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0.A. No.281 of 2016

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned

* Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This OA does not brook any delay for
disposal and is, therefore, being dlsposed off here
and now.

3. It is made clear that I proceed to make order
hereon effectively rejecting the request of the Ld.
CPO for time to file affidavit in reply and the
justification will become clear as the order.proceeds.

4. The applicant has suffered an order of removal
from service at the hands of the disciplinary authority
on the allegations of bigamy. T am not called upon
nor do I express any opinion at all on the merit of the
matter. I also do not bind the concerned appellate
authority with any of my observations. The fact is
that the appeal against the order of removal from
service was lodged on 15.4.2013 and the appeal itself
has not been decided so far and that is the ultimate
relief viz. the decision of the appeal that is sought in
this OA. In my view the appeal has become more

~than over .due for decision and, therefore, the

concetned appellate authority seized of the appeal
must decide it within a period of eight weeks from
today. It is accordingly so directed. The concerned
appellate authority to decide the appeal within eight
weeks from today and communicate its decision
within one week thereafter. The OA is disposed off

in these terms with no order as to costs. o I\
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2.

Advocate for the Applicant and Miss Neelima
Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

The affidavit in rejoinder is taken on record.
Admit. To be placed before appropriate bench along
with OA No.65 of 2016. Affidavit in sur-rejoinder,

if any, must be filed on the next date and not

thereafter. S.0.1t06.4.2016. £\ /"\
Sd/-

(RB. Malik) ~ ¢’ ‘\-\3
Member (J)
28.3.2016
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- Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer for tl}e Respondents.

2. Ld. PO’s request for last chance for filing
affidavit in reply is strongly opposed by Shri
Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate. = OA 1s set down
finally for filing affidavit in reply. It is made clear
that regardless of whether reply is filed or not the OA
shall proceed to its next stage. S.0. 10 4.4.2016.
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Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learﬁed'
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer for t}le Respondents.

2. Ld. PO’s request for last chance for filing
affidavit in reply is strongly opposed by Shri
Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate. - QA is set down
finally for filing affidavit in reply. It is made clear
that regardless of whether reply is filed or not the OA
shall proceed to its next stage. S.0. )0\4.4.2016.-

Sd/-

(R.B.Malik) !
Member (I}
28.3.2016
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: - O:AS, “0.19 48 81049 0f 2015 —
Heard Shri .A.V. Bandiwadekar, Ilearned

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

2. Ld. PO’s request for last chance for filing
affidavit in reply is strongly opposed by Shri
Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate. - OA is set down
finally for filing affidavit in reply. It is made clear
that regardless of whether reply is filed or not the QA
shall proceed to its next stage, 8. 0. 10 4.4.2016.
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versus
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..... Respondent/s -
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Office Notea, Office Memoranda of Coram, )
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directions and Registrar’s orders

O-A-NoS4of 2016

Heard Shri Sandeep Dere, learmned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned
Chief Presentmg Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Dere, Ld. Advocate submits that order
dated 1.3.2016 issued by respondent no.2 came to be
served on the applicant, who is present in the court
just now, on 153.2016. See my order dated
2.2.2016. By order dated 1.3.2016 the applicant has
been reverted to the post of Senior Clerk from the
post of Head Clerk. Therefore, [ direct that the effect
thereto shall be held in abeyance till 4.4.2016. With
this direction this OA stands disposed off with liberty
to institute another OA on the same cause of action
read in the light of the subsequent developments. No
order as to costs. Hamdast. =~~~ —~ A PA
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QM (RBW

Vica ol hoit Member (I)
Hon'Me Shei B. B, MALTE {i- “rr).J"—"’_' ' 28.3.2016
APPEARANTE . (sg) ‘ _
MMSS e
Adverate for the o

ShrsWH H— P\%P%@kﬂ‘ -
C.PO LBO-TEr the Responden?

Adi_Tomes fop\__.,u J«\Spegeelﬁa“

HCOMCQC@%’—- ﬁj’“

[PTO.



Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-
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Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
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Tribunal’s orders

DatE:__2319)]¢
CORAM: '

. Hon'blz Justice Shri A. ¥, Joshi {Chairman)
Hen'bie-Shri-M-Remeshlkumar (Member)A

Shri/Se, ..B:Qﬂ,{nf%rh
Advoests S vt Applicent

Shyi '&:n—-Kf.)?'?,Z\l:ﬁ"""“ ........ vsas

C.RO PO for the Kespondent/s

Ady. To 2-'_7! ARLE

B

Date : 28.03.2016.
C.A.No.101 of 2014 in 0.A.No.476 of 2012

1. | Heard Applicant in person and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent.

2 Applicant’s claim that certain monetary demands of
the applicant which according to him, are part of legal
dues, remain unfulfilled. ‘Applicant has shown narration in

the following manner :-.

