THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.39 OF 2017

K.A. Jadhav & Ors. ....Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra&oOrs. Respondents.

Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the fearned Advocate for the Applicants.
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondent No.1.

Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Respondents No.2 to 7.

CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman.

Shri Rajiv Agarwal, Vice-Chairman.

DATE 02.05.2017
PER : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
ORDER
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants, Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondent No.1 and Smt.

Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Respondents No.2 to 7.

2. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondent
No.1 states as follows :-
{a)  Seniority list as on 01.01.2010is finalized.

(b)  Even the segregated lists of promotes and direct recruits as of
01.01.2010, are ready.

(c)  Provisional seniority list as of 01.01.2015 would be prepared by
07.06.2017 and would be published for inviting objections, if any.

(d)  Objections as received would be considered and would be decided

{e)  Thereafter the select list for the post of Under Secretary would be
submitted to the Hon'ble the Chief Minister for approval.

(f) For reporting the steps completed till next date, hearing be
adjourned to 07.06.2017.

N



3. At this stage, learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan states that the
Respondents No.2 to 7 want to make the following submissions :-

(a) Now the seniority list as of 01.01.2010 is finalized, and seniority list for later
period will not have any bearing on the merit of present case.

(b} Position of Respondents No.2 to 7 as well as of all Applicants is fixed in view
of the seniority list as is finalized of 01.01.2010, and respective placement is
not in dispute.

(c) Now the status and rank of the Applicants in the seniority list is no more
uncertain. In view that segregates of promotees and direct recruits is also
done, it would be possible for the Respondent No.1 to effect the
promotions by adhering to the quota, if now promotions are ordered, those
may not prejudice either class, since the candidates from promotees as well
direct recruits can be conveniently considered by Departmental Promotion
Committee (D.P.C.).

(d) In the aforesaid premises, the restraint which is clamped by this Tribunal
against promotions needs to be modified in the interest of justice.

(e) This Tribunal can also direct that the promotions, if any, done shall be
subject to outcome of final order as may be passed in this O.A..

(f) Thus interest of the Applicants will also be protected and promotions if
effected will not prejudice any one.

4, Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants has opposed

the prayer made by Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Respondents

No.2 to 7. The ground on which Respondent’s prayer is opposed is that if the restraint

against promotion is removed and persons from the promoted category get promoted

it will cause perpetual loss to direct recruit and the purpose of filing of the O.A. would

be defeated.

5. Keeping in view submissions of Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicants he was called to demonstrate from record as to how the quota for

direct recruit (33% upto 2008) and 20% thereafter is deviated / violated.

6. Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants has tried to
justify submissions by making reference to page 63 and paper book whether the
calculation of figures of promotees from direct recruits’ category is furnished by

Applicants.



7. This Tribunal has perused page 63, the statement of calculations done and
furnished by Applicants. It shows that much prior to 2008 there existed backlog of 96
posts in the quote of direct recruits. However said backlog of promotes is shown to be

of one post in 2013 and of 6 posts in 2014.

8. On whatever has transpired from the submission of Applicants and record on
one hand and the Respondents No.2 to 7 on the other hand, it prima facie, emerges
that at present maximum backlog appears to be of six posts and there is no shocking or
grave prejudice to the applicants. If the process of promotions proceeds, a fair chance
exists where few amongst the class / catagory of applicants would stand the chance of
promotion, and in that event sufferance of members of their class would be reduced

than increased.

S. This Tribunal therefore, considers it appropriate and in the interest of justice to
permit the Government to proceed to consider the matter of promotion to the posts of

Under Secretaries and even to issue the orders with certain riders.

10. Hence, this Tribunal therefore passes the following order:-

(a) Respondent No.1 shall be free to issue promotion order to the posts of
Under Secretaries, promoting persons as found eligible.

(b) The promotees should be put to notice that promotion are be subject
outcome of the final settlement of seniority and final outcome of this
O.A. and observance of quota for each category.

11. For reporting compliance as to Respondents status of seniority list we adjourned

the hearing on 14.06.2017.

