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

dircetions and Registrur’s orders

28.06.2016

0.A No 75/2015

Dr S.M Dhoke ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri Prashant Suryawanshi holding
for Shri G.M Savagave, learned advocate for the
applicant and Ms Neelima Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Advocate for the Applicant files
affidavit in rejoinder. 0.A i.s admitted.

Respondents are at liberty to file sur-rejoinder, 1f

need be.
DATE : Q_g] 6 , 1§ Place for final hearing on 12.7.2016.
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FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s orders
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28.06.2016

0.A No 1005/2015

Shri P.M. Mhatre ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri A.S Gadre, learned advocate for

" the applicant and Ms Neelima Gohad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Presenting Officer Ms Gohad fles
affidavit in reply. Learned Advocate Shri Gadre

states that he does not wish to file rejoinder.

0.A1s admitted. Place for final hearing on

19.7.2016.

Sdl= =l

Rajw Agagwal)
Vice-Chairman
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders

directions und Registrar's orders

23.06.2016

0.A No 485/2016

Shri M.G Patil ... Applicant
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Mrs Kranti S.

Gaikwad, learned advocate for the Respondents.

Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar
stated that the present Applicant has challenged
his transfer from the post of Tahsildar,
Encroachment, Bhandup by order dated
27.5.2016. In the aforesaid post one Shri Kiran

Surwase, who is Respondent no. 2 in-the present

‘ [[ 4 O.A has been posted. Respondent no. 2 in the

DATE: 2% & present O.A has also filed an O.A no 516/2016

CORAM . . . .

E;;sj.‘{. TV ADARAL challenging his transfer, which is kept for further
Wi - Uhairruan) hearing on 12.7.2016.
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(G.OR) T 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) |Spl- MATT-PZ B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Na,” =~ "+ of 20 : © o Diftecr
..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE L 1irriuine g ags oo )
U_(ff'SltS
The State of Maharashtr:a and others
o Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.....coveiirenne, e e ge ey eas )

Office Nates, Office Memoranda of Caram,
Appeurance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal's orders
diréctions and Registrur's orders '

Date ; 28.06.2016.
C.A.No.136 of 2014 in O.A.No.275 of 2010

Dr. B.B. Birajidan; & Ors. ..Applicant

Vs. .
5mt. Sujata Sounik, Principal Sec. & Ors.  ..Respondents

1. Heard Smt. Punarh Mahajan, the learned
Advocate forthe Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

earned Presénting Officer for the Respondents.

2, Learned P.0. for the Respondents states that
the Government is likely to file a Review Application in

the O.ANg.275 of 2010 and prays for time for taking

steps.
B. Hearing of this Contempt Application s
hdjourned to 25.08.2016. Q
Sd/-
~ (A.H. Joﬂf’) l
Chair
Eba
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iG.CP) J QQBOKB) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

1Spl.- MAT-F2 T,

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20
N FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
Office Notes, Officec Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
28.06.2016

DATE: 2.8 1 € Z le
('(\I\AM

Hon'ble Shri, RAITV AGARWA.L
(Yice - Chairman)

Agivoeats fo the Apnhﬂm
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0.A No 505/2016

Shri R.B Badgyjar .. Applicant
Vs, :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents
Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned

advocate for the applicant and Ms Neelima
Gohad; . learned Presentmg Officer for the
Respondents.

Affidavit in reply of Respondent no. 3 is
placed on record. On instructions from Shri
Suresh R. Nirmal, Dy. S.P in the office of
Respondent no. 4, Learned P.O states that
Respondernt no. 4 also wants to file affidavit in
reply. And the same will be filed on Thursday, i.e.
30.6.2016.

Any other Respondents wants to file
affidavit or additional affidavit, the same should
be filed by 30.6.2016 and the matter will be
heard finally on 30.6.2016.

8.0 to 30.6.2016, first on Board.

Sd/-
"(Rafiv Agdfwal)

Vice-Chairman
Akn .
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Office Noies, Ottice Mepworanda of Cornm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - Tribunal's srders
directions and Registrar’s ordess

0.A.412/2016

Smt. 8.8. Kamble ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

- Heard Shri Chahel P.A. Singh, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presentmg Officer
for the Respondents.

In accordance with my order made on last
occasion, the Deputy Director of Health Services
(Nursing) Dr. D.N. Patil is present. He has
submitted an internal communication indicating

_the vacancy at Dahanu, Police Hospital,
Nagpada and Shahapur which are equivalent

: pOStél‘gd’lcatlng that the Applicant can chose one
of those posts for her posting. It appears that
the case of the Applicant is that on account of
her health condition, she will be hard pressed
were she to be posted out of Thane. The earlier
-orders may also be perused. It appears that at
this stage at least, it is not possible for me" to
categorically hold that the case of the Applicant
is absolutely unsustainable. There surely are
triable issues. I need not elaborate on that any
more. | have already made it clear that if this
OA were to be heard on merit it is possible and I
insist that there is a possibility only, that a third
party might get affected, but it seems that the
vacancy position submitted on behalf of the

" Respondents is such that they are probably not
. in a position to show any.consideration to the
_ E Applicant, or so it appears to be so and
DATE 28\hb t}?erefore the hearing gfp the OA is expedited
AR making it clear that the normal indulgence
sought for Affidavit, etc. shall not be shown in
this matter and the Affidavit-in-reply must be
. filed on 8% July, 2016. It be shown as expedited
' OA. But taking into consideration the health

Cm‘hf’\ L ﬁﬁ\rﬁ ' issue of the applicant the respondents need not
el feel deterred by the pendency of this O.A. if they

- 1—} \..(5 \O\“j?‘&ml\’ are in a position to accommodate the applicant
AR ERSSS AN .
U_._, "y £ 2 Uidents at Thane on the post she was transferred from
- or.any other equivalent post refer para 7 order
Ad) To 3‘?114 HﬂN‘\‘;ﬁ\ : dated 06.05.2016. - Ham_dast. Adjourned tc,
‘ 08.07.2016. -
: ' Sd/- -
(R.B. Malikp~==> — ' 7
Member (J)
28.06.2016
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‘ Office Notes, Office Memorjunda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ur
divectivns and Registrur's orders

Vribunal's veders
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0.A.584/2016

Shri N.D. Deore & Ors, ... Applicants
: Vs.

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

Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicants ' and Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad holding for Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 19.07.2016.

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

This intimation / notice is ordered under
Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the
questions such as limitation and alternate
remedy aré 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 thé Registry within four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.

8.0, to 19% July, 2‘016. The Respondents,
1 & 2 do waive service.

