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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(17500 by To] 2 o 0 OO s TR R e 2 I ) |
L uer'sue
The State of MaharasIltre and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.......ccccceeeevvvnnnnnns T )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, -

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : \!1’4%!10
COR_AI’I‘.‘ M ﬂ‘ !

Hon'ble

Tt g PR s Sl 1 )

ey

APPEAJL

SRt rb A @GML\OMMV

Advoeate fur the Applicang

C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s

Ad). To "7\| e

-

O.A. Nos.1064, 1065, 1066 & 1067 /2016

E. J. Barshinge ......Applicant

V/s.

State of Mah. & Ors ...Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smt Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned Presentlng Officer for the

Respondents

Learned P.O. seeks further time to file
‘Affidavit-in-Reply.

[ perused my order of 15.11.2016, these
Original Applications’ are set down for reply

and hearing to 07.12.2016.

4 sd- ﬁg

— W
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

101.12.2016

VSM |
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl- MAT-F2 E.

MUMBAI
i 20 © DISTRICT
1gi lication No. of 20
T e s (A S S R Applicant/s
CAANBCRER L it i aysas s s s sk oo s s 2 m B » AR S o )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffICer.. .. oo i e riveyrisstitadg v v sinsisisysasssssssres )

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

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE ; \hbh Q’ :
SORAMLE g g Medyieem )

g M pLOnK’-‘*"’-—-

Slpiggm

Advogsis s the Applicant i
7 S

smn ‘}d'\ K &....&h}. ...................

C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s

o Bt Sl .. Y0
madim s opadsd

Shri S. J. Patil

~ State of Mah. & Ors

0.A. No.964/2016
..o Applicant
. V/s.
...Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise,
the learned Presentmg Officer for the

‘Respondents.

The Affidavit-in-Reply of Respondent No. 1
is taken on record,

The learned Advocate Shri Lonkar states
that the applicant does not want to file
rejoinder. '

Original Application is admitted, liberty

to mention. The respondents shall keep the

record ready for perusal on the next date of
hearing, so as to avoid loss of time."

R G

\\e

Sd/-

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
01.12.2016
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 : : DistgICT

‘ e W PR e Bl TSR T S P S el o R Applicant/s
Gadvteate” Lol vl it G SRS e )

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

(Presenting Officer............ R N e i )

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

Tribunal’s orders

pate:__ b
CORAM :
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

HetbieStrriviRamestkuwmes(Member) A
APPEARANCE :

ShrifSmt. : (’\\T\ aym MCJ\’*-)D‘ n
Adwvocate for the Apphcan: 6’4

ShrrSmt. 2. Y535, 58
C.P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s

120116

Adj. To.

Ty

O.A. No.916/2016

Shri M.B. Patil & 52 Ors ....Applicants

V/s.

State of Mah. & Ors .....Respondent

Heard Smt .Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smt Kranti -
Gaikwad, the learned Presentlng Officer for the
Respondents.

The Affidavit-in-reply has already been
filed. It seems that short point is involved on
which perhaps the Original Application can be
worked out. Therefore, a fixed date being
given. :

Original Application is admitted and. be
placed for hearing before the Second Division
Bench be shown -as expedited th€’ O.A. on

13.12.2016. . y P
', -
Sd/- i
o
(R.B.-Malik) © )
Member (J) '
01.12.2016
vsm
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Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Teibunul's orders or
. directions and Registrar’s ovders

Tribunal’s orders

i _i.;;_ﬁ;; \J ¥, “T%c&lm :

:., P eessnniivnie
& H, B f‘ 1§ z{eapondent/s

PR 2 (2

O.A. No.1121/2016

Shri P.N. Shelke
) V/s.
State of Mah. & Ors ... Respondent

......Applicant

Heard Smt Vaishali K. Jagdale the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms N.G. Gohad,
the learned Presenting Officer * for the
Respondents.

renew his request of the interim relief at any
subsequent date as of today.

Issue notice returnable on 22. i2.2016.
Tribunal may take the case for final
disposal need not be issued.

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

Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the
questions such as @ limitation and alternate
remedy are kept open.

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

S.0. to 22.12.2016. Learned P.O. do waive
service.