12. Hamdast and Steno copy is allowed.
o
\
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Sd/- i Sd/-
(Rajiv Aggrwal) A (A.H. Jbsﬁ‘.ﬁr.')‘“"‘
Vice-Chairman Chairma
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

[3pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RA/CA. No.‘ of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20
. ' FARAD CONTIN UATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : ﬂg[l‘:(—
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'0.A.151/2017

Mr. R.C. Kadam
Vs. .
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Mrs. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned
Chlef Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The OA was debated at the Bar for some time. The
copy of the arder at Page 38 of the Paper Book is perused.
The learned Advocate for the Applicant submits that in

view of the stand adopted by the;Respon nts, she may

amend the OA and also e the r clauses
whereby this Tribunal may decide the whole controversy

at one go. The OA stands adjourned to 16% June, 2017.
N N SO

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

02.05.2017
(skw)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) : ISpl.- MAI‘—FQ E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A No. of 20
IN
Ongmal Application No. | of 20
. ' FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

directions and Registrar’s orders
ol

Date : 02.05.2017.

M.A.No.400 of 2016 in O.A.N0.976 of 2016

U.J. Marathe v ‘ ....Applicant.
Versus ‘

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. =~ ... Respondents.
1. Heard Ms. V. Pandit, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

Co2, At the request of Ms. V. Pandit, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant adjourned to 03.05.2017.

)

Sd/- o Sd/-
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_ShritSont. 1. Oam p\y\: ' Vice-Chairman Chairman
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original A_:p_p}icatlon Na. of' 20 -
. | FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
: dfﬂt:e No:tes, Office Memqtanda of Coram, ”
Sivcetions und Regletarn ardrs Tribanals orders

DATE: O—\ﬂl p
CORAM :
Hen'ble jgntie

o Oyt
Her ble Siri MRr

<S.m S, Ké
CEO/PO, fm!ln Rupondent/s o

Adj.. Towniinnd. )';117: ................ :
| ¥

Date : 02.05.2017

C.A.No.38 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.909 of 2013

R.K. Mohite ...Applicant
Versus '

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

1. . None for the Applicant. Heard Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the

‘Respondents.
2. At the request of the learned P.O. for the
Respondents, adjourned to 03.05.2017.
Sd/- K _ Sd/-
ve < - M
" (Rhjiv Ag&kwal) (A.H. Joshi, 1 :
Vice-Chairman Chairman
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GO g 2200(}3\ '60.000- -2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F.2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA’I‘IVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. | of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Iy

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

Date: 02.05.2017

C.A.N0.07 of 2017 in R.A.N0.02 of 2016 in
0.A.No.956, 957 with 958 of 2014

S.T. Tiwari & Ors. , ....Applicants
Versus |
The State of Maharashfra &Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the

Iearned'Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of the learned P.O. for the

Respondents, adjourned to 03.05.2017.

DAt g4 . '
CORALS . - }Z

Hon'bile iy 4 ._ Sd/- ’ - Sd/-

AFPEAT N ‘(Refjv Agawal)  \. (AH.Joshi, 1))~ -
; Vice-Chairman Chanrman
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000-—2-2015)

{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN'THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

‘ M.A/R.A/C.A. No.

Original Application No.

MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s ordefs

DATE - q—x‘f\\7

CDR:‘\_

Advocats for the Applicant

S ismt, =SSN a AN Q)ﬂ}

C.P PO, for the l{ spondent/s

Ads. Torn V). 2017

Date : 02.05.2017.

0.A.No.847 of 2016 with 0.A.No.848 of 2016 with
0.A.No.869 of 2016

S.B. Morye (0.A.No.847/2016)
S.C. Pujari (0.A.N0.848/2016) .
....Applicants.

P.J. Sawant (0.A.No.849/2016)

Versus ' '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heafd Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

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

Officer for the ReSpOndehts.

2. At the requesf of Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for‘ghe Applicants, adjourned 03.05.2017.

N

Sd/- = Sd/-
(Rajiv Agakwai)
~ Vice-Chairman Chairma
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MARAJCA No
TN

Original Application Ne.

MUMBALI

of 20

af 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO,

Office Nutes, Difice Memorunda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders oy
dircetions and Registrar’s orders

pue oot
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Tribunal' s orders

Date : 02.05.2017.