Sdl- -
(RBIMERR) Q%) - )y
Member (J) C%\E o \

| 28.06.2016
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA AI)MINIE:T RATIVE ThIBUVAL

Original Application No. of 20 _ DHgrRICT
. : S “Appiicant/s
LAAVOCATE <ovetieeeertiari e eeeeseians e s acsaimin s ee s aibieee )
versus
The State of Maharashira and others
... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........ene SRRSO )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuslance, ;l‘ribunul’s orders or : Tribunal’s oedevs
directions and Registrav's or,:lers
0.A. 143/ 2016
Dr, 8.8. Nashikkar ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents 1
& 2 and Shri D.P. Patil, the learned Advocate for
the Respondent No. 3

-Admit. In view of the nature of the matter,
a fixed date is given. It be placed before this
Bench on 7t July, 2016.

| | Sd/-
DATE : 2g\0\)L | : o
CORAM ; _ (R.B. Malik)
] heeh ook {Chat : : Member (J)
28.06.2016
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coruwm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s erders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

btz 28|eht

For thie Apptizaat

Koo Gaiuled....

C.pO/ PO, for the Respondant/s

Ad). Toun? 4!‘-‘\)0-

0.A.459/2016 .

Shri 5.D. Dhule
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

" - .. Applicant

Heard Shri M.R. ~Patil, the ‘' learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

The learned PO is being instructed by Shri
M.S. Nerlekar, Dy.S.P,, ACB (HQ), Mumbai. My
order of 17! June, 2016 needs to be perused
along with other orders made either by me or by -
the Hon'ble Chairman. There is a reference to
some enquiry, the report of which was to be
submitted by 24% June, 2016. The Officer
named above has submitted for my perusal.the
communication of 24t June, 2016 from Shri
Sanjay Darade, Superintendent of Police (Anti
Corruption) to Inspector General of Police (Anti
Corruption), M.S, dated 24th June, 2016 along
with annexures from Pages 35, 47, 39, 41, 42

. (unnumbered), 43, 44 (unnumbered), 45 and 46

(unnumbered). The learned P.O. requests that
the Applicant should have no access to these

- documents because they are confidential. It is

not possible for me to accept the submission of "
the learned P.O. because I have not been able to
comprehend as to how these documents can be
considered to be so privileged as to have the
privileges thereto annexed. The Applicant is
most likely to be affected either favourably or
unfavourably, and therefore, if he has to make

| AHE subrmission, then the documents will have to

be made available to him. The Respondents are,
therefore, directed to forthwith make copies of
these documents available to the Applicant and
the hearing - of this OA is deferred and is
appointed for final hearing to 30t June, 2016,

. C =
Sd/- > AN
(R.B. Malik) &+~
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015) |3pl- MAT-F-2 K.

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRAJ. IVE ThiBU”‘JAL

Original Application No. © of 20 - . Disrrict
' . Applicant/s
(Advocate e e
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
““““ Kespondent/s
(Presenting OIfiCer. ... .oooiiivioniiieiin e )
" Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunals orders or Teibunzl’ s ovders
directions and Registrar’s orders O.A.458[20 16
Shri C.M. Jadhav ... Applicant
Vs.

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

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

Rejoinder taken on record. Adrmt .0A
stands adJourned to 29% July, 2016.

Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
| 28.06.2016
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(bCP) J 2260 {A) (50,000—2-2015) Spl MAT-F-2

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE ThlBUNAL

MUMBAL
Original Application No. - of 20 DistricT
o Applicant/s
(AAVOCATE -oeeveee e v s s v e na e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Kespondent/s

(Presenting Officer... oo

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,-

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s ovdess

DATE : 9—%\'0!} L

C (}F‘AM

Aduceatz Lvtha Apoiizant

St . KB BN

CFU/ Pl‘ for the Hespundeny's
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SAVaNe Nokiie fz the oty
Sde 13 Vegew o

- 0.A451/2016 ~—

Shri B.V. Mundhe
Vs. ‘
The State of Mah. & ors.

.. Applicant

... Respondents

‘Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned -
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise,
the learned - Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

The learned P.O. is being instructed by Mr.
Sutar, Clerk. [ have perused the order of
Hon’ble Chairman dated 7t June, 2016. With.
particular reference to Para 6 thereof, the
compliance as therein indicated in so far as
placing the matter before the Pogce_
Establishment Board is concerned, it not
appearad’ to have been made. The OA stands.
ad_]ourned to 1st August, 2016 with liberty to

- mention the matter earlier with advance notice

to the other side is reserved.
- ! . .
| ( Sd/- O{Q/\,

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

28.06.2016
(skw} '
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Office Notes, Otffice Memaoranda of Corain,
Appearance, Tribunul’s arders or
divections and Registrar’s orders

Trivunal's crders

Shri;
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.do waive service.

-0.A.554/2016

Shri R.N. 3hosale
Vs.
The State of Mah, & ors.

.. Applicant

.. Respondents

Heard Applicant in person and Smt, K.S.
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Ofﬁcer for the
Respondents

Issue notice returnable on 05.07.2016.
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 O.A. Respondents
are put to notice that the case would be taken
up for final dlsposal at the stage of admission
hearing,

This intimation / notice is ordered under

Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative

Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the
questions such as limitation and alternate
remedy are kept open, ' ‘

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

S.0. to 5" July, 2016. The learned P.O.

Sd/- ===

(R.B. Malik] =
Member (J)

28.06.2016
(skw)
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Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribanal's orders or
divections and Registrar's orders

Pribunal’s urders

. }A‘u., o3 o

C ‘ £ e 1.101113

| (skw)

M.A.238/2016 in 0.A.447/2016 (group
matter)

Shri M.V, Gaikwad & Ors, ... Applicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahgjan, the learned

-Advocate for the Applicants and Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presentmg Officer

~ for the Respondents

The learned' CPO is being instructed by
Shri 8.B. Suryawanshi, DCP (HQ), Pune.

In this group of OAs, interim orderé were
made by me on 31t May, 2016. There arc

.allegations made by the Applicants that despite

that order, they were not allowed to resume on

" the post that they were transferred from and

now they are being made to work in Palkhi and™

Ramzan related duties. It will' be a matter of
_significance to know as to whether the order was
complied with. It should be common knowledge

that certain official documents come into
existence when the Police Personnel report for
duty post transfer either normal,bra#€r in the
circumstances like the present one. [ direct the
Respondents to make available those documents
at the time of the next hearing and in case, they
are going to make a request for return of those
documents, then the copies of those documents
duly verified by one of the highest Officers in

- Pune Commissionerate should be submitted.

'8.0. to 5% July, 2016.

L}

Sd/-
<TR.B. Malik]
"~ Member (J)

. 28.06.2016
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Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeunrance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Regisirar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

“hri AL Hojeshi (Chairman)
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8 $.0.t0 28.07.2016. I

Date : 28.06.2016. -

0.A.N0.628 of 2016

B.D. Suryawanshi ... Applicant

Versus

The State of ‘Maharashtra &‘Ors ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shrii A.V.. Bandiwadekar, the Ilearned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Resp'ondents.

2 Issue notice returnable on 28.07.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this
stage and separate notice for final disposal shall 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 O.A..V 'Respondenté aré 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 und_er 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 cdmpiiance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.