“(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
01.12.2016

Vsm

Reéérving the rights of the applicant to

disposal at this stage and separate notice for final

This intimation / notice is ordered under

Sd/- >
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

£ 4 [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
) DisTrICT
Original Application No. i SIS T B e A
............. )
(AAVOCALE .. vironraressaitessssnmmsnnhsbarsons savesois
- versus
The State of Maharashtra and others _
IS G SR Respondent/s
ey RS 2 e e )
(Presenting QINCRY ... ...uvionamsagasssmranssiaspasinias ey bing

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: (|12 b2l b
CORAM :
Hon'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
H ‘ a ko P ak

- APPEARANCE : b (A
e 4
shrigent. - Rayerdira Seran¥ay With $9ar
Talar 248

scate for the Applicant

Shri s 1. 3SR, BN
C.R.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s | g5 .

4. 5. (- Man Chebbary oy R4
A). T0mn T2} 231
1

/

- Smt Meena B, Sonavane

0.A. No.1123/2016

...... Applicant

V/s. .

State of Mah. & Ors ....Respondents

Heard Shri Rajendra Sorankar
Talekar, the learned Advocates for the
Applicant, Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondent Nos. 1, 2
& 3 and Ms S.P, Manchekar, the' learned
Advocate for the Respondent No.4.

with Sagar

Heard the submissions of both the sides for

some time. Reserving the rights of the
applicant to renew his request for interim relief

on the next date, the Original Application

stands adjourned to 22.12.2016 for Affidavit-

in-Reply.

Sd/-

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
01.12.2016

(PTO.
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(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

: ’ DisTrICT
Original Application No. of 20 7 e A
B L et e )
(Advocate ........ b e ey RN Lt
; versus
The State of Meiharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
.................... )
EPrenontinE OIRCET. ... /s ciesueventonsontorspnamnsutipras oratianissiy
Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, | SR e

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

O.A. No.949/2016

Shri P.S. Bansode --...Applicants
V/s.
State of Mah. & Ors. -....Respondent

Heard Shri B.A, Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K:B. Bhise,

‘the learned Presenting, . Officer for the
Respondents.

Learned P.O, Shri Bhise seeks further time
to file Affidavit-in-Reply saying that he has

DATE: 1126 ' received parawise comments.
CORAM : ' :
Hou'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) Last chance was already granted and,
Hea? M ' therefore, no further adjournment can be
APPEARANCE: granted. b 3 ,
Susisent. . 2:6%. 240l Woddé,- | Original Application is formally admitted
Advocate for lheAppﬁcamh‘ ) : making it clear that on the next date when the
Shri S Ké’ 2 matter is called out for hearing, reply will be
C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s g at > :
: taken on record but no adjournment will be
Ady. To H“‘, 17+ given. :I‘he matter be placed for hearing before
' ; the Second Division Bench. ;
Oelse_plpp T _ :
- S.0. to 04.01.2017, e
HZe - €
. i Sd/- ﬂ
AT = I
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
01.12.2016 .
vsm
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 218 OF 2015
I

C.G. Gaikwad ' - ....Applicant.
Versus 1 |
The State of Maharashtra&oOrs. .. Respondents.

!
Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, Advocate for the Applicant.

Ms. K.S. Gaikwad, Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE . | 01" December, 2016.
‘ ORDER
1. Heard Shri B.A. Blaniwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. K.S.

Gaikwad, the learned Présenting Officer for the Respondents.

* Shri Dinkar Tamkar, Divisional Deputy Director of Education, Pune Division is
present. He states that affidavit at page 46 onwards as well at 93-A onwards are not
properly drafted prays that he may be granted permission for filing fresh affidavit -for

enabling the Deputy Director of Education to file proper affidavit.

8. Two affidavits of respondents which are already on record at page 46 and
onwards (including the Rejoinder), are struck off and to be removed and kept in a 2™

part.

4. Permission for filing fresh affidavit is granted. This Tribunal fervently hopes and
expects that questions/ points which are beyond the power & authority of Deputy
Director of education being matters of exclusive power and authority of State
Government be got approved from the Gover'nment,.including the Finance Department,
and in particular para 6.21 and connected para relating to the effect of previous

judgments of this Tribunal and the judgments of the Hon’ble Supreme Court imposing an



T Ty

2 Jn s fu ol

g ey

|
:
E
|

embargo on recovery of antecedent payments said to havT been made to the

Government servant in excess .