C.A.N0.85/2013 in D.A.N0.788/2012
with
M.A.N0.434/2016 in 0.A.No.788/2012

{C.A.N0.85/2013 in 0.A.No.788/2012)

R.T. Patil .JApplicant,
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
with
{M.A.N6.434/2016 in O.A.NC.788/2012)
The State of Maharashtra & Ors,
.....Applicant {Org. Respondents)
Versus

R.T. Patil ....Respondent {Org. Applicant}

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Special
Counsel with Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting |
Officer for the Respondents in CANo085/2013 in
O.AAN0,788/2012 ALSO Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned
Special Counsel with Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Applicants {Org. Respondents)
and Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant in M,A(No,dBA'é‘/’zO}ﬁ in 0.A N0.788/2012,

2. Adjourned to 20.07.2017.

A

A
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" {Ryjiv Aghrwal) (A.H. JoshiT)
Vice-Chairman Chairma
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RAMCA No. of 20
I'N
Original Apphieation No. of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SE[EET NO.

Mfice Notor, Qffice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearunce, Tribunals orders or
directions and Reyistear's orders

Tribunsl s orders
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Date : 02.05.2017.

M.A.N0.154/2017 in C.A.No.B5/2013 in O.A.N0.788/2012
with
M.A.N0.A34/2016 in 0.A.No.788/2012
with
C.ANG.85/2013 in 0.A.N0.788/2012

R.T. Patii .Applicant,
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Special
Counsel with Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. This is M.A. for seeking enlargement of time for

carrying out leave to amend.
3. Enlargement of time as prayed is granted,
4, Time is extended by another 15 days from today.

5. M.A. is allowed.

9

«f \\
Sd/- | Sd/-
" (Rdjiv Agdlwal) 7 (AH.Joshi)
Vice-Chairman Chairman
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Office Nutes, Offios Memaranda of Cornm, .
Appesranes, THbunal's orders or Tribunal’ s orders
divestions and Registrar's orders ' ‘

e 0.A, No.363.0f 2017 _

Shri K.N. Patil : ... Applicant
‘ V/s. .
The State of Mah. & ors. ~ «. Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned P.Q. for the Respondents.

' The learned P.O. is béing instructed by Shri
P.T. More, Sr." Clerk, D.G. Office. The Applicant
came to be posted at Temple Security Branch,
Pandharpur vide order dated 08.09.2016. By the
impugned order affecting -a number of police
personnel, he has been transferred to Usmanabad.
On the face of it, he has not completed two years .
at the Police Station, Pandharpur. The learned
P.O. on instructions, however, furnished a chart to
show that the Applicant has completed eight vears
within the range and, therefore, is liable to be
transferred. She highlighted the facts that the
proper procedure was followed. -

Smt. Mahajan, the learned Advocate makes .
it clear that as for now, she only keeps her
challenge restricted to two years aspect of the
matter. S -

Reading the Section 22 N (c), I reproduce the
Section 22N(c) of the Maharashtra Police Act.

22N. Normal tenure of Police Personnel, and
Competent Authority ‘

(c) for Police Officers of the rank of Police Sub-
Inspector, Assistant Police Inspector and Police

- ' t

DATE: 2 \ Inspector a normal tenure shall be of two years a
— Lb kq—/ a Police Station or Branch, four years in a District
CORAM : ' and eight years in a Range, however, for the Local

» : A

Crime Branch and Special Branch in a district and
the Crime Branch and Special Branch in a

on"ble Shei R. B. MALIK (vember) 1 rim
- Bonte ¢ Commissionerate, a normal tenure shall be of

APPTARANCE : three years; -
me’u‘ i u:v;ﬁ‘ ﬁ% It is very clear that as far as the tenure is
concerned, the tenure of two years at Police

dvneate 0 the Applicont L .
Adwnenis f?“ﬂ(; Téc i {M&QJ Station is by itself a secured tenure and, therefore,
P, TYS I AT O e M- . e, 8 Ry Cor et in the range, he may have completed 8 years, in

e EPRFTA. for L1z Respondents my opinion, will not by itself deprive the Applicant
: ' 6 { & 1 Ir;f_ from the benediction of interim relief. Therefore, a -

, - - +° ( AL case for.interim relief is made out. The impugned

— AT v ) order to the extent it affects the Applicant is

ElcsC)L.. M7 @’Z; stayed. In case, he has been formally relieved, he

' shall be reposted within one week at the place

where he has been transferred from.
S5.0. to 16.06.2017-for reply.