7. it is hoped that affidavit be filed one week before

due date.

(A.H. Joshi, 1.}
Chairman -
prk



1G.G,P) J 2260 (A) (30, 000-—--2-2015) 15pl.- MAT-F-2 B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS'I‘RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. AT of 20 - ' o DISTRICT .
L e Apphcant/s
{Advocate )
versus
The Btate of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer........cees SUOTTORO SSTUUUET U OUUTRPOPS )]
Oftice Notes, Oitué Memoranidy af Coram-,
- Appearance, lrlbuqul'- ovders or Tribunal’s orders
dirgetlons and Regisirar's ordsrs ‘
|Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No.255 of 2016
Dr. V.K. Patne. ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of M_aharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. He‘ard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned ‘Advocate for the Applicant Shri B.A.
. |Bandiwadekar has tendered affidavit-in-rejoinder. ltis

taken on record.

. 3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for time
oarp. 28l6lL

CORAM ; to prepare and address

> Dbl IL Joshi {Chafrman)
i aahkomar (Member) A 4, ~ 5.0.t0 24 08.2016. &

1
/ﬁ\ ngfgﬁéao% i

Chairman
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(G.C,P,) J 2260 (A) (5O, 000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No,” "~ HT of 20 : - Dsrmier
‘ o Applicant/s
(Advocate . vinrirnin Jrearenis b irrarataspaars frpeareeaeeaen )
VEPSUS ‘ -
The 8State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
(Presentin_g Of‘ﬁcer ................. NPT ,...,,,.,., ........ )
Office ‘I;Jutes, Offioe Memoranda of Coram, .
Appeurﬂme lrlhunal’s arders or ) " Tribunal’s orde_rs
directions und Regutrava orders :
Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.N0.239 of 2016
phri S,P. Khatavkar & Ors. ..Applicants
- Vs, \ _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, .the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the

earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that
the affidavit-in-reply is ready and would be filed within

bne week,

3. 5.0.t018.07.2016.

{A.H. Joshi,
Chairman

Adbvatrs Tor ._‘.“_‘ Loy

Shri Sae & .j Q"G\j l"{‘::“...

CPU#’I’L} o the i B FILGEN s

Ad. To.... | B12]16:

gt

[PTO.




(G.C.P) 2260 (A (50,000—2-20150 7

IN THE MAHARA‘SHTRA ADMINISTRAIIVE TRIBUNAL

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E,

”, MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - District
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE L oiiiir it arir st e e )
1
versus
The State 6f Maharashtra and others
QRTON Respondent/s
(Presenting Offlcer ...t e )
Oftice Notes, Office Memeorandas of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s urders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Regist_rur’s orders C
Date : 28.06.201¢6.
0.A.No.1063 of 2015
1
. C.V. Alsatwar .. Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.S. Deshpande, the learned Advocate

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

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In view of the statement contained in the affidavit-
in-reply filed on 21.06.20186, let the case come up on board
for reporting compliance as may be done till that date, and

thereafter it can be adjourned with longer duration for

reporting the entire compliance. '

3. Steps cormplied till 20.07.2016 be communicated to

the applicant by a letter.

4. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

" C.P.O.to conﬁnﬁunicate this order to the Respondents.

5. $.0. 1o 20.07.2016.

/)

] ey S"YY{

{A.H. Joshi ?
Chairman

prk '

[pro



(G.QP) J 2200 {A) (60,000—2-201R) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
Qriginal ApplicationNa, of 20 - . 7 DiftRier ‘
Co ' .l Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE rvvrspereyspre et erest e spesssesegeeses)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Qfficer...oon, rtrreear e e ) .
Qt‘fice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearange, Tribunal's arders or . Tribunal' s orders
directions und Registrar’s orders '
Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.N0.280 of 2016
o _|shri M.M. Desale "..Applicant
Vs, .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Hea"rd Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurobit,
the learned Chief Presenting Officer for . the

| Respondents.

5'  Learned C.P.0. for the Respondents states that
the matter is examined, and it is considered necessary

,.,_3:3\(']”' to contest tﬁe O.A,

3 Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents prays for.

four weeks time for filing reply.

4 Time as prayed for is granted by way. of last
S chance. |
5 ‘Qﬁli‘wwfr*
Sspundent/s . . ‘
5. Reply be filed on or before next date.

, 6. 5.0.t02907.206. |
5{/ : T .

(A H. Joshn
Cha:rman

sha

PTG



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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, """ of 20 i . Dsmier
' o L Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE \oviey ey st ecsnpen)
versus
The State of Mahgrashtré and others
S Respondent/s -
(Presenting OHCeT . .oy isceiimmimsin i e s pareessesssens)
Office Notes, (jt‘t'ice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuranos, Tribunal’s orders or 1 j Tribunal’s orders
_ direcions and Reslstrérfu arders ‘ Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No.360 of 2016
Shri P.S. Misale ‘ «Applicant
Vs. _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. None for the Applicant. Heard” Ms. N.G.

Gohad, the . learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents. _
). S.0.t0 4.08.2016. | )\
- | %
Ville
(A.H. loshif).)
Chairm
sha

[T



(G.QP) J 2280 (A} (50,000--2.2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

-IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

OriginaIApplinatipnNﬁ," e of 20 b ‘ngjrm'cr | ‘

‘Applicant/s
{Advocate )

versus

The State of Maharashtrél and others

..... Respondent/a
(Presenting Ofﬁcer”.,}
Otfice -Nutea;.. .Ot‘ficé M,eqwmndq_oi’ Carpm,
Appeurants, Tribunals erdera or Tribunal's orders
directiona and Begistrar's orders
Pate : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No.361 of 2016
Shri B.R. Pawar ' ..Applicant
| Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents
L. None for the Applicant. - Heard Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. 5.0.104.08.2016.

%

o
TS lH Jﬁ/}’{ﬁ

~ Chairman

< Alveess

 Rhri A
CRC D ferihs tospa: HAonts

[ATO.



CAG.C.PY 4 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - of 20 - DisSTRICT
e Applicant/s
(Advocate ............... e ee e ee e etSeaea et heearreanaaraaas )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s .
(Presenting Officer..,...o.ooiiinin e, et e e b anas 3
Utftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, R
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
divections and Registrar’s arders
Date: 28.06.2016.
0.A.Nc.246 of 2016
. 1.V. Kadam ... Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors " ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the _Igarned )

Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

2. |7Learned P.O. . Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the

Respondents has tendered reply. Itistaken on record. :

, . , . C
DATE - Q%]Chf. - 3, Learned P.0O. Smt. K.5. Gaikwad wants time to flte

the judgment as to how and in whatever minor penalty is

- implicated, how could the suspension be treated as such..