(a) Date of fixation of pay in the post of
. Director should have been’given effect from
01.08.2000 instead of 16.06.2000.
(Narration is seen in paragraph 3 at page
114 of the O.A. paper book).

{b) Deficiency in calculation of pension based
on actual pay at correct rate {as explained in
paragraph 7 at page 191 of the 0.A. paper
book).

(c) Grade pay of Rs.12,000/- for the post of
Director based on U.G.C.'s policy decision
circular {as narrated in paragraph 8 , page
192 of the O.A. paper book).

{d) increment due to Ph.D (as seen in the ™
paragraph at page 188 of the Q.A. paper
book).

(e) Consequential payment of arrears on all

these claims and payment on interest of
delay arrears.

3. This Tribunal is of the considered view that these

demand should be first arranged in the sequence of date’
of eligibility, as claimed-by the applicant, and thereafter
Respondents should examined eligibility, take decision of
action thereof and such of the points which seems to be

worth contested should be replied by filing affidavit.

4. Applicant undertakes to furnish to the Respondents

to redrawn summary of demand along with date of

sequence. _
5. 5.0. to 27.04.2016. 3\
Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, J'{Y b
Chairman
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Date: 28.03:2016. O.A. No. 206/2016.

(1) None for the applicant. Heard Ms. K.S.

Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

(2) - Learned P.O prays for three weeks time
for filing affidavit in reply. -

(3)  Though three weeks time is prayed,
longer fime s granted "so that no further

adjournment would be necessary

(4)  Hence adjourned to 3.05.2016.

.

Sd/-

(A.H. Joshaﬂ.l—)
Chairman
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‘ ) Tribunal's orders

Date: 28.03.2015. Q.A. 952/2015

(1) Heard Shri RM. Kolge, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Shri A.J.
Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the

respondents.

(2)  Leamned Presenting Officer has tendered

affidavit. It is taken on record.

(3)  Learned advocate for the applicant prays

for time to consider the reply and file rejoinder

only if necessary.
DATE ‘\(LMIL 4y 8.0 t05.04.2016.
CORAM ;
Hou'hiz drstice Shri A . Soski (Chas . ‘ ' 3\
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versusg
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
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DATE: _ 23| 2\)¢
CORAM; =
Hon'bt Justize Shri A. ., Joshi (Chaitman)

Shr s Yo OWISE

CLO 0 o the fespondent/s

Ad). To '—’j\hl lk.

Date : 28.03.2016.

1.

- Applica

2.

prk

0.A.No.1253 of 2009

Learned Ad\:ocate Ms. S.P, Manch

nt has filed a leave note.

ekar for. the

in view of leave note, Adjourned to 29.04.2016.

Y

Sd/-

" {A.H. Joshi, 1

Chairman
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Date: 28.03.2016. (D.B. Matter)
;&A. No.'133/2015 in O.A. No. 1051/2012

(1)  Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the
“learned Advocate for the applicant and Ms. N.G.
Gohad; the learned Presentmg Officer for the

respondcnts

(2) Shri Vijay A. Jagkar, Assistant, Social
Justice and Special Assistance Departrhent is
present in the Court.

(2)  Learned P.O states as follows:

(i) The order passed on 14.03.2016
was not communicated to the

, respondents. -
DATE:__ 283\ |

CORAM o : | - (i)
Hon'tiy fu ‘.:‘ce Shri A. H. Joshi {Chairman)

Two weeks time may be granted

for communication of the order.

(3)  In view of the request of leamed P.O

-A ¥, fbﬁnﬁm‘“‘“‘i‘““” S.0 to 4.04.2016.

k %!{.5’7[
C.r RIS ‘ur thu F\w: \).ld\n"/S ‘ ‘ .
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Ady. Towmn 281160

HT

Date: 28.03.2016. (D.B. Matter)
C.A. No. 89/2015 in O.A. 1091/2010

1)  Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhisg,
the . learned 'Fresentingr Officer  for the

Respondents.

(2)  The learned Advocate for the applicant

states as follows:-

“Steps have been taken to release |
applicant’s pension and he is expecting
certain comphiances on his side to be

done.”

(3) 5.0 10 26.04.2016

3\ :
Sd/-

TR

Chairman
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CORAM :
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Hon'ble Siri . B. MALIK (Member) 3
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—pem et iepud !
W '
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'Col‘* 1079—/(:?:)

O.A-No.1071 of 2015

T O +

Applicant and Advocate absent. Heard Shri
D.B. Khaire, learned Special Counsel for respondent
no.l and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, leamed Chief
Presenting Officer for Respondent No.2.