- Sd/- —
N
(R.B Malik)
Member (J)
02.05.2017

(vsm)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MARAACA No. of 20
IN
Originat Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Apprarance, Tribanal's orders or Tribunal's orders
direetions und Registrars orders

Date : 02.05.2017.

0.A.No.76 of 2017
LN. Salunkhe LAppHcant,
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant prays for six weeks time on the following

grounds :-

e Rl Fepihf e levane) a3}  He wants to explore possibitity of certain
i!ﬁ?g-:;}u Mﬁmfh{ [%‘g") {a) Xp P ¥

documents not being disclosed to him by the

. Applicant.

o Mﬁjﬁﬁ%ﬂ“ {b) He wants to ascertain if 0.A  needs
, . amendment as well.

e e

e f‘“’ ~:T"fr*g""&j‘$z\“§(ﬂ AN {c} He wants to find if filing of application for
' A o condonation of delay is necessary.
7 -4 :
SO G h" 2@, E 3. Tirme as prayed for is granted.

cereatiasmiaeny
e
k_."(‘ ~

4. Adjourned to 22.06.2017. (
A
i
sd/- Sd/-
- L ETRY A e
" (Rhjiv Agarwal) {A-H. Joshi g.)
Vive-Chairman Chairman
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IN THE MAHARA‘;HTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/MAJC A No. of 20
X
Original Application No ot 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Motes, Office Memoranda of Cornm,
Appearance, Tribunals orders or Tribunal’ s orders
direvtions und Hegistrars orders

Date : 02.05.2017.
R.A.N0.39 of 2016 in O.A.N0.818 of 2011

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
.Appiicant (Org. Respondents)

Versus
AV.Ghume ... Respondent {Org, Applicant)
1. Heard Ms. S, Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Applicant (Org. Respondent) and V.D. Raut,

the learned Advocate for the Respondents ({Org.

B ’?M{ Yoo Applicant},

' \Qc:; ;v f*ﬁd&l%c,l‘&\ff’j 2. By consent adjourned to 16.06.2017.

* 0
Vo fak Cd oy £y osa sdi-
‘;w,:w;w : _ f’mﬁ N ff” (Rgpv Agdrwal) (AH. Joshi ¥,
‘ ' Vice-Chairman Chairman

prk
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE iﬁlﬁﬁ‘\;ﬁ,h |

MUMBAT
MA/M A A NG of 20
™
Dhiginal Application Nao. o 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Dffice Notex, DMTiee Memoranda of Coipar,
Appesrines, Tribunal's srders oy

: ' et s ordars
direvtions aod Hegistrars grdors

Date : 02.05.2017

C.A.N0.52 of 2015 in 0.A.N2.315 of 2014

5.E. Pawar ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

learned Presenti'ng Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.Q. for the Respondents Smt. K.S.
-3%1"7\\:("” Gaikwad has tendered affidavit in reply affirmed by
Shri Sitaram §. Kunte, Additional Chief Secretary,
: ‘?"ﬂvﬁ*’}“"mf“wﬁh J Higher and Technical Education. Affidavit is taken on
e record.
e P and el
RN aprtent 3 Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri B.A,
. T LI Bandiwadekar states that he wants to apply mind as

IR RN

prima-facie Applicant is not satisfied with the alleged

’ ‘ compliance.
{%{i{“”' ;
4. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for
time.
5 Hence, adjourned to 20.07.2017. q
i,
f){
A s
sd- £ sd-
(R%jiv Agakwal) (A.H. Josﬁhi,'I._
Vice-Chairman Chairman’
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-¥-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
-M.A/R.A./C.A. No. of 20
"IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s orders -

0.A. No.29 of 2017

Shri G.S. Salamwade ... Applicant
V/s. ‘ »
'The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

- Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms §.
Suryawanshi holding for Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned P.O. for the Respondents. :

The request for further grant of time to file
reply is rejected because last chance was already

. granted.