4. In view of the foregoing, S.0. to 13.07.2016.
: BRI .

(A H. loshi, J.
Chairman
prk '

|10



(G.C.P.} J 2460 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ' _ |Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ) ' DisTrICT
) : e Applicant/s
(ADVOCALE it e b )
PeI'SLLS
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respandent/s
(Presenting Officer.................... SO )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, ‘Iribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '
Date : 28.06.2016.
" 0.A.No.50 of 2016
. A.N. Gagare & Ors. .. Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.
1.°  Heard ShriR.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C,P.0. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the

Respondents prays for time to file affidavit.

3. Time as prayed for is granted.

4.
P
(A.H. JosH,
Chairman
Askvornie Rz A3 splicaig prk

‘)n!i!’,‘..a—i\ r‘ _‘"“ﬂfj \k

CRu/ e LIS KUS D O0UERs

b To BN 2G

(P70




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

Tribunal’ s oxders

o HJ!K..%jp\W’hﬁ
L :;;J.u, th Besnonueay

Adj. To... ‘l"—] 2]k

Date : 28.06.2016.

0.A.No.411 of 2016

B.N. Chavan

« Applicant
Versus
The State of Mahar_ashtra & Ors ...Resﬁbndents.
- 1. Heard Shri V.V. 'Joshi, the learned Advocafe for the

Applicant and ‘shri N.K. ‘Rajpurohit, the learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Issue notice returnable on 12.08.2016.

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

issued.

4. - Arjpiicant is authorized and directed to serve on

" Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly

authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of Q.A.. Respon‘dents 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 Tribunal (Procedure)

Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and

altefnate 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. 5.0.t012.08.2016.

P

(A H Joshl,
Chairman

“prk



Original Application No. : of 20 DrsrricT

..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ......oooieevnennnn et e r e a e ae e eaaaa e )
pversis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer. .. .....c.oo it e e e )

Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum,
Appearanee, Tribunal’s vrders or Fribunal's orders

directions and Registrur's orders

Date : 28.06.2016.

C.A.N0.53 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.697 of 2012

D.M. Barmase ... Applicant.
' Versus

The Stéte of Maharashtra & Ors ' ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant -and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. leamed P.O. Smt ~ KS. Gaikwad for . the
Respondents states as follows :-

' {a) The order passed by this Tribunal is carried

L 7 . .
DATE : 8\ (’\”‘ before the Hor’ble High Court.

(b) However, the order is being complied with
subject to the outcome of the Writ Petition.

i DR (c} Statement woulid be made on the next date as
Savipn U?Qoﬁwg_, to the stage of compliance.
At ‘ '

o 3. 5.0 to 14.07.2016. “

Cli

LT b _ 0 | - 54 'Y/I”&:‘ '
Ady, o”\\?\l _ (A_H_ifé@

ﬁ:{i ‘ Chairman

- prk

(P10,




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

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

'Adj..Ta...,....\.)‘.ﬂ.?..,,.l.(3.:.......'.....' ................. '

;';&L"

Date : 28.06.2016.
C.A.No.133 of 2015 in 0.A.No.1051 of 2012

M.C. ladhav ‘ . ... Applicant.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ' ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwagj’eka.r,- the learned

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents

states as follows :-

By order dated 11.04.2016, the benefit of the effect
of the order is given. :

3. Perusal of the order does not disclose the date
from which the applicant is deemed to have been

reemployed in view of the order passed by this Tribunal.

4, Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise is directed to make a

statement in this regard.

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

to communicate this order to the Respondents.

6.  S.0.to14.07.2016. x

Chairman




{G.C.Py J 2260 (A) {60,000—2-8015) (Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
OriginalAppiicafipn No. " T of 20 .. Districy
‘ ‘ ' S e Applicant/s
CAAVOCALE (iiviren e rnagetig s esses e sees o) |
UVErSnS
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Qﬁicer,..‘....,..,.......,,,,,'....,...,........‘,...............\..,‘.....)

' Office Notes, Office Memeranda of Copam,
‘Appeurgnes, Pribunul’s orders or ' Tribunal's orders
qi;ections und Registear’s orders Date : 28.06 2.015 )

C.IA.No.48 of 2016 in 0.A.No.342 of 2011 with
C.A.No.49 of 2016 in O.A.No.343 of 2011

- Shri ).D. Mehta (C.A.N0.48/16 in O.A.N0.342/11)
Shri A.D.Mehta . (C.A.No. 49/15 in 0.A.N0.343/11)

‘ ..Applicants
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri S.P. Lahane, the tearned Advocate

for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. - Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that

the order pasSed by this Tribunal is carried before the

Hon'ble ngh Court and 2.08. 2016 is the next date fixed

for hearmg

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicants states that
" fin view submission of learned P.O. for the Respondents

et the C.A. shall come up for hearing in August.

4. $.0.to 19.08.2016 ‘ ‘}\
(A H. Jos‘;/? R
Chalrman
sba

(PTO.



OB J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2018) {&pl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Ng, © T of 20 .‘ ',‘pf‘s"rmc;r'( D
4 ' S e Applicant/s
(Advocate 1!..,.,.)
vergys
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..... oot rerree ey eereen e e rreenes)
Qfﬁua Notes, Office Memorands of Goram, : .o
" Appesrance, Trlbunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s oxders
directjpns pnd Begiatrar's urdars :
Pate : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No.257 of 2016 _
i bhri S.B, Dube Applicant
Vs.
Fhe Addl, Chief Secretary & Ors. ..Respondents
L. ‘Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

P Learned. P.O. for the Respondents prays for

)Neek’s time for filing reply.

5. Time as prayed for is granted.
‘pare._askhl §.  5.0.t014.07.2016.
CORAM : : : N
~— (AH. JoshT L)
Chairman
4ba ’

(A7




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL:

- MUMBAI
Original Application No, e of 20 : 7 Districy; ‘
: A, Applicant/s
(AdVQCate ‘-v-fn--.—:“h'|9----'ee--q-e-vn-uq':r“':;‘v'-!--u-z-vu-) :
Uersus
The Btate of Maharashtra and others
. Respondéht/s
(Presenting OFFICET ... o iirrirerserrren i osiesseens s rereermneens)
Oftice Nutey, Ct‘t’ica Memargnda of Caram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders ar : Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Beglstrar's arders . '
Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No, 242 of 2016
N { Shri A.D. Raste ' ...Applicant
' Vs, '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
|1 None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. It is seén that the Advocate has not collected the
notices.
13 By way of last chance returnable e is

extended to 1.08.2016.

4, However, if the Applicant does not collect thg
notice within 15 days, the O.A. shall stand dismiss

without reference to the Tribunal.

5. 5.0.t0'1.08.2016.

“TAH. Jbs)Fn, \

Chairman

sb.a

[RTO.




(G.C Py J 2260 (A) (50,000— 2 2016) -[Spl- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MU MBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ~ IDnstRicT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ..., veenes e aerar et aann )
UGI'S“-S
- The State of Maharashtra and others
L ' ‘

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer. ... e e e e e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corim, .
Appearance, Tribunual’s orders or ' Tribupal's ‘orders

directions and Registru's orders

Date : 28.06.2016.