5. Learned P.O. prays for four week’s time on the grcm‘und that sanction of
Government is required. | -

|
5 Through four week’s time is prayed for filing reply, more time is granted.
7t S.0. 20.01.2017.
8. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to
communicate this order to the Respondents. ‘ \
Sd/-

(A.H.Joshi, J.) ()
Chairman
nmn
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

M.A.N0.104 of 2016 in C.A.No.16 of 2016 in
0.A.No.78 of 2014 (Aurangabad)
(M.A.No.419 of 2015 in C.P.Stamp 1572 of 2015) with M.A.No.105 of 2016 in
0.A.No0.78 of 2014 (Aurangabad)

The Bhujal Abhiyanta Sanghtana Maharashtra Rajya ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra&Ors. e Respondents.

Shri V.B. Wagh, the learned Advocate for the Applicant is absent.
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE 01.12.2016.
b RD E R
i Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting O;‘ficer for the Respondents.
2. Learned Advocate Shri V.B. Wagh for the Applicant is absent.

3. Learned P.O.. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the Respondents has tendered the

affidavit. It is taken on record.

4. Apology is tendered for the delay of one year and two months caused in
compliance.
5. In the details narrated to the annexures of the affidavit of apology, it is seen

that the delay is attributed to the office of Director of Groundwater Survey and
Development Agency (G.S.D.A.). It has not been indicated as to how the subordinate
office would be cautioned or reprimanded for the delay on their part, as well as, what
measures would be taken for avoiding the delay on the part of Director, G.5.D.A. and
Secretary, Water Stjpply & Sanitation Department, Mantralaya is not properly

explained.



6. Present Contempt Application can be disposed only after the measures those
would be taken for punctual attendance and disposal of the court / Tribunal’s case,

are taken and are brought to the notice of this Tribunal and are found satisfactory.

7. Learned P.C. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad prays that hearing be adjourned beyond one
month in view of ensuing Assembly Session, so that on the next date measures as

would be taken shall be brought on record.

8. Considering the request of learned P.0., adjourned to 20.01.2017.

9. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.0.. Learned P.O. is directed to
communicate this order to the Respondents. - &
Sd/-
=k
~(A.H. Joshi, . Q
Chairman
prk

D:\PRK\2016\12 DEC\01.12\M.A.104-16 IN C.A.16-16 IN O.A.78-14.......... docx
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(G.C.R.) J 2260 (A) (560,000—2-2015)

¢k
[SpL- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI |
| | -
Original Application No. “of 20 " DisTRICT
NS e e R L R s, L ave SR LR, T OTE SRR LTt Gl Applicant/s
s 1 1T T e rha Eo d C sl AR )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others °
..... " Respondent/s
(Pragenting Officer., ... .seeeesrensisaisssorssthtsdh LB Tl S )

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

* Tribunal’s orders

DATE : \hu L o
CORAM: . : e
Honbid e P Dabi< Ol
Hen’ble Shri M. Rameshkumar {Member) A
APP‘A:\ANCI:

VLTSRN | A VS VA L,¢\,M<,/

Advaocate for the Appllcant '

SRrT/SIL. toowds 5\\"'&6“\)“7\3/"‘!

C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s -

sl

Ady. To....

0.A. No.1122/2016

Shri P.G. Juikar ... Applicant
' : V/s. 5o
State of Mah. & Ors  ..... Respondent
" Heard Shri . M.D. Lonkar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S.

| Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.

Reserving the rights of the applicant to seek
interim relief, the O.A. is set down for that
purpose on 05.12.2016 making it clear that
regardless of whether the reply is filed or not, the
matter will be considered either for interim relief

or may be facts permitting even for final disposal.

S.0. to 05.12.2016.

Sdi-
B e
. AL
(R.E. Malik) ol 127\
" Member (J)
01.12.2016

VSIm
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Pribunul’s orders or
dirvections and Registrar’s orvders

Tribunal’ s ovders

pare:_illnN &
- S Rty

v cnl)

Ho b5 O)ri

AFPEARANCE :

A Ybanohvomi May

Shri(Sost— ..
Advogsis i the Applicant |
Shri /S ’t‘\; . \Qﬂ Q\WNT‘

CrOE Pl) for the Rcsponda,ntls

sl

~ Ad). To

7o

"0.A. No.1105 /2016
With
O.A. No.1114 / 2016

.|Ms B.M. Sqnawane & 3 Ors

Shri A.C. Rane & 4 ors
......Apphcants

V/s.
State of Mah. & Ors ...Respondents

the learned
N.K.