DATE . 2 )5 ’\‘4——' ; |

CGRA;\{' The .OA is admitted and appointed for final
o hearing. It is made clear that on that very day,

, P
(Vi Chisizman) if the reply is tendered, it will be taken on record

Hom'blo Shei R, "MAUFWWLM J but no further adjournment will be given

APP”A;M thereon.
Shet/Seni-rom l< ALy XCLFJ‘:{CQQ‘L . .
\Ju' S.0. to 12.06.2017.

o Sd/- —

RS

te for ghe Arplicent M% S

ﬂl @&ﬁnct::,ec \;&ﬁm ( '
W S Ao 2]6 '7‘ . (R.B Malik)

f A ' o - . Member (J)
—_A"" 02.05.2017

{vsm)
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om«mom&mmm-orcam, ‘
Appedrance, Tribunal's ordery ov , Tribanarl s orders
direetiony and Neyistinr's orders ‘

i
H

0O.A, Nd;224 of 2017
Shri SM Hirve | ... Applicant
V/s.
The .State of Mah.. & ors, ..- Respondents

None for the Appﬁcant. Heard Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned: C.P.O. for the ‘
Respondents. - ' '

Issue notice returnable on 13.06.2017.

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

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

DATE - Q,ISl\:f—‘_ : ; This intimation / notice is ordered under
' : Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the

CORAM ;
questions such as Jlimitation and alternate

Hon'tle Shei . 8. MALix (}!z}mf«;er) I—“ I‘emedy are kept Open‘
APPUARANCY ; | |
Q@cn_ e, 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.

C.PO HOfor the Respondent) - ¢ Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
1 compliance and notice.
. Slm-‘{’o(3(6{“’?’_ e |
o | @/ F | SO, to 13.062017. Leatned P.O. do
ﬂ / | waive service. ,

- rSd/- | &\L ‘
ember 0 1% |13

02.05.2017

{vsm)
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Office Notes, Office Memornnda of Coram,

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

Tribm{'s orders

"DATE : Q'lE\\:f—

CORAN

Hou bfafii 0 4 000 405 5 10T
i a3y

e A Y -
Hom'bla Shei BB, MATS {0 cpery T
ATPEAR ANCH -
| C Byt
abbbiaie for ths Anpflecnt

Shri MNL*B@@PW(“ H

C.P.OHOAorthe Respondents _
Adj Torn .0 -ko l;??l6((:{_

n2ssgen

|

O.A. No.178 of 2017

Shri S.C. Kamble ... Applicant

V/s.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
None for the Applicaﬁt. Healjd Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, = the - learned C.P.O. for the

Respondents,
Issue notice returnable on 13.06.2017.

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

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

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

The service may.be done by hand delivery
/ speed post / courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and 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 13.06.2017. Learned P.O. do
waive service.,

X

> Sd/-
e
NS o
(R.B. Malik)<— :
Member (J)
02.05.2017

{(vsm)
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

{Spl.- MA'I-F-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. | of 20 |
‘ IN
Original Application No, of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram
L]

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
dl:r'ections and Registrar's ‘orders

Tribunal’ s orders

Hom bl Shri R. B, MALIX .\.Q.L}:ber} I—
APPUARANCE :

'szm,m,—:—@- S - \—<ozjl<ce;u,\'\

Adbmoats for the A el = ,
W s iy &ng,mm S Steeaoald

£

RO D), for the Respondantiecd . |

P o D Hed) -

S.e 4o L6[6IT AY

O.A. No.1147 of 2016

Smt. B. N. Bhagat ‘ ... Applicant
V/s. |
The State of Mah. & ors. . ... Respondents

Heard shri A.S. Kulkarni, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.
Suryawanshi holding for Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned P.O. for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3 and
Shri N.H. Ansari, the learned Advocate for

~ Respondent No.4.

The learned Advocate informs that the
Applicant does not want to file the Rejoinder.

Original Application is admitted and
appointed for final hearing on 16.06.2017.