C.A.No.08 of 2015 in O.A.N0.1038 of 2013

. Shri D.R. Bhamre | ..‘.Appiicant
Vs.
o The S'téte of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.S. De.shpande, the learned Advocate

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

Presentihg Cfficer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondent states that the

Review Application is filed before the Hon'ble High Court.

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents should inform
next date, if any,‘in said application for review after taking

circulation.

4. For making statement, adjourned to 20.07.2016.

Sd/—
. - " TA.H. Joshi, Sl
‘Chairman

s'ba

[PTO.



. (G.C.R) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-£015) ' ' " |Spl- MAT-F-2 E. .

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ~~ 7 of 20 ‘ : o 7 DigtricT ,
' ' O Applicant/s
(AAYOCALE 1vivy i eme ey yerreiriaees )
versus
The 3tate of _Maharashtr:a and others
R Respondent/s

{(Presenting OffICer. s e ]

Oftice Nates, Oftice Memorandas of Coram, . .
Appearanes, Telbunal's orders or Tribunal' s orders
directions and Hegistrar’s orders '

Pate : 28.06.2016.
€.A.N0.136 of 2014 in 0.A.N0.275 of 2010

Dr. B.B. Birajidar & Ors. ..Applicant
Vs,
bmt. Sujata Sounik, Principal Sec. & Ors.  ...Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punarh Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for;the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

e_arned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0. for the Respondents states that
the Government is likely to file a Review Apphcatlon in
the 0.A.N0.275 of 2010 and prays for time for taking

cteps.

B. Hearing of this Contempt Application s

pdjourned to 25,08.2016. Q
f/'(A.H.ﬁ'g/ 5k
Chair
Eba

PTO)




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No: = =+ r of 5o - ¢ Dstmer
' ' ‘ o R Applicant/s
(AAVOGALE o s e
o versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/sa
(Pres_enj;i,p.g Officer........ irareenrgeeerire reneeetren s et rereiearaees vee)
Oi’ﬁce Nutes,l th'iéa Memorangda of Coram, ‘ .
Appuarance, Tribupals orders or _ : Tribunal’s orders
directiops angd Reglatrar's apders : :
Date : 28.06.2016.
O.A.No.517 of 2016
N Shri B.S. Suryawanshi ' ‘ ..Applicant
Vs.
Fhe State of Maharashtra & Ors. _ ...Respondents
L Heard Shrl M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate

- for the Apphcant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Ofﬂcer for the Respondents.

P, Learned P.Q. for the Respondents on
nstructions received from ‘Smt. Smita B. Dighe, Jr.

Administrative Officer, Education Department states as

follows:-
DATE: '7—8“-‘]1. The orders are passed for releasing provisional
CORAM ; o pension to the Applicant. o
How'bie fostiae SkrtA. 1. Joshi (Chairman) |
¢ o) 3. Further steps should be taken for continuing the

Huowiie Shwidiiameshlumas Briombesia
ANCH ‘ provisional pension and Applicant would be informed

ot oy by

Advessie fr the Ap;slicrmt . E g
St 5t - VK6 i‘m‘(‘&l"—d 4. Statement would be made on the next date.
C.E:G 7 20, for the Raspondent/s ‘ |

VR 2 T Loy - |
P‘ Homdasl . affpued. 6. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this
ﬂ order to the Respondents.

7. S.0.t028.07.2016.

about releasing regular pension.

5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed.

rhn



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

IN THE IWAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, .~ """ of 20 : © Dismicer T
S Apphcant/a
{Advacate ... prvteerrarrrnsrerrrraes prrsieare Perre e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting QffICer,.., . i e e )
Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram.
 Appearance, Tribunal's orders ar Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders :
Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.N0.1037 of 2015
Shri L.G. Nevase ) .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri V.V. joshi, the learned Advocate for

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondenté,

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri V.V,
Jo_shi states that this.Q.A. has become infructuous and

can be diSpOSed of.

3. Orlglnal Appllcatton is dlsposedgf acmrd}ngly

1

sha

K . 9'\1)*’——

f’?‘ 471\\

A%Qﬂ"]‘}c&?azq\.n—{- |
| Gﬂmo\ira—\-;, :

[PEO.




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

IN THE MAHARASHTBA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
QOriginal Application Nﬁ'. o et of 20 | Lo “blS’I‘H;ICT
. - . : : o L A‘ppi‘icant/s
(Ad_vpcate CPeeeertratataansemrrreaseraties farrerryeentrens ..... )
versus _
The State of Maharas-htraland others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer. .., o )

Office Nutus, Office Memoranda of Coram, )
: Appenrance, Tribunal's arders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '

{Date: 28.06.2p16.

M.A.No.585 of 2015 in 0.A.No.1037 of 2015

Shri L.G. Nevase ..Applicant
Vs.'

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Shri V.V. loshi, the learned Advecate for

the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, th_e‘learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In view. of the order passed in O.A.N0.1037 of

2015, Misc. Application is diépOSed of.

.H. loshi
Chairman
sba :

[FTO



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

Tribunal’s orders

et doski (Cheirman)

NS TSR H = by
Tl BT \m..uuu;‘réx

& i aFee dT s A el
ALVt 2 25T 1 Aanlicunt

. ‘.

CRO/ PO, furthe Kaspondeut/s

£}, o \9*}3119"" .

Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No0.123 of 2016

... Applicant

B.A. Popat

.Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respongents.
1. Heard Sh?i K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents. - Shri A.M. foshi, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant is absent.

2. Issue notice returnable on 12.08.2016.

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be '

issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimatio:n/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Regisfry, along with complete paper boak
of D.A. Respondent-s are put to notice that the _casé would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

hearing.

5. This intimation/ndtice 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
past, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced alang with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directed to fi.le Affidavit of

compliance and natice.

7. $.0.t012.08.2016.

Chairman

prk



Cewbel T ey

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
" Appearance, Tribunai's arders or

directions und Registrar's orders
]

Téib wnal’ s orders

CORAM ;

Fom'bis sstize Shri AL B Josii (Chairman)
{1 oo i b ek aa S

AT

Ao reaie for e Anphoaat

CPO 1O, for the kesponde

ady To DBLIE:

Date : 28.06.2016.

0.A.No.124 of 2016

M.W. Gh.ante ... Applicant
Vérsus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.
‘1. Heard Shri A, Chougule, the learned -Presenting

Officer for the Respondgnts. Shri A.M. Joshi, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant is'absent.

2. Issue notice returnable on 12.08.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final dispoéa[ at this

" stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be .

issued.

4. Appiicaﬁt is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents. intimation/notice of date of hearing duly

authenticated by Registry, along wit'h complete paper book

of O.A.. Respondents are put to notice that the case would

be taken up for final disbosal at the stage of admission

héaring.

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. to 12.08.2016.