Bandiwadekar,

‘and Shri

Heard Shri A.V.

Advocates for the Applicants

'|Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for

the Respondents
The learned C.P.O. is being instructed by Shri

vasave, Deputy Secretary, L&JD Mantralaya,
Mumbai. _ '
All' the applicants in the first matter and the -

sole applicant whose cas¢ is  required to be

considered bemg the apphcant n03 Ms Swati

Thakare .in O.A. No. 1114/2016 are adrmttedly

| working for a period of more than nine years on the

post of ‘Clerk- Typist’ in the offices mentioned m the
0.A. They ‘have been working on what has been
described as tempdrary basis and each time they
have been given extensmn for a period of three
months with one day break. The current term of
these applicants is upto 22.12.2016, therefore, as of
today, although no interim orders are being made but
it is made quite clear that the only reason is afore
stated one.

The respondents must file their reply on the
next date and the matter can even be heard either

finally for interim relief on the next date.

S.0; to'15.12.2016. ) \tt/
\2 \&“
Sd/-
(R.B.“Malik)
Member (J)
01.12.2016
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(Advocate ............. L v A R ‘

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFffiCer. ..o ivesmessmmssamatssnsessninpapatonsaensssssssasen s e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders :
Date : 01.12.2016.
0.A. No. 1019 of 2015
1.V. Patil ...Applicant.
Versus
..... Respondents.

DATE : ‘\Aq,'};)_ﬂ b

CORAM :
Hon’ble Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman)

APPEARANCE : -
- ShaiiSmi ng*hf\}qV\

Advocats e the A*\yliami -

"C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s

Ady. To.. \3’1. "—‘l ....... .).b sressansivessisess
Bl

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

1. Heard Smt.

the Apphcant and Ms. K.S. Gaik

Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of learne

ad}ournéd to :}3.12.2016.

P. Mahajan the Iearned Advocate for

wad, the- Iearned Presentmg

d P.O., Ms. K.S. Gaikwad

N

Sd/-

—(&.H. Joshi'S})”

nmn

Chairman

[PTO.



Admin
Text Box
                 Sd/-


(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) 7 [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE N[AI—IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. | of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
CASVOCHER ... 0. ooisriressireivnsonnuiriusssssngas sepangssoshssarnga )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........c.cccoccoeies e Ak < - el )

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

Tribunal's orders

patE:_ he

Hoz'te Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

AEBZEARA AN

v Skt i o

— fb A Band wadee,
Advogats far the Apphcant
Shere 1. Ko Q‘l’\l"(“)ﬂ-"l

C.PG/P.O. for the Reqpondem/s

BrAlRIE

Adj To...

Date : 01.12.2016.

C.A.No.130 of 2015 in 0.A.No.308 of 2012

5.5. Padave ...Applicant.
‘Versus : .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. =R Respondents.

4 Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Z. Learned P.O._'Smt. K.S:  Gaikwad for the
Respondents states as follows :-

"~ (a) File was submitted before the Hon’ble Chief
Minister and orders are expected within four

days.
(b) Adjournmént be granted for reporting
compliance.
B In view of the foregoing, adjournqd to 07.12.2016.
Sd/-
“{AH. Joshi L) ~ K’D'\' =
Chairman

prk
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(GO J 2260 (A) (50, 000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL.
MUMBAIL i
Original Application No.”™* = |~ " of 20 : | ©U Dgmier U ;
: ' ' T o e Applicant/s
(Advocate .......... < eoRREN 7 froseoseedsnasarensrrnnans )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