Sd/- \

S

R B Malil) & 5 VT
Member (J)

/iff_/  02.05.2017
" (vsm) ‘ ’
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

© ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAI-IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
"IN
of 20

Original Application No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : 9——15 } I

CORAM :

) . V {Vn(o‘ {nh‘ﬂmnl
Kon'ble Shri R. B, MALIK (uivs: \ana)l] N
APPUARANCE:
i IR ol

Advoonte for the Appileemt
S-St 3 chana Bl

.—-GP{%‘*PO fnr me Rezpondentsta - [ -
on. A XY, 2]

M&»;L&acabbt« Mo

A

%

..

0.A. No.235 of 2017

Shri V.V, Chavan .. Applicant

V/s.

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

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt., Archana
B.K., the learned P.O. for the Respondent No.1
and Shri 8. Chavan for Respondent No.2.

The submissions on the grant of interim
relief are heard but will not be proper on my part
to make any detailed observations as of today.
However, the issue of interim relief is kept open
because on 10.06.2017, the Applicant’s
suspension will be completing three months. It
is, however, made clearﬁat despite pendency
hereof, the Respondents so minded thatthey
can consider the revocation of the suspension
before that date.

The Applicant does not want to Vﬁle'

rejoinder. The OA is admitted -and appointed for

final hearing on 14.06.2017 with liberty to seek
interim relief; :

(vsm)

R

Sd/-
R
\ 7}
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
02.05.2017
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HILE L 22600 (A 00201 5 1Spl. MAT2 £

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RAJCA No, of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Gifice Notes, (ffice Memorands of Coram,
Appearancs, Tribunal’s orders oy Tribupal’s orders
direetions and Registrars orders

Date : 02.05.2017.
M.A.N0.64 of 2017 in 0.A.N0.271 of 2016

V.R. Jagtap (M.A.N0.64/2017)
D.P. Khade & Ors. (0.A.N0.271/2016)

- Applicants.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents,
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. K.S Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents in M A No.64/2017
alse Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the

o Applicant, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

' L e (R Officer for the Respondents No.§ & 2 and Shri #M.D. Lonkar,
. f&‘lﬁfﬁﬁ‘ﬂ“‘ A

the learned Advocate for Respondents No.3 to 5 in

D Loy 0.A.N0.271/2016.

Coma L D)

i | W .J”{’?*ﬂii’,‘"fv%‘?’:?.‘%

-

2. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents states that following instructions are

s m “&.’I'}.i"i";f‘/h'}’ RLp p«{’ { 2
e L ep 2oy 1) recetved -
Pdu mn balds E The seniority list of officers subject matter of this
. e T o V& RS - ,)' _— . . . .
; v d ’ kg‘;ﬁ;’ ’ e ¥ O.A. would be finalized within the period of two ‘
R IR months from today.
i %“e 1‘;}?35?. 3. in view of the statement of learned P.O. for
3*’& reporting compliance hearing is adjourned to 15.07.2017,
Sd/- Sd/- ’
" (Rdjiv Agabwal) ™ (A.H. Joshi 1}
Vice-Chairman . Chairman

prk
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Cffive Noter, Ufflee Memorandn of Cova,
Appeatnnre, Teibunal's orders or
divoetions and Heoglstrir's orders

Date:02.0s.2017.

o A SN EE RN S ET
L Ry ‘EQAW"T‘<£«:‘-{‘;I,;§

oaap betley

)

4L

Trivunal § orders

0.A.No.143 of 2017

5.R. Mundhe ...Applicant.
Versus ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant states that Applicant wants to restrict the prayer
inthe O.A to the following -
To give direction to the enquiry officer to conclude
the departmental enquiry within two months,
3. In view of the limiting of the praver by the
applicant, Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents is directed to take instructions from
Respondent No.2 on the following points -

{a} Whether the enquiry officer can complete the
proceedings of enguiry within fixed time ?

{b} What shall be the auter limit thereof ?

4, Adjourned to 04,05.2037, for enabling learned P.O.

to make a statement on the foregoing.

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

Learned P.0O. is directed to communicate this order to the

Respondents,
:
s ,(’J/
LSy Sd-
{Rajiv Aggrwal) {AH. Josh 3j)
Vice-Chairman Chairmanj

prk
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Offier: Nates, 0ifice Memoranda of Cornn,
Appenraice, Teibunals srderx op
Afveetione and Reglstrav’s ordora

Teibmanl & ovdevs
 Date:02.05.2017.