(A.H. }“o".r:ﬁi
Chairman



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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. : of 20 . IustrIicT
' ' . Applicant/s
(Advocate ... oooiviieiiiiiii e et an e aeaears )
versus
3 - .
The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s

4 .

(Presenting Officer......ooiiiivi i etiee e e e )
Offive Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders o " Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar's orders . :
' Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No.175 of 2016
. Shri A.R. Parab : . ...Applicant
Vs.
The State of-Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respandents
1 : : : .
) 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.0. for the Respondents states as follows:-

(a} The meeting of review committeer was held
on 11.05.2016.

- (b} ‘Committee has decided to reinstate the .

o Applicant.
DATE : 9—6%\]!'- | "

vl

K

Now the approvall from the Government has
allotted.

St AL Ceshi (Chaitman) _
; . (d) Next step as may be taken shall be
communicated on the next date.

{e) Two weeks time may be granted.

O PR PR M T )

Ksi Ges

Criit U-l\.l th.

Aty Ton ) 2V T) 6.

3. 5.0. to 18.07.2016. Q ?

(A.H.
Chairman

&ZL sha

[PTO.



Y s

(G.C.R) J 2260 {4) (50,000—2-2018) [Bpl. MAT-F-2 E
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
QriginalApplication’Nb’.' of 20 ! S D'I:s'lr‘a;c'b .
' ' : ... Applicant/s
(Advucdte reerpuersesuasrapia eseprersinse e
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........ocooeun. et ....... )

Office Nutea, Otfice Memorqndq of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal's orders
directipns and Regisirar’s opders

Pate : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No.20 of 2016 with 0.A.No.55 of 2016

._ihri V.S. Baharwal & Ors. {0.A.No.20 of 2016}
- $hri V.P. Kashid . (0.A.Na.55 of 2016)
: : ‘ ..Applicants
Vs~ )
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
L. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the

~ learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. i’his case is circulated before the bench for.
¢orrecting the appearance shown in paragraph no.1 of

the order dated 9.6.2016.

3. The éppearance of Advocate shri  BA.

'Blandiwad_ekatﬁ be shown by correcting the name of

Advocate Shri K.R. Jagdale,

A.(.fm:a« £y ez Appdivnnt - 4, This O.A. shall come up for hearing dn due

Shri/3p 2. . m"ﬂ\!‘l% I, ,[,j:c}..é

CRO/FO. for the Koo

adrto. TS, 4B Shall CM«LW
hc"\”"j in de deds.

,g.t gba

-

Pro



Office Notes, Office Memorgnda of Coram,
" Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directiona and Registrar’s orders

Tribunai’ & orders

APPEARAHNCE T

oo, B b e Mf‘irﬁlﬁ—

Advosie far the Apphcue.

Shu. jolia Q‘Lﬂ\ﬁ’
C.P.U Y (; tm t‘h, R%ﬁond\,n
Ay T 2211 &

Date : 28.06.2016.

M.A.N0.256 of 2016 in O.A.No.193 of 2014 (Aurangabad)

V.P. Kelkar ... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra ..Respondent.
1. Heard Shri A.S. Deshpande, the learned Advocate

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

“Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondent.

2. Issue notice returnable on 20.07.2016.

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be

issued.

4. Applicant is authotized 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 int_irnation./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 apen.

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed
post, courier and 'ackn‘owledgemént' be obtair}ed and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week. Appﬁéant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice,

7. $.0.t020.07.2016. A

e
(A.H. Joshi, J: lad
Chairman

=

prk
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Oftice Notes, Office Memaranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions und Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ & orders

pati. 23\
CORAM: - . ‘
i ceie el 4 HL Joshi (Chairman,

PRI Aa RPN L"“JF]’)W”H‘%MA

Lin

oo 030 YEPNPORC,

- et

A e T, e ;f';_
SNTTRSINE N B oY1} S

Date : 28.06.2016.
M.A.No.253.of 2016 in 0.A.No.827 of 2015 (Aurangabad)

M.S. Joshi & Ors.

Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...:Respbndentg.
1.. Heard. Shri A.S. De‘shpandé, the learned Advlocate :

_for the Applicants and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. lIssue notice returnable on 20.07.2016.

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

- stage and separate notice for final disbosal shall not be

issued.

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

hearing.

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of
the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and

altern3te remedy are kept open. .

b. The service may he done by Hand delivery, speed
lpost, cqurier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicaﬁts are directed to file Affidavit

of compliance and notice.

1

7. 5.0.to 20.07.2016. ' Q

.Sl
(A.H. loshi,4)
Chairman

1

prk



Dl viasta

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

Tribunal's orders

DATE: __ Zelo)) b

LORAM ; : :
His'hl it AL H Joshi (Chairman)
Phoael

el vrsancbaviins veoanins
NN P
Fuiiau Yoy Uy g .

Sbsifsny F“@:Mdlgl .............

O BS PO for the Kespondémifs 1
- [ 9'6}? DC .

-------

Date : 28.06.2016.
M.A.N0.252 of 2016 in O.A.N0.661 of 2015 (Nagpur)

S.B. Korke & Ors. .... Applicants

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respandents.

1. Heard Shri A.S. Déshpande, the Ie‘arned Advocate
for the Applicants and Smt. AB. Kolo!gi, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 20.07.2016. .

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

issued.

4. Applicants are authorized and directed to serve
on Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly ‘
authenticated by Registry, along with cﬁmplete paper book
of O.A.. Respondents are put fo 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 gquestions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open. .

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed
post, courier and acknowledgemént be obtained and

produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

- within one week. Applicants are directed to'file Affidavit

of compliance and notice.

7. 5.0. to 20.07.2016. QA

Sd-

T (AR iod, J.W‘D@‘ _
Chairman

prk



Qffice Notes, Office Memorundu of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or .
directions end Registrar's orders

Tribunal’'s orders

. Jeshi {Chairman)

AT M,...,. k,_)_A
Hoetr A

Skl H\S eMNfarde
Adiiopade for the Applicans

St S, Y220 UMD

C.RO/RO, t‘m the Respondent/s

Adl. Thusrearss 9'9‘7 hG

¥

Date : 28.06.2016.

M.A.No.251 of 2016 in 0.A.No.660 of 2015 (Nagpur)

-M.S. Joshi & Ors. ... Applicants
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents. '
1. Heard Shri A.S. Da_sﬁpande, the Iéarned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 20.07.2016.

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shail not be

issued.

4. Applicants are authorized and directed to serve

on Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly

~ authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

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

hearing.

5. This lntlmat:on/notlce is ordered under Rule 11 of
the Maharashtra Admnmstratwe Tribunal {Procedure)
Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The servlice ma\} be -done by Hand delivery, speed
post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and |
produged along with affida\(it of compliance in the Registry
Within one week. Applicants are directed to file Affidavit

of compliance and notice.

7. 5.0. to 20.07.2016.

/,
(AH J s

Chalrman
prk




(30180 J 2260 (A) (BO,000—2-2015) ' [8pl.- MATF-Z E.