...... Respondent/s
(Presenting Ofﬁcer ..... )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
: Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders i :
| Date : 01.12.2016.
0.A. No. 860 of 2015
M.M. Vidhate ' .. ..Applicant.
Versus '
i The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard ‘ Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate forthe,Applicant' and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer holding for Shri A.. Chougule,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

oate: \pdib
CORAM : i
Hon ble Ju* ice S‘mA H. Joshi (Chammq;)\ o Toh Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise states that learned P.O.
A Shri A.J. Chougule who is incharge of the brief is absent.
APPEARANCE : ’ _ _ ‘
duet | diffi d jour X
Shrif Tb A 41\0 1 :, ue to personal dif !culty arn prays for adjournment
Advocats for the Applicant | ‘. ! :
Shri /St . K s o O, 3 . Adjournedto 13.12.2016. .
C.P.{")/P.O. for the Respondent/s =~ | ]
~ i Sd/-
AD. Tomnnd 2NN\ " ik
: - :  (A.H. Joshi, f.lf
ﬁ/ ' N Chairman

nmn

eTo.
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, *

Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

¥

DATE :
CORAM :

fidit i,

Hon'hic Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman). * .. -

Advocate for the Applicant

C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s | -

Ady. To 9—9‘)\11"/“9‘ 9":(7‘9 Q{?’qr\{
Hamdoot 5 o) o L fo

“ s his

Date : 01.12.2016.

C.A.N0.131 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.907 of 2012

.. P.A. Vanjeri ....Applicant.
Versus _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
7L Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri I(B Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Z Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents
states as follows :-

(a) The Government decision dated 30.11.2016 is
issued  after  consulting the  Finance
Department. .

(b) Further steps would be undertaken by the
Director of Municipal Administration and said
office will be “pursued: by the Urban
Development Department.

(c) 15 days time be granted for above compliance.

(d) Co'mpliance as would be done, till next date,
would be reported.

3. Adjourned to 23.12.2016.

4, Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. .

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

%

Sd/-

Responderits.

(A.H.Joshil.) ~ '
" Chairman
prk ' ‘
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" Office Notes, Office Memarande of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dlreumns nnd Registrar’s - orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE:_ \\1pdb

CORAM : : :

Hon'ble Justice Shri-A. H. foshi (Chairmen)
Hor'hle Shei M. Rameshkumar (Menibes) A
AI"LARANCE

Shrifgost-ton Do Phau LN Le,qnuw}
Advocate for the Applicant

Shri /Smt. 1. ¥l NS
C.P.O/P.0. for the Respondent/s

|
Ad). Town s Pl ahﬁpd«* [1*‘
08 WibndyeWn. |

~

Date : 01.12.2016. s

O.A. No. 272 of 2015 with O.A. No. 273 of 2015

D.P. Londhe & Ors. ....Applicant.

VerSl..lS

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents. .
"1. . Heard Shri A. Aﬁt'e, the learned Advocate for the

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

Officer for the Respondents.

P Learned Advocate for Applicant states that the

impugned order being appealable it shall be proper to

prefer be appeal as per the Maharashtra Civil Services

(Discipline and Appeél) rules, 1979. |

e He therefore prays permission-to witHdraw the O.A.
with liberty to file the appeal and prays that in case appeal
is breferred from 30 days from today, it. be heard in
accordance with IaW, by treating that it is filed within

limitation.

4. O.A. is disposed as withdrawn, with liberty as
indicated, and with a direction to hear and decide the

appeal as if filed within limitation in accordance with law.

X

Sd/-

(A H. Joshi, JQ
Chairman

nmn
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 .(A) (50,000—2-2015) "sp;_ MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No." SR of 20 < N Dol
: . h : A@plicant/s :
(AAVOCALE ..cvvereereeeernsirass = P HLRE ) |
versus
The State of Maharashtré and others
..... Respondent/s
(PrgsentingOf_ﬁcer.......................................‘................._‘...., ..... )
Officé Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . : Tribunal’s orders .
directions and Registrar’s orders ;
Date : 01. 12 2016.
0 A. No. 307 of 2016
B.R. Khedkar ; ~ ...Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. e Respondents.
1. Heard Shri B.R. Deshmukh, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant, Shri N.K. Rajpdrohit, the learned Chief