2. OA proceeds without affidavit in reply of
respondent no.2. Finally adjourned for affidavit. in
rejoinder to 20.4.2016. It is made clear that even if

| respondent no.2 wants to file the reply they must file

it on that date only and no adjournment\should be

given to them. S.0.1020.4.2016. =
Sd/- -
(RB.Malik) %> P°
Member (J)
28.3.2016

(sgi)

PO,



Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-


Office Notes, Office Memorands of Coram, S
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or S Tribunsl'n aerders

Clrevtlons and Reglstrar's orders | M.A. No.133 0f 2016 in 0.A. No.893 0f 2015

Heard Shri Khateeb Vakeel, learned Advocate-
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. |

2. - This MA is for setting aside the order of
dismissal of the OA for default made on 15.2.2016.

3. Thave perused the record and proceedings. By
an order made;\sh while ago on MA No.134 of
2016, 1 condoned the delay in making this MA for-
restoration. In the ultimate analysis the delay is of 6
to 7 days and although the Ld. PO strongly objects
this MA and seeks time to file reply, I am of the
opinion that regard being had to the state of the
record such as it is there is nothing to indicate that
‘the conduct of the applicant is contumacious so as to.
make 3 liable to suffer the order of dismissal in
default. Whichever way the OA goes it is necessary
in my view and in the interest of justice that an
* opportunity is given to the applicant to argue the

matter and get an order on merit.

4.  MA is, therefore, allowed and order dated
15.2.2016 dismissing OA for default stands set aside
and the said OA is restored to file on the same
- number which it was registered at for being heard on

1 l & ‘ ~ merits. Post restoration the OA to appear before
DatE: 2B(3 l - appropriate bench for reply on 25.4.2016. MA is

CORAM : . - allowed in these terms with no order as to costs.

" _{(Vice - Chairman) ' . v Sd/-
Hor "ble Shri R. B. MALIK {Member) r—r N
APFEARANCE: . | (KB, M) ;L@} 3 \\\
N éhmiaaﬁa \{colea] ‘Member (J)
Sl | 28.3.2016

 Advovats for the Anplicait _ _ (Sg]) '
Shri WAT‘C(/\QQL'%LQQL

~EPOT PO, Tor the Respondents
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FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
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Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . ) Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders

M.A. No.134 of 2016 in O.A. No.893 of 2015

* Heard Shri Khateeb Vakeel, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, leamed
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This MA is for condonation of delay in

~ making MA No.133 of 2016 for restoration of the
OA that went by default on 15.2.2016. In fact it

~ appears- that this MA and MA No.133 of 2016 for
restoration came to be presented on 21.3.2016.
There is a delay of 6 or 7 days. Although the Ld. PO
strongly opposes this MA, in my -opinion interest of
justice must prevail and, therefore, instead of
adopting a technical approach this MA is allowed. -
The delay in presenting MA _for restoration is
condoned and the said application shall be heard on
its own merit. No order as to_costs hereof.

| Sd/-
DATE : aal@hé | - (RB.Malik) 5 o721 4
CORAM. : o , Member (I} ‘ '
Hon'bia Shei . : -28.3.2016
!I E! - 3 ,- " :
Hon'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) J— (se))
APPEARANCE :

Advocats or the Annlicaf_\t

Shirt Smtera Bl SN C‘—a cefe
RGO for the Respondems
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(AAVOCALE .ore it et res e e rar s )
Uersus’
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... "Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer.........coovvemrivnicniiiiiiinnnn. feeeeervrer e rre e nreees)

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

Tribunal’s orders

OA-No.97-0£2016

af
A AT R TR O O

DATE : ’J—‘BlB{ | 61
CORAM : :
Horble Shrk—RA I ACARRIAL—

) ;j Fime s y ;
Hon'ble Sari R. B, MALIK (Member) S
APPEARANCF

Prd/Smtte, oS rD%ﬁuz_

Advoeste fior the Applicant

S G Ge had

0. for the [\u spoudents |
oP\ B o Ay,
—AdiTomai B Bk Q_O“}
Hamid

Penak.

'hé.

;L

Heard Shri C.S. Damre, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Miss Neehma Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO seeks further time to file affidavit in
reply. My order dated 3.3.2016 needs to be perused.
No further adjournment for affidavit in reply can be
given. The OA is-formally admitted and in the set of
these circumstances it is directed to be placed before
appropriate bench on 20.4.2016. But it is made clear
that on, that date at least if the affidavit in reply is
tender;it will be taken on record otherwise the steps

in accordance with law will be taken. S.0. to
20.4.2016. Hamdast. — -
Sd/-
RB. Malik) &[S |14
Member (J) _
28.3.2016

(s)

[PTO.



Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-


(GC P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000---2.2015) |%pl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATI\rE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI ‘
Original Application No,’ _ R of 20 : . Distrier
o Applicant/s
(Advocate .............,... e e e i)
versus

The étate of Maharashtfa and others

..... Respondenﬂs

{Presenting Oﬁicer.,.., ....... e reetes s e etabeet e e s ta s ................. )

Offico Notes, Office Memorandn' of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s prders or ' ‘Tribunal’ s orders

directions nnd Registrar's orders
O.A No. 1033 of 2015

| Heard Shri AV Sakolkar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of Ld. PO last chance is

: - granted for filing affidavit in reply. 8.0. t0 4.4.2016.
DATE : Q—%‘S\{’g - Sd/-
CORAM : ' JQ,
——Hom bt St RATYAGARWAL— : (REB Malik) 48] 2| \
Hon'ble Stei BB, MA{IK (Me:;!l)er) . . : Member (J)
APPEARACE : - : 28.3.2016

R/ Gser, A M BstlgoKean (s2))

Advaocais for ﬂ*eA nnlicang

,/—G-P'U—_; J fm rhc Rkapﬂﬁdents

. f:x/a/fé

—f{d’i fU e iibiany

'ﬁ@wpaf'/u - A

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, Com of 20 . Distmier
. ' T . ..‘..Ap‘]ﬂ'icant/s
(Advocate ... P R TS .) \
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondenﬂé

(Presenting Ofﬁcer .................. Feee et ey e STTRTSUIUTIUTIN )

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

. : i O.A T\Tn212n‘F7 16

OF 5 I SA=

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, leamed
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2.  Affidavit in reply is taken on record. Shri
Lonkar, Ld. Advocate informs that the applicant does
not want to file rejoinder. Admit. Liberty to

-mention.. : Sd/-

) ' lgllé | (R,B’mlk)W]J\\

DATE: 2.9 - . _ Member (J)

CORAM : . 28.3.2016
W oy srauwu ; '

. (sgj)

Hon'ble Shri k. B, WA._i X (Mw 1acr):r“*'

APPEARANCE :

et b W b2l L con

Adveeate for the Anplicens

Shri S fn T es i ence. .CJ‘J-'“

), ftv‘ the Res 5y soadents

peﬂo(?, Qited G o pespondbit.

~Aditeam, rapns
DA - 2y D, - 3
Lt o> frendi ot

R

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUI\IBAI
Original ApplicationNo.” ~ *" *  of 20 - . Distmer
- . Apphcant/s
(AQVOCALE .oieieiriiiieiecc e, )
versus

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

(Presenting Officer.......c.vuuvvan.... Frreerfeeetenie e i apnann veneenns )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corafn,
Appesrance, Tribunals orders or ' Tribunal’'s orders .

directions and Registrar’s‘ orders .
‘ O Nao-dl1s nf 2014
Al LN WP P N T W

FEYEER LY

. Heard Shri A.V. ‘Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Miss Neelima
| Gohad, learned = Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. '

2. The affidavit in rejoinder is taken on record.
Admit. To be placed before appropriate bench along
~with OA No.65 of 2016. Affidavit in sur-rejoinder,
if any, must be filed on the next date and not
thereafter. 8.0.106.4.2016. 4\ /™\

Sd/-
d
mm-:z.%‘\allé - (RB. Malik) g/
=3 - Member (J)
CORAM: S | 28.3.2016

Hon"ble Siri k. 5. 4,115 (Member) ——
APPEARAWIT -

Advoratc Fa i -'s-«w:,
C.PG!PO for Qﬁa& _1‘ i
ﬂfdoﬂmdﬂ)&——_ @4( &‘ APP (Rl -
PV S = - S = ‘5[/\.1,,}[6‘_
D ho-eds Acucdt—
- ::25 ’,) g
(3] . 7,
beﬂomc\— QFF“‘AP‘UZJE Cﬁ'fi
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(Advocate ...ooevvereeiiiernines e e ettt et e eesr s b

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

{(Presenting Officer.......coovenviennes ety e iaena, )

Office Notes, Office Memorandn.of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s vrders or Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders
e O 247 10251 e Ufﬂ@lé

al oy
[FERET IS LT

~ Heard Smt. Prabha Badadare, learned
| Advocate for the Applicants and Shri NXK.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

12. Smt. Badadare furnishes for my perusal the
order dated 18.3.2016 in batch of writ petitions one
of which was against my order made in these OAs.
The Bench of the Hon’ble Chief Justice has been
pleased to make these matters time bound to be
decided by 30.5.2016. Ld. Advocate for the
applicants is requested to place on record a copy of
the said order of the Hon’ble High Court. It is made
clear that these OAs will have to be disposed off
latest by 6.5.2016 and not later and, therefore,

schedule which is being appointed must be strictly
adhered to. The affidavits in reply must be filed on
11.4.2016 but copies thereof must be furnished to the
Ld. Advocate for the applicants by 7.4.2016. The
order of formal admission shall be made on that date

o e ' regardless of whether the reply is filed or not and a
DATE 2%\5 \ > . short date will be given for final hearing of the OAs.
CORAM: S.0. to 11.4.2016. o~ —~