IN TI'IE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicatiori Mo, ~ """ of 20 ; 7 Distrier _
) : vree Applicant/s
(Advégate O OO VO PTTPR TSRS |
luer‘sus
The State of Maharashtréa._and athers
e 'Responde.nt/s
{Presenting Offlcer, ... RS
Dffice Notes, Office Memorands af Caram, l : -
" Appyurance, Pribunals orders op : Tribunal's orders
-:livacnons and Ruulatrari arders : '
Date : 28.06.2016.
0.A.No. 443 of 2016
- Shri N.V. Koli - Applicant
. Vs ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, Ltearned P.O. for the Respondents Ms. N.G.
Gohad prays for time for furnishing a schedule of steps -
be crossed and cbmpleted for deciding the Applicant’s

| representation and week’s time for that purpose.

3. S.0. t005.07.2016.

Adwb;i; S fipzuat : : {A.H.Jo Al .

r\ %W | - ~ Chairman

.',}, ¢ Betpi picent/s . sha

(AT



(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (80,000~-2-2015) |8pl- MAT-P-2 B,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
OriginaiAPpliC&tipan,“‘ of 20 L DISTR@T: - o
' e Applicant/s
CAAYOCALE 1orr s resssisrerssssgeassisesrassssisissoasssos)
| versus
~ The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Reapondent/s

" (Presenting OMFICeTr . it s ez e )

Otfice Notes, Glfice Momoranda of Co:-gm,r
Appenrapes, Tribunal’s orders ar : : Tribunal’s orders
direstions and Reglstrar's orders :

Date : 28.06.2016.

o M.A.N0.584 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.1036 of 2015 with '

M.A.N0.626 of 2015 in O.A.No.1115 of 2015 with

0.A.N0.25 of 2016 with O.A.No.26 of 2016 with
0.A.Na.27 of 2016

Shri S.K, Baravkar {M.A.584/2015 in0.A.1036/2015)

Shri 5.M. Khaire & Ors. (M.A.626/2015 in 0.A.1115 /2015)

Shri L.D. Randhir & Ors, (O.A.No.25 of 2016)

Shri P.K. Jadhav {0.A.No.26 of 2016)

Shri R.S. Paigude & Ors, {0.A.No.27 of 2016)
- : .Appiicants

Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the iearned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

pare, D)k L
AELL: 2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for

prih L Joshi (Chafsmam)

et (eabos A three mon';hs‘ time in the background that the process

of calculating the benefit to be given to various

Applicants-is in the process.

3. In view of this statement of learned P.O. for the -

Respondents, for reporting the progress whatever

' would be done, adjourned to 30.08.2016.

'

H. los
Chairman

Fsba




of 20

- ONTINUATION SHEET NO.

ram,

: . Tribunal’s orders
N

28.06.2016

0.A No 478/2016

Shri N.S-Mane ' ... Applicant
: Vs, '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, tfearned
advocate for the applicant, Shri M.D Lenkar,
learned Special Counsel for Respondent no 1,
Smt  Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for
Respondent no 2. Mrs L.§ Puntambekar, learned

advocate for Respondent no. 3 abserit.

Affidavit in reply has been filed by Shri

Lonkar, learned Special Counsel for Respondent

-no. 1. Also affidavit in reply to the amended

Petition to Respondent no. 2 which is also taken

on record,

To come up for final hearing on 30.6.2016.

=il
- (Rafiv Agadwa)
Vice-Chairman
Akn o



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APFLICATION 580 OF 2016

DISTRICT : PUNE

Emt V.8 Choudharn j...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashira )...Respondents

sShri A.K Sakolkar, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Mrs Kranti 8. Gaikwad, lecarned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)

DATE :28.06.201¢

1. Heard Shri ALK Sakolkar, tcarncd advocate for the
Applicant and Mrs Kranti 8. Gaitkwad, learned Fresenting Gfficer

[or the Respondents.

2. One of the prayers in the Original Application is
challenging the show notice dared 3.6.2016 issued by Respondent
1no. 5, Medical Officer, Primary Health Service, Karla, Tal-Mawal,
Dist-Pune. The Applcant’s claim s that by order of the Chief
Executive Officer, Zilla Parishad, Pune dated 30.4.2016 she has
becn transferred 1o P.H.C, Karla and the order itself says that she
is hereby relieved from her eariier post. As such no separate
reliving order was required to be issued by P.H.C, Rahu, where the

Applicant was working before the aforesaid transfer. Notice was



2 0O.A 580/20146

issued to the Respondents to file replv. However, no reply is
[‘orthéoming. On top of it, the Medicu Cthicer, Public Health
Centre, Rahu has issued a show causc notice to the Applicant
asking her to show cause why her absence from 1.6.2016 till date
should not be treated as ‘unauthorized absence’. Learned Advocate
for the Applicant prays for interim relief thar the communication
dated 3.6.2016 from the Respondent no. 4 be staved and
Respondent no. 5 may be restrained from issuing show cause

notice to the Applicant.

3. Learned P.O has no instructions in the matter. On
perusal of the transfer order issued by the C.E.O, Z.P, Pune, on
30.4.2016, it is clearly mentioned that “wer auzendis FHHA=A Fashez
it B9 g e [6.39/9/209¢ ualt walmda A BT B A A Hatfers
pHaE Bl g SRR AU wrenz 331 ansiien Sad) awnios o] @1a.”
which tends to show that the Applicant was required to join at the
transferred post immediately and the Chief Executive Officer
himself had relived her from the carlicr post.  As such, the
communication dated 3.6.2016 from Respondent no. 4 and
communication dated 6.6.2016 arc required to be stayed. It is
further directed that no further notice in this regard will be issued

by the Respondent nos 4 & 5.

4, S.0to 12.7.2016. Hamdast,

( <o / - (
\J(Rﬁ'iv Aégrﬁéll
Vice-Chairman
Place : Mumbai
Date : 28.06.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

HoAnil NairyJudgmentst 20165 Tst Jnne 20T6500A 580,16 Posting order challenged SH. 0616 Int
order. e .
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.512 OF 2016

DISTRICT : MUMBAI

D.A. Gavade .... Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.

1
shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CCORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE 28.06.2016.
ORDER
1. | P‘ieard shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri

A.). Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This Tribunal recotded in its order dated 13.06.2016 as follows

“In the present case, option before the Government is to obey or to challenge the
order passed in 0.A.No.324 of 2013. Whiling away the time is on the very face
of it contemptuous.”

(Quoted paragraph 4 of the order dated 13.06.2016.)

3. Today learned P.O. Shri A.J. Chougule for the Respondents states as follows :-

(a) Instructions are received from the Home Department expressing regrets
about the delay and lapse on their part and in securing and issuing order
for closing the Departmental Enguiry (D.E.).

(b) Action would be concluded and compliance would be reported within
four weeks.
4. Learned AdvocateShri A.V. Bandiwadekar for the Applicant expressed following

apprehension :-

(a) Departmental Promotion Committee (D.P.C.) may be convened at any
time.