0.A.No.369 of 2017

5.8, Gaikwad .-Applicant,
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..., Respondents.
1. Heard Shri 8.5, Gaitkwad, Applicant in person and
Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. This case stands on the same footing on which

QA NG 309 of 2017 is filed,

3. We had passed the order in 0.A.No.309 of 2017 on
! 26.04.2017. The same order shall govern the present Q.A.
also. Hence, Adiourned to 05.05.2017.

4, Issue notice returnable on 05.05.2017.

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

issuad.

6. 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.
\‘?«'?%%m . 7. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of
Ctents Leade Soplade ’ the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal [Procedure)
whrt 7\”}'{%/"\"“"’& Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and
P e R et s alternate remedy are kept open.
ARRINE . ,
8. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed

%’Z post, tourier and acknowledgement be obtained and
. produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.

9. 5.0.10 05.05.2017. 9\‘
/
Sd/- Sd/-
' (Ryfiv Agagwal) (A.H. Joshi 1.} J
Vice-Chairman Chairman

prk
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fiee Motes, Gffice Memoranda of Coras,

Appeurance, Tribunuls orders or

directions snd Registrar’s orders

e

Bl

Date : Oz‘gsxzoiiﬁ'hunai‘ﬁ eriders

0.ANo2370f 2017

A.D. Shirname & Ors, «..Applicant.
Versus

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

1. Heard Shri G. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurchit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 28.06.2017.

3 Tribunal may take the case for final disposal 5t 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.. 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

alternate remedy are kept open,

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

compliance and notice.

7. S.0.to 28.06.2017.

b
- /

Sd/- Sd/-

" [Rajiv Agdrwal) h (A.H. Joshi §,}
Vice-Chairman Chairman

prk
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AL AR A 0002201 5 [Spi. MAT.F.2 K,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MAMAICA No of 20
I'N
Original Application No. of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO,
Mffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corpm,
Appemrance, Tribunal's orders or Tribanal's orders
dirsetions pnd Registrar's ordercs
Date : 02.05.2017.

M.A.N0.118 of 2017 in O.A.No.237 of 2017

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

1. Heard Shri G. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri N.X. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This is an application for leave to sue jointly,
.,f’::tﬁ'itl_?
3 Considering the cause of action pursued by the
T T ey . . .
'Eiﬂii‘«»-«ﬁ%%}hﬁ’f 0y Applicants is comman and concurrent, application for
. leave to sue jointly is allowed subject to Applicants’ paying
. aw‘ ‘5; 5l ﬂ\}&)ﬁk? requisite court fees, if not already paid.
e ;iqu@j (; 1*%1’4: 4, Miscellaneous Application is allowed.
g e rb ﬁ wi ’f_‘;’}“ ‘f'w:§’i Q‘o\jl?;,) . 2}1‘“‘
Wl Sdl- Sdl-
" (Rhjiv Aggrwal) (A.H. Joshi 1.] l
Vice-Chairman Chairman

nrk
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Office Noptos, Offive Memaoranda of Coram.

Appearance, Tribunal’s ordors or

directinns and Registrar's orders

RS TELENVAERY: "

g%t‘(‘/ Q‘)%hﬁ ’{ﬁ

Tribonal’ s orders

Date : 02.05.2017

0.A.N0.1192 of 2016

K.D. Binner & Ors. ....Applicants

Versus

The State of Maharashtra& Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Neone for the Applicants. Heard Ms, N.G.
Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for
time,

3. Record shows that notice was not served to
the Respondents.

4, Hence, issue notice returnable on 28.06.2017.
5. Trihunal may take the case for final disposal at

this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall
not he issued.

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

7. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rute 11
of the Maharashtra  Administrative  Tribunal
{Procedure) Rules, 1988,

8. The service may be done by Hand delivery,

speed  post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one. week.

Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance

and notice.
9, S.0O.t0 28.06.2017. 0
A
7
Sd/- Sd/- T
(R3jiv Agatwal) (AH.Joshi, 0} |~
Vice-Chairman Chairman

sbha
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