted. Amendment copy be served upon the
Respondents.

5. Issue notice returnable on 18.07.2016.

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

final disposal shall not be issued.

7. 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 wouid be taken up for final disposal

at the stage of admission hearing.



8. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the WMaharashtra
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 obtained and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the

Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and

notice.

10. Notice for final disposal. It is hoped that para-wise reply should be filed in order

that the case can be taken up for final disposal.

11. S.0.to 18.07.2016.

(A.H. Joshi, J}
Chairman
prk




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.112 OF 2016

DiSTRICT : THANE

S.S. Munj & Ors. ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. : ....Respondents.

Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advacate for the Applicants.

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

CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE 27.06.2015.
ORDER
1. Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri

K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents has tendered affidavit affirmed
by Shri Rajnish Seth, Principal Secretary (Special), Home Department, Mantralaya,

Mumbai. It is taken on record.

3. On perusal of the affidavit it was found that :-
(a) The contents of the affidavit are wholly unsatisfactorily. it does not
comply with the directions of this Tribunal as per order dated
16.06.2016.

(b) The affidavit of Shri Rajnish Seth, Principal Secretary (Special), does not
answer to the contents of paragraph 4 of the order dated 16.06.2016.

4, This Tribunal had questioned to learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise whether Shri Rajnish
Seth, Principal Secretary (Special) would be available personally, Learned P.O. had

requested that the case may be kept back for some time.



5. Later on when the case was called out Shri Rajnish Seth, Principal Secretary
(Special) had arrived personally and has expressed remorse for improper affidavit and

undertakes to file proper affidavit.

6. In the background that affidavit filed by Shri B.P. More, Deputy Director in the
office of Director, Directorate of Forensic Science La boratories, which is from page 48 of
the paper book, does not deal with the averments contained in the O.A., may be
because this Tribunal wanted him to answer limited questions. Be it as it may, let the

affidavit answering each and every paragraph, averment and point be filed.

7. Shri Rajnish Seth, Principal Secretary (Special) is directed to file appropriate
affidavit and while doing so he shall deal with each and every paragraph, averment and

peint raised in the O.A..

8. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O. to communicate this order

to the Respondents.

9. 5.0. to 12.07.2016.

{A.H. Joshi, |
Chairman
prk
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directions and Registrar’s orders

. 0.A.586/2016

Dr. S. S. Chappalwar ... Applicant
Vs, '
The State of Mah. & ors. Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K_S,
Gaikwad holding for Ms, N.G. Gohad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

. It appears that this matter was heard by
. ' the Hon’ble Vice-Chairman. Hearing the rival
submissions, I direct that the matter be placed
before the Hon’ble Vice-Chairman for the course
of action considered appropriate. The matter be
placed before that Bench tomorrow i,
28.6.2016.

Sd/-

(R.B. Malik)~/ © 'A

Member (J)
27.06.2016
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. Applicant/i
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The State of Mahavashtra and others

{Presenting Officer.......l. e

‘. Respoudeni/s

............................. )

Gitiee Notes, Gilice Memoranda ui Corain,
Appearance, Tribunab’s orders o

dircciions and Kegistracs orders

Tribwerai’ s orders

o5l (Chairman),
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Date:27.06.2016.

0.A.No.405 of 2016
P.H. Wig ... Applicant
‘Versus
The State.;)f Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.
1. Héard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurchit is directed to
secure instructions on the following points - '

{a) Whether the chargesheet is likely to be
issued to the Applicant and time frame
thereto.

(b) Is the appeal preferred by the Applicant is
likely to be taken up for hearing by any
officer to whom it may be ésSigned by His
Excellency the Hon’ble Governor.

) Statement be made on the next date.

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

to communicate this order to the Respondents.

07 | X
4, . S.0.t022.66.2016.
Sf’/"’
pmrm—————— -
(A.H. Josﬁ_ 1, }
Chairman

prk
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1G.C P J 2260 (A) (30,000—2-2015)

-IN THE MAIlARASHTRA AI}I’VHNIS’ TRATIVE TRISUNAL

MUMBAYX
Original Application No. © . of 20 Digrrlet
. Applicant/s
CAAVOCATE <. veeeee st ees s eeee e eer st ereereree s )
Uersies
The State of Maharashira and olhicrs
. Hespoandent/s

(Presenting Officer..........ceoconi. e L)

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appuarance, Teibunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s ciodecs

DATE:Q—“/(G/‘ &
CORAM :

Hon'ble Shii. RAJIV AGARWAL
{Vice - Chairmag)
Hou'ble 3hri BB, MALIK {Member) o]

AJJ."E:'A HANMCE

S 'E‘ L. [:\ound@bm

Advoesie fov the Applivast
_Srsar s l60.80 Grana ‘@J@—CJ £

""fﬁ?\?o foi tie R&pamﬁmm 9 .
te)yl)

////f

~ R.A.42/2015 in 0.A.254/2004
Shri R.N. Shinde ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. . Respondents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

Shri Chandratre, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant requests for time to file Misc.
Application for condonation of delay. Time
granted.

S.0. to 184 July, 2016.

Sd/- Sd/-
~{R.B. Malik) (Rdjiv Afarwal)®
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
27.06.2016 27.06.2016

(skw)
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{(3.C.P) J 2260 (A) 150,000—2.2015

*

Bl MAT-E-2 B

IN - THE MAHARASHTRZX ADMINISTHATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No,

CAdvocate ... e e e PR

af’ 20

Disikicr

.... Applicant/s

versis

The State of Maharashtra aud ochess

(Presenting Officer........ol e

- Respondeni/s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
* Appearauce, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections and Registrar’s orders

Tribaaal’ s vidicvs

e 0.A.354/2015.

Qﬂ;é7/é/)’€_

How'ble Shri. RANV AGARWAL
(i ¢ - Chairman)

MALIK (Member)

Advotiie for the Apdican
e RN G*CUMQ“MJ

PO, ’“u the Respondents\&b 2.2
N §2 i Aircas en Slosle e n

oo (1 t\w 3,5,4, 11 &1\8.

A

S0 Jr@ Bo[é(i@ F
Rt galrs 2. - @
Bhk2@/(5,

and - Shri

- =0 Manchelal.

Shri Mahesh M. Sapre .. Applicant
Vs. '

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

Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Smt: K.8. Gaikwad
for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents 1 & 2
AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for Respondents 3,5,9,11 & 18,

The learned P.O. seeks an adjournment
because the learned C.P.O. is in personal
difficulty. The learned Advocate Shni
Bandiwadekar strongly objects to the grant of
adjournment inter-alia on the ground that it was
decided that in as much as there is no stay from
the Hon'’ble High Court, this matter will be heard
today. As far as the High Court matter is
concerned, we are informed that the Writ
Petition will be on Board of the Hon’ble High
Court tomorrow (lLe. 28.6.2016). Considering
the rival submissions and the objection of the
learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar, we direct
in the interest of justice that even as today, the
matter is being adjourned but all arrangements
must be made by the official Respondents to

"make sure that no adjournment is sought on the

next date.

S.0. to 30% June, 2016.

VS
Sd/- Sd/-
~AR.B. Malik) Rdjiv Aghrwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
27.06.2016

27.06.2016
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