presenting Officer for the Respondents No. 1 to 6 and

DATE : \\LL\lolL LR, : i
COxAM: _ Shri Preetam Ohal holding for Shri S.A. Masal, the learned
Ho,n’h Jusi.zce_ShriA. H. Joshi (Chairnmse)’ Advocate for the Respondent Noii7:
APPEARANCE : ' _ ; ‘
ShrifSwee: Wﬂ,oes\ﬂmm _ P Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for leave
Adwocate for the Applicant, ; : to amend for adding para 6.15 and adding annexure.
St S R \Qa\wr&h-}- ! ;
E.O / B.O. for the Respondent/s \ 7t &, L
v ()Yea}gm Ohd h"MV‘a Pey o 9 o . 3. Advocate for the Applicant undertakes to carry out
Aréy=—Fo Masa) for B.Hp Fe ‘ amen_ded_.w'lthin two days.
P o A
) '-\:6 ‘L'h”ht"' i 4, Leave to amend as prayed is granted.
A \
5. Amended part of the O.A. to be -served to all
respondents:
“6, Reply need " not be " filed unless imperative,

b

‘adjourned to 14.12.2016.

g . i
R JoshiT me
Chairman

nmi) : : [BTO.




S

(G.Q.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

(Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

"IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No: of 20 © " Districr #
..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE «.vevyrrevereesnsssesrsrsseresssaspsassstssarsestasines el
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
i o Respondent/s
L R )

(Presenting Officer.....,.coouinrpsnsiamsnenrains

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,.
© Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

’ Tribunal" s orders

NS

Hou'dle Shri, RAN IV AGAB“
tice - Chatrman)
Won'ble Shri R. B ALIK (Member) iy

APPEARANCE
D ouwlzan,
Advocase for t Agplicant

e ) |2090 a_:&

__Sun3mt.
,,,cmfmmt‘n-u‘.enupmm

e0).

R U R Alocas ed

©-f Ay Ao s,

e

01.12.2016

M.A 487/2015 in O.A 264/2015 (Aurangabad)
0.A 422/2016 (Mumbai)

Shri S.M Jadhav
-~ Vs . . _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

... Applicant

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for the applicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This is an application seeking amendment
to the Original Application, whereby impleadment
of new party is sought and a couple of additional
paragraphs to be added.

Hearing both the sides, we are satisfied
that this application does no violence to the law
of amendment and impleadment and the same is
therefore allowed.

The newly added Respondent be added by
an appropriate amendment within two weeks
from today and within the same period additional
paragraphs sought to be incorporated be also
incorporated.

A consolidated copy of the O.A after
amendment be filed and copy be given to the
existing Respondents and . newly added
Respondents be served accordingly to the rules.

_ Adjourned for additional reply/reply. Misc
- Application: allowed in these terms with no order

as to costs.

O.A to be placed on board on 5. 1201,

Sdi- Sd-
N ; V\C\NF/ v Iy,
C‘f:f ;'N @ ' (Rafiv Ag <4y

Vice-Chairman
Akn 7 (RTO,

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TR_IBUNAL

Original Application No, SV of 20 DtRief
B o, AT e R e S BETRSRRR T o e Anie: s BERRE IS St Sae Applicant/s
(AQVOCEEE :csorirrirsinrsrsressssssmspsespassenssosspsesersiinenisinis )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
: Fite o 3R Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer. ... wuwrmerirmsirssssssiessssssssmnssnsressiess el
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders g
01.12.2016 .
‘ 'O.A No 1103/2014
Shri Shri P. T. Patil ... Applicant

o 1216

"ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
{Vice - Chairman)

fvocte "'"uw.u,@ pwmlr

C.POLPO Tar the
T e

.______.-.__M_____’; ST

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

1. Heard Ms Gaurai Deshpande, learned
advocate ‘for the applicant and. Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2 Issue’ notice before
returnable on’'15.12.2016.

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

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

B, This intimation / notice is ordrered 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.015.12.2016.

Sd/-
(Reffiv A@nvﬁélj
Vice-Chairman

AT RN | s BV

[RTO.

admission made
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Al
Original Application Wiy o i of 20 DISTRICT L
R AP R - e A ST T Applicant/s
(Advocate ....... Venayrs e ey Jerereseteteisrrstnaennaniaes )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
_ (Presenting OffiCeT. ... mmimresimussssisnsinmisn st )
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and.Registrar’s orders '
01.12.2016
0.A No 977/2016
Shri S.B Kapile ' ... Applicant

lhn‘bk:ﬂ i RALVAGARWAL
sthri. gii‘lntguﬁn)
honbleShr 1R CMismber) —

Vs. : _ ;
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for the abplicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad,

learned -Ppesenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Presg:nting Officer files affidavit in
reply. Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar states that

he does not wish to file rejoinder.