(b) As the D.E. against the applicant is still alive on record of the
Government, and therefore, the officer may not place the applicant’s
case befare the D.P.C. for promotion to the post of Joint Secretary from
the cadre of Deputy Secretary.



5. Applicant’s apprehension is well founded hence Respondents shall either defer

the D.P.C. or if they want to go ahead, place the applicant’s case before the D.P.C. along
!

with copy of order of the Tribunal referred in 0.A.N0.324 of 2013, and the fact that

order passed in O.A. is being acted upon.

6. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents. Steno

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

7. For reporting compliance, S.0. to 27.07.2016.

CH Joshi 1Y T T
1 Chairman

prk



o Spl- MAT-F2 K.
) C(G.CP) T 2260 (A} (50,000—2-2015 (Spb- b

N THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAL

Original Application No. of 20 . TS TRICT

. i . Applicant/s
CAGVOCALE c.veieirienreraen s )

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

(Presenting Officer.. ..o e ieneteraas [T PP )

Office Nutes, Office Memoranda of Corum,’
Appesranee, Tribunat's orders or
directions und Registrac’s orders

Teibunal’ s orders

T M.A.198/2016 in 0.A.147/2016

Dr. N.N. Ramraje ... Applicant
Vs,
The Statg of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

, ‘Heard- Ms. Lata Patne, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Ms. N.G. Gohad
holding for Smt. K.S. .Gaikwad, the ‘leaned
Presenting Officer for Respondents 1 to 4, Shri
AV. Sakolkar, - the learned Advocate for
Respondent No.5 and Shri D.B. Khaire, the
learned Advocate for Respondent No.6,

This is an application seeking amendment
to the OA whereby two additional Respondents .
-~ are -being sought to be impleaded as
Respondents 5 & 6 and the rest of the proposed
amendment is in the manner of speaking
consequential and explanatory. The learned
P.O. Ms. Gohad holding for Smt. Gaikwad urged
that the MA be kept back because Mrs. Gaikwad
may take some time to appear. However, for the
reasons to be set out hereinbelow, we do not.
think it necessary to prolong this MA.

.The existing Respondents are Chairman,
MPSC, Secretary MPSC, Chief Secretary and
Additional Chief Secretary, Medical Education
and Drugs Department. Now, the Applicant
seeks impleadment of two candidates whose
names have been recommended and the rest of
the amendmcnt'ﬁés mentioned above is
consequential and explanatory. The learned
Advocate S/S Sakolkar and. Khaire for the
proposed Respondents are present.

The above discussion must have made it
very clear that the existing Respondents may not
have much say in the matter of impleadment of
additional parties quite simply because they

" cannot claim that any accrued right is sought to

[ET0.




Office Notes, Office Memorundn of Corom,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registror's orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE:?—%" Q{/ &
CORAM ;
Hon'hle Thei, RAJIV AGARWAL

(Vg - Chairmar)
Honble %0 3% palIK (Member) J
APPEAR 2w ‘

—— e i

Loricant NO' G-O[’k

Agvogaly S ine 4 _
A7 120, [srihe Respondents heo o | 24
/E—i‘ﬂ" i !

- o Qe
B3 igglten o
P—At&;—‘ﬁl_— i

-t
WA dn Allo car ed .
oA

X Ad)d _{_O 2}}7//6-

<a

)
oafac)
5

T T ca e B PO,

aF

‘the amendment occasions

furnish to them a full copy of the OA.

manner of speaking,
as a result of what
can be called subsequent events. In any case,
even the existing Respondents wil] ‘get an
opportunity to file Affidavit-in-reply, if so advised
and the newly added Respondents will surely get
an opportunity to file Afﬁdavits-in-‘reply.

be taken away and in the

The MA s, therefore,
amendment as per the Schedyle
be effected within a period of. two weeks from
today. The proposed Respondents ' 5 & & be
added thereby. A. consolidated copy of “he OA
after amendment be filed and the copy be
furnished to the learned P.O. and the newly
added Respondents be served as per the Rules.
Mr. Sakolkar, the learned Advocate for the
Respondent No.5 and Mr. Khaire, the learned
Advocate for the Respondent No.6 do waive.
service on behalfl of their respective clients,
subject to the condition that the Applican® must
MA is
costs.

allowed. The
annexed hereto

allowed in these terms with no order as to

OA stands adjourﬁed to 22nd July, 2016,

Sd/- Sd/- By
(R.B. Malik) (Rajfv Agdshwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
. 28.06.2016 28.06.2016

(skw}
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(Advocate .. O OO OO PP P PPN

SUEPSLS

The State of Maharashiva aud otliers

(Presenting Officer........ s

. Hespoudoent/s

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

DATE: 2% J G / { 3
CORAM:

Hon b “iri. RAJIV AGARWAL
{¥ice - Chairman)

w MALIK (Momber) \f‘-

'm Q. IOSLM %
Fhri/
Artrégd LnlRRE - P} % Lr\azcb
Shui/ .J!L}@ ........................
M 0. lirﬂ the Rc,f,punden{sfibgg_‘a‘a“s_
-5 B- @cu_uco_q__ QDm D-MQ PIQEEY
m&m@{mmﬁs,& B
ok o= 3slsT. BB
froo- & Ao /
= .o 40 B0 f 6

Paxt

HO"i:r"" st
APPEAF

(2 Incoren g

ZL

“rr——tsp]

Con ogglis D

Tieibu

nni’ s Ocdess

0.A.198/2015 & 0.A.238/2015

Shri S.M. Bakre & Anr, .. Applicants
Vs.

The State of Mah, & ors. . Respondeﬁts

Heard Shri A.R. Joshi, the iearned
Advocate for the Applicant in QA 198/2015, Ms.
S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant in 0.A.238/2015 and Ms. Gohad
holding for Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents 1 to 3 in-
OA 198/2015 and Respondents 1 & 2 m OA
238/2015, Shri 8. Pawar, the learned Advocate
for Respondent No.4 in OA 198/2015 and for
Respondent No.3.in QA 238/2016 and Shri D.B.
Khaire, the learned Advocate for Respondent
No.4 in QA 238/2015.

These OAs were heard and appointed for
-orders. However, they were mentioned by Shri
Khaire, the learned Advocate for the Respondent
No.4 in the 2nd QA. He wants permission to
submit additional documents in the form of

qualifications of his client and wants to
supplement his submissions by written
arguments. Naturally, the other side will also

then seek time to counter the submissigons of
Mr. Khaire. In the interest of justice, wil]
permit this course of action. These two OAs are
withdrawn from the Column of pronouncement .

of orders and be shown as parfAOAs.
-

5.0. to 30t June, 2016.

—

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

28.06.2016
(skw)

Sd/-
(Rajiv Agjarwal)
Vice-Chairman
28.06.2016

L
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