Sd/-

Hon'ble Shr kLB M ALIS oo oer

‘ 1u "f\‘f_."'_:" ‘_:‘.;) . . x |
APPEARANUL 7 (R.B. Mahk) ﬁ\g ]3 \\\Q
s e fabla ’%QCLQC&M Member (J)
' | 28.3.2016

Advocate 7 the f"“n‘lc At ! .
Sthl‘-‘- JERNAN- WLA—' (sg))

Lo Rw.u onde

TIeY

s.e.de u_fﬁhé-

- [RTO.
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. ot of 20 - DIS’I“RICT‘ S ‘
. «o. Applicant/s
(AdVOCALE .o iri s, dssesrs s rean e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer............ et r ettt et b e eara e i)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
- —— O.As. No:208.209-& MOGfJ}lé

Heard Shri K.R. J agdale, learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurchit, learned
Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2.-  Affidavits -in reply on behalf of respondent
no.2 will be filed during the course of the day as per
submissions of the Ld. CPO. For affidavits in reply
of other respondents more particularly of respondent
no.3 the OAs are finally adjourned t(,)/5\4.2016. -

Sd/-

R ) 3 b
_ (Vige - {laizmmin)— _ Member (J)

Hon"ble Sari &. B, ?--!#&U?-?.{i*-zmber)r" , 1 28.3.2016

APPEARSICE (sgj) '

R _ T@%&@M

----------

Advecste {50 the Appiicang ,
Shri /ST MM Q\%FWLA*

C‘.P.-OH’U fo the ,t);;den o

R \511‘( ]'6

._Aedy—Te.s = Jndsbiaaenn )
Yoo (L@—@Ly' ik _‘;’LM
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Office Notés Office Men-mrandsi 6f Coram, -°
Appeurance, Tribunal's orders or 7 Tribunal’s vrders

dlrebtlena and Registrar's orders

M.A. No.103 0f 2016 in O.A. No.219 0f 2016

Heard Shri A.S. Golegaonkar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
. Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 11.4.2016.

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

5. . This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule
11 of the Maharashtra- Administrative 'Trib.unal
(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

DATE _i?_,gl 3 l vy | to file affidavit of compliance and notice.
CORAM : '
—Hon'ble Shet RAHVAGARWAL __ “—",- 7. S.0.t011.4.2016. ,~_ —
. —(Vice + Chairman)— : i Sd/-
o e Dt K. B MALIK (?\f'e‘nber) I _
Mrt“ft::’f_‘f_&_?__ | ) 4‘ : (RB Mahk) ygl 3 \ (<7
St LS Q;pleﬁa@mk% ‘ ~ Member(J)
' 28.3.2016

Advr),,a 1o For U«ul’*mlmm -
Shri S, H_ PCQ/LOL\J ‘}_ (Sg]) .

C.PO Grthe r’es—ar
*mcs%a c_au Hu_
l 6%@)__5 c:cLQO_e,{MU\ .

e [LITT
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[Spl- MAT-F2 E.

(G.C.P) J 2260 (A} (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL
o MUMBAI :

(Advocate

(Presenting Officer

Original Application No.

District
..... Applitant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

Respondent/s

Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunut’s orders or
directions and Registra's drdevs

Tribunal's orders -

DATE: 28|zl -
CORAM

=URAM .

Hon ble Just
: i I!j:c Shri A5 Joghi (@hhrmmi

APPELR \Nr
Shei/Sus, 1., Lhandeabe

Advoesis fur 1 5 Ap diant,

S‘h{'l fSint . ¥ . ﬁhli.‘—,;—
CPO/PO, tor the i\..smuda*m‘x

Ady Tc.......?l)“l”f’

Bl LY VTV

Date ; 28.03.2016.

0.A.N0.1058 of 2015

1. ‘Heard Shri cT Chandratre, 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

.states as follows :-

(a) Written instructions are received to the
effect that for assigning deemed date of
promotion to the post of Police Inspector

two months time is required.’

(b} The action would be completed and .
communicated to the Applicant.

3. Reasons as to why two months time is needed are

not coming forward.

4, [t shall suffice if on the next date a statement be

made as to the date when D.P.C. would be conveyed.

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

to communicate this order to the Respondents.
6. Adjourned to 07.04.2016. 9\
Sd/-
" (A.H. Joshi, ¥

Chairman

prk

[PTO.



Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-


(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000~ ~2-2016)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADNIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

MUMBAI
Original Appliqation No. of 20 DIsTRICT
..... Applicant/s
. L
(Advu(_ate ........ S ST U POt e }
versies
Th-e State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Offfeer.......oooooo vl 3
Office Notes, Office Mcecmorands of Coram,.
- Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders -
Date : 28.03.2016.
0.A.No.543 of 2014‘
1. Heard Shri M D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

the App!ncants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting

Offlcer for the Respondents

2. Learned Advocate Shri M.D. Lonkar states  as
follows :-

(a) Similar issue is pending in O.ANo.111 of
2015, before the Division Bench.