O.A is admitted. Place for final hearing on :
7.12.2016. '

Sd/-
(Refjiv Agdrwal)
Vice-Chairman

_[ETO.

—



Admin
Text Box
                Sd/-


IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 837 OF 2016

DISTRICT : NASIK

The Association of the Subordinate Service

of Engineers, Maharashtra State & Ors, )...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & others )...Respondents

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for the Applicants.

Shri D.B Khaire, learned Special Counsel for the
Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)

DATE :01.12.2016

ORDER

1 Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for
the Applicants and Shri D.B Khaire, learned Special Counsel
for the Respondents.

2. This Original Application is filed by the
Association of Subordinate Service of Engineers, Maharashtra
State, who are seeking benefit of the judgment of this
Tribunal in O.A no 233/2013 dated 21.4.2015, which was
confirmed by the Hon. Bombay High Court. The Applicants
have been given benefits of ACPS twice, while the




3 0.A 837/2016

made out for grant of interim relief. The order dated
23.11:2016 issued by the Godavari Marathwada Irrigation
Development Corporation, Aurangabad is hereby stayed till
the disposal of this Original Application.

8. Learned Special Counsel Shri Khaire files sur-
rejoinder. Place for final hearing on 20. 12.2016. Hamdast.

Place : Mumbai
Date : 01.12.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\1st Dec 20 16\0.A 837.16 Time bound promotion
challenged SB.01.12.16.doc




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 1124 OF 2016
DISTRICT : NASIK

Shri Anil Sampatrao Morey, )...Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra - & others )...Respondents

Shri C.T Chandratre, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondent no.1.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE :01.12.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri C.T Chandratre, learned advocate for the
Applicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondent no. 1.

2. Learned Advocate Shri Chandratre stated that the
Respondent no. 2 has been served. However, he has not placed on
record the affidavit of service, which he undertakes to submit on

Monday.

3. Learned Presenting Officer on instructions from Shri
Hemant Mahajan, Desk Officer in the office of Respondent no. 1
states that Respondent no. 2 has not yet taken over the post from

which the Applicant was transferred. Learned Presenting Officer




2 0.A 1124/2016

Smt Gaikwad, made available the relevant Mantralaya file for the

perusal of this Tribunal. -

4, Learned Advocate Shri Chandratre states that the
impugned order dated 2.8.2016 tré.nsferring the Applicant from the
post of Executive Engineer, QGirna River Valley Project Division,
Nasik and the order dated 28.11.2016 posting the Respondent no.
2 on that post are both issued in violation of Section 4(4)(2) and
4(5) of the Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation of
Transfer and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official Duties
" Act, 2005 (the Transfer Act). The orders do not mention any
exceptional circumstances or special reasons for tfansferring the
Applicant in a month other than April or May, especially
considering the fact that he has very short period before he retires
on 30.4.2017. His representation to keep him in the same post
has also not been considered. | He, therefore, stated that the

interim relief of staying the aforeséid orders may be granted.

a. Learned Presenting Officer strongly opposed grant of
stay. She stated that the Applicant has already completed his
tenure and approval of the competent authority has been obtained
and there were complaints from the Executive Director of Tapi

Valley Irrigation Corporation against the Applicant.

6. On perusal of the record placed before me, it is seen
that the A'p‘plic':ant has been transferred as recommended by the
Executive birectof, who apparently found his performance as
unsatisfactory. No exceptional circumstances or special reasons
for issuing the mid-term transfer order were mentioned in the note
that was placed before the Competent Authority. The Applicant is
prima facie eligible to get interim relief, especially as he has not yet

been relieved from the post from which he has been transferred.



3 0.A 1124/2016

£ The aforesaid orders dated 2.8.2016 and 28.11.2016
are stayed till the disposal of this Original Application. This order

is issued subject to Respondent no. 2 being served.

8. Issue notice Before admission made returnable on
5.12.2016.
s Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

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

10. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondent intimation/notice ~of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of O.A.
Respondent is put to notice that the case would be taken up for

final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

I 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.

12. 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.

13. S.0 5.12.2016. Hamdast.

Vice-Chairman

Place : Mumbai
Date : 01.12.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\1st Dec 2016\0.A 1124.16 Transfer order challenged
SB.1.12.16.doc
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