(b) This O.A. can wait for the deus:on of the

said O.A..
3. . Hence, Adjourned to 22.04.2016.
) Sd/-
1' P (AH. 1a§h.,‘ﬂ)
BATE : 23/3 'f(-, B _ Chairman

] prk
Pl e st i A B Joshi (Chalrman)

HIEEFA L

ALPESD AT
ShelfSent, 1 L . L ot Ko

Advom Tur e Applicant ‘
Shri /Smt. .o 45 Lrie "\""ap
C.PO/PO. fur the Respondent's

Ay T 2L 0 L

i

[ATO.
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A} (B0,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS TRATIVE TRIBUNAL

ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
- Original Application No. ' ‘ of 20 DistricT
..... Applicaht/s
CAGVOCALE ..ottt )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting OCer. ..ol it e )

Ottice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appcurance, Tribunal’s vrders or

. it Tribunal’s orders
. d:rgctmns and Registrar’s orders

Date ; 28.03.2016,
M.A.No.84 of 2016 in 0.A:N0.196 of 2016

1. Heard 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

states as follows :

Para-wise comments are received for filing reply to
M.A. ‘

3. In fact reply to M.A. and 0O.A. both shouid have

been ready, however, as it is seen, order of notice is not

issued in O.A.. Usual notice is issued in O.A.,

) ; 5. Adjourned for Reply to M.A. and O.A. both. .

6. 5.0. to 10.06.2016. '
DATE:.'J_S?’.I’%_IIA 5 S %
s i i (Cha | Sd/-
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmsn)

- {A.H. Joshi, G) .

. NCE - Chairman™
AQPEARANCT:
Shi/Smt. 1
Advosete for the ﬁ,:uhwm

Shii /Smt. Teeeres sﬁ l’-‘«.ﬁn‘i—-v 2

CPO/PO for [('t‘ r?a pondenb's

\Q\Gllé’

Ad;. Towe R e l“ .

e R dogtale. Pri

[PTO



Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-


Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coromn,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Hegistrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE : '22//6 , 3

+CORAM - '

+ Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmesh

' ] h “’t I i ‘
APPEARANCE : .

. Slri/Smt. ; A‘ L s @&M‘c&ﬂlu
Advosate for the Applicant

,'"\hrif.‘s‘.:‘.t.‘:,....[.\.al..'.... Hren (-’wl’\"‘c'?

AP PREN Ty At T E

L Raet Bl dor the Respondent/s

&

Mﬂ,“a?’/Hf'é*..Z'

Psz

Date: 28.03.2016.

0.A. No. 645/15 with O.A. 943/2015 with O.A.
944/2015 with O.A. 94572015 with O.A.

- 946/2015 with O’A. No. 947/2015 with O.A.

No. 948/2015.

(1) Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the applicant and Ms. N.G.
Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

(2)  The learned Advocate for the applicant
states as follows:- ' ‘ ‘

) ‘Government had issued approval
to the transfer order by govt
cornmunication dated 6.09.2015. -

(i} Now the government has
withdrawn its approval . by
communication dated 2.03.2016.

€)] In view of the subsequent development,

" the learned P.O requested that one week’s time

may be granted for making a statement as to the
course of action to be adopted by the Competent
Authority  and fpf issuing  necessary

consequential orders. .

(4y  Time as prayed for is granted.

Sd/-

“ {A.H. Joshi, }.) l v
.Chairman

(5) S$.0t05.04.2016.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

|8pl.-

IN THE MAIJARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MAI‘FZ E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. “of 20 DISTRICT
L Applicant/s
(AAVOCate e e )}
- f:l; mn
versis
Phe State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting L5 et O PO )

Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Cornm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's ordeérs

Tribunal’'s erders .

pate._ 232 ) 14

CORAM :
Hon'ble Justme Shri A. H. JOBhl (Chmnwm)g

ks

APPEARA mc;z:

Shr!me ........ ARV ad
fior meXﬂﬁﬁcefg

Shri /Stt. Ll Sann W,‘-e&::s&?

C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s
At xw\ww Vi g
A, To.. ol \ 6

Cted A

Date : 28.03.2016.
0.A.No.52 of 2016

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale holding for Shri P.S, Pathak,

‘the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondént.

2 Learned P.Q, ant. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondent

has tendered reply. Itis taken on record.

3. Learned Advocate prays for two weeks time to

consider the replyvand file rejoinder, only if necessary.

4, Time as prayed for is granted.

Sd/-

{A.H. Joshi‘:'.l".)l -7
Chairman

5. 5.0.to.12.04.2016.

prk

[PTO
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(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) 18pl.-

MAT-F-2 E
IN THE MA}IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBAI '
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT _
T -Applicant/s
(AAVOCALe i )
versus
The State of Maharashtrg and others
..... Respondent/s '
(Presenting Officer............cccoveiieirinenen, e ST )
Ottice Notes, Office Memoranda ef Coruuy,
Appearance, Tribanal’s origis or ) Tribunal’s orders -
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 28.03,2016,
0.A.No.10 of 2016
1. . Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate

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

Prese‘ntling Officer for the Respondents.

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

" has tendered reply. Itis taken on record.

3. Learnéd Advocate Shri C.T. Chandratre for the

Applicant prays for time to consider the reply.

4. Time as prayed for is granted.
5. S.0.to09.06.2016. ?\
Sd/-
- - | SR Gl
DATE : ?,3\‘1\ 16 , : Chairman
CORAM : prk

Hon'ble Jusnce Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

. ﬂ!EARANCE :
Shet/Smt. 'nﬁju.ém&.?&
Advorede fisr ihPApi)licam ‘
§Y 53 /SED. 2o Wit (B.. DN T
i ;“t)!PO for the hespmdantfs \7 ; IeA
D~ Aws-\»— ! e,
A, T ”\ L....,, ...... o

(RTO.
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[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.PY.J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASI—ITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 _ DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
CAQVOCAL ceo et eevereer e e seeeniiens e (SRR )
versits
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s 7
(PresentingOfﬁcer...;..'.........‘...'...\. ..... fe vt e s )
Office Nutes, Office Memoranda di Cm‘um,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ordets or Tribunal' s or_ders
ditections and Registrar's orders )
Date ; 28.03.2016.
0.A.No.17 of 2016
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate far

the Appl|cant ‘and Smt, K.S. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

p Adjourned to 06.04.2016. q\
. Sd/-
_ ' : “{A.H. Joshi, 1.} \""
o , Chairman
s T prk

uf
-
DATE : 2/3?{3 [ 6 .

CORAM ;
How’ble lustice Shri A. 1, Joshi {Chaitmsin)

3

ARPEARANCE ;
Shrt/Smt. :..i.ﬁti.‘,\._'..ﬂ._.‘...lmmm.l!:w
Hulvosate for the Applicant

~ Shri Sttt b S (a2es Ksa.su{’

C.PO/PO, for the Respondent/s

“Ad). Toumirminn 6[‘\1[&

~¢

[RTO.
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(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (50,000-2.2015) - ' |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, of 20 o DISTRICT _
S Applicant/s
(Advocate et er e eee et e et )
versus
The S.tate of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................ ................................ )
Office Notes, Offico Memoranda of Coram,
~ Appeusunce, Tribunal's orders o Tribunal's orders
directions and chistrur’a orders
Date : 28.03.2016.
0.A.No.16 of 2016
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

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

:

3. Timeas prayed for is granted.

4. $.0.t006.04.2016. : ‘}\

Sd/-

. ) = t e f)
DATE : 13[3 l I3 Bt T . . (A.H;JOShI!, }Q
CORAM ; ' ’ ' ‘ ~Chairman_
. Hon’ble Justice Shri A. JX. Joshi (CHaitmatiy
Horble-Shei M_Rainesiloumar (Member} A
A[PEARANCE ;
SHA/SML. 2N LcTV\LevY

Advoeate for the Applicaxt

Shri /S feoreser bt ”WH—M

C.PO/PO. for t_he Respondent/s

5(!«“6

prk

Ady, Th..,

(AT
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ‘ Spl- MATF.2 E.

IN THE MAHARASI—ITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. " of 20 DisTRICT
) ’ <. Applicant/s
(Advocate .o )
versus
The State of Maharéshtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer.......c.cccovcvuuen. ... e s )
01‘1;ice Notes, Oftice M(—.;morundn of Cbt‘um, :
Appesrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ’ '
Date : 28.03.2016.
0.A.N0.195 of 2016
1. Heard Shri N.D. Batule, the learned Advocate for

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

placed before me.

. 3, The matter be kept before Hon’ble Vice-Chairman

A
Sd/-

(A.H. Joshi, Hvﬂ vv7)
"Chairman '

Shri Rajiv Agarwal.
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the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the Ieérned Chief

2 tn view of appearance of learned Advocates Shri

S.V. Natu and Shri N.D. Balute, this case should not be .
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,0002~ 201‘5) ) [Spl.- MAi P2 B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

"MUMBAI
- Original Application No. of 20 : DistricT o
‘ o Applicant/s
(AGVOCALE coiii e e . )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer....... RN Frtea g the st e e ns e n e )
Office Notes, Qffice Memoranda bf Coratn,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orddrs iar : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
Date : 28.03.2016.
0.A.No.146 of 2016
1. Learned Advocate Ms, S.P. Manchekar for the
Applicant has filed a leave note.’
2. In view of leave note, Adjourned to 07.04.2016.

Y

Sd/-
n—— AR N VLA T
(A.H.Joshi,
Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) - ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.-

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. " of 20 DISTRICT
. Applitant/s
(ALVOCALE .ol e e PP )
versus
The .St-ate of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer.......... I T S ST b

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Carum, . .
Appeurnned, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directions . and Registrar’s orders

Date : 28.03.2016.
0.A.No.212 of 2016

1. Heard Shri AV. 'Bandiwadekar, the ‘learned
Advocate for .the Applicant and Shri N.X. Rajpurohit, the
learned Chiéf Presenting Officer for the Respondents No.1
&2. '

2. Ms. S.P. Manchekar,  the learned Advocate for

Respondent No.3 is absent and has fifed a leave note.,

2 Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurchit for the
Respondents states as folows :- -
(a) Para-wise comments are received.

(b) Two weeks time is required for filing reply.

3. In the background that notices were received on

04.03.2016, time granted by way of last chance.

4. Adjournedto 05.04.2016, “
Sd/-
/'(A.H.Jb’sﬁi:Qf h
Chairman
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.217 OF 2016 (D.B.)

DISTRICT: PUNE

Shri A.R. Karande ... Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra&Ors. . Respondents

Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri N.K. Rajpurchit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE 28.03.2016.
ORDER
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respandents.

2 Learned C.P.Q. Shri N.K. Rajpurchit for the Respondents states as follows :-

Instructions are still awaited.

3. Learned Advocate Shri K.R. Jagdale for the Applicant has pointed cut that

notices of this Tribunal was deposited and acknowledgment was sought on 03.03.2016.

4, Learned Advocate Shri K.R. Jagdale undertakes to file affidavit of service within
two days.
5. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurchit is called to furnish the name of the Sub

Divisional Officer, who is Respondent No.3, and who has replied the impugned erder.

6. Learned C.P.O. has furnished the following name :

Shri Sanjay Teli, Sub Divisional Officer, Pandharpur, District : Solapur.

7. Shri Sanjay Teli, Sub Divisional Officer is directed to file affidavit showing cause
as to why he should not be personally saddled with costs for failing in taking cognizance
of the notice of the Tribunal and failing to give instructions and furnish para-wise

remarks.




8. Apart from the affidavit on the foregoing point, Respondent No.3 is also directed
to file his own affidavit answering the each and every averments, points and grounds

contained in the O.A., while answering the Q.A..

9. In the meantime Respondent No.3 shall pe free to consider the applicant’s

request for change of Head quarters during the period of suspension.
10. Learned C.P.Q. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents.

11. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned C.P.0. to communicate this order

to the Respondents.

12. For filing reply, S.0. to 25.04.2016.

N
Sd/- ,
{A.H. Joshij?)ry(/axm

Chairman
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

C.A.NO.12 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1015 OF 2013 (D.B.)

Shri V.U. Randhe & Ors .... Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra ... Respondent

Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.

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

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE 28.03.2016.
ORDER
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri

N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondent.
2 The order promoting the applicants is issued by the Contemnor on 23.03.2016.

3. The learned Advocate Shri C.T. Chandratre for the Applicants states that in the
background of the order passed by this Tribunal in O.A.No.1015 of 2013 the issuance of

the order on ad-hoc basis does not result in compliance of the order.

4, At this stage, the learned C.P.O. states that he will take instructions as to
whether corrigendum can be issued either to strike of paragraph 11 of the order so also
to issue clarification explaining the reasons due to which in spite of the order of

Tribuna! the order is worded as ‘promotion on ad-hoc basis’,

5. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the Respondents after taking further
instructions from Shri Dr. K.P. Mote, Divisional Joint Director of Agriculture states that

the corrigendum would be issued by deleting paragraph 11 of the appointment order.

6. in so far as the applicant’s grievance that applicants’ promotion ought not be

made on ad-hoc basis, the question was put to learned C.P.0. as to whether the



persons who are similarly situated are issued orders with similar terminology as to “ad-

hac”, and as to whether there is possibility of reversion of applicants’ promotion.
7. Learned C.P.O. on instructions states as follows :-

{a) The order is issued on ad-hoc basis in view of certain standing orders of
the Government. However there is no element of potential revision of
adhoc promotes.

(b) Though the order says that promotion is for 11 months is also a matter
of procedural modality and applicant would be continued on the same
basis on which similarly situated Agricuttural Assistants are continued on
promotional posts.

8. tn view of this compliance and statement made by learned C.P.O. Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit for the Respondents, learned Advocate Shri.C.T. Chandratre for the
Applicants is satisfied and in view of the satisfaction Contempt Application is disposed

of.

9. However, this will not preclude the applicants, in the event any compliance
remains or found to be short and deficient for raising the issue by way of fresh

Contempt Application.

Sd/-

 {AH. Joshi, 1) { 7o r
Chairman
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