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0.A.797/2016
Shri S.V. Kasare .. Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.XK.
Rajpurohit. the learned Chief Presentine Officer
for the Respondents. -

Reserving the right of the Applicant to
renew the request of interim relief on the next
date, I am making it clear that regardless of °
whether the Affidavit-in-reply is filed or not, the
OA shall be considered for interim relief anvhow
on next date:

Issue notice returnable on 18.08.2016A.

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 fo
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 un
for fina! disposal at the staee 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

remedv are kent.onen.

The service mayv be done by hand deliverv
/ 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 comvliance
and notice.

S.0. to 18.08.2016. The learned C.P.0. do
waive service.

(R.B. Malik
Member (J)

03.08.2016
{skowr)
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L wetes. Offiee Memoranda of Coram, |
Coerance. | ribunal’s orders or { Tribhunal’ a orders
wians and Registeae’s orders |
0.A.256/2016
Dr. L.G. Pandule ... Aoplicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
ey @8 el 1 \ Heard Shri RM. Kolge, the learned
How ' @ Cam-30 Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit holding for Ms. N.G. Gohad. the
. learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

volge @i

B oA
. aﬂ#i’wm .o au _ Mentioned by Smt. Msahaian. She
. Lt b L\ﬂ J submits that she has now been instructed to
o - &A:j"“u"' ~ appear in this Part Heard OA for Respondent
L A*GC*’ ‘f—’ o No.4 — private party Respondent. . She seeks an
NS S A W . adjournment for about one week, so as to enable
Lre ARORO her to represent the case of her client. This
- MJ‘ request is very stoutly opposed by Mr. Kolge, the
T 90} A learned Advocate for the Applicant for the reasons
b‘:' PCLL , - stated by him inter-alia that the service on
ek x,aj Cvlu mh Respondents was made on 4% Julv. 2016 and the
e b matter is now Part Heard and his client is beine
) q ,&“,Q . put ‘to hardship. Smt. Mahajan on her part
i explains as to why the Respondent No.4 did not
A move earlier. The facts stated by her are
& e controverted by Mr. Kolge. Considering all

[ aspects of the matter, the matter is adjourned to

: ‘gt August, 2016. On that day. regardless of
whether: any Affidavit will be filed or not. further
arguments will be heard. All sides must note.

S.0. to 9% August. 2016.

vt

\

Q\\)\j: Yoo

__...——-*-___—_—‘_—__‘_“_"
(R.B. Malik) n% o5 14
Member {J)

03.08.2016
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Rule 11 of the

0.A.794/2016

Dr. 8.R. Chinchkar ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Resnondents

Heard Shri Sherkhane holding fm!t

AT
A %B
Gaikwad, the learned Advocate for the Apbifcant

. and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad holding for Smt. AB.

Kololgi, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 24.08.2016.

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 un
for final disposal at the stage of admission
hearing.

This intimation / notice is ordered under
Maharashtra Administrative
Rules. 1988 and the
limitation and alternate

Tribunal (Procedure)
questions such as
remedy are kept oven.

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.

The learned

~

S.0. to 24t August, 2016.
P.O. do waijve service,

] &U\(\m

- e

{(R.B. Malik}"
Member (J)

03.08.2016
(skw!
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The State of Maharashtra and others
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reepranee. Teiltonanl’s ovders or Tribunal’ s orders

------ tons and Redistrar’s ordess
0.A.651/2016
! Shri 8.V. Shinde ... Annlicant
Vs. .
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
' P Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
o bl ¢ R “’\fl}" \e Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololei.
r M-T ) the learned Presenting Officer for the
— Respondents.
.. #..’TMOI‘J'L sdy § Affidavit-in-rejoinder is taken on frecord.
' L ) The OA is admitted. ‘Sur—rejoinder, if anv, # be
arplee e . filed on the next date and not thereafter. Libertv
bl 145 P o4t to mention granted.
& .é]" L

) - \L\.
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0.A.583/2016

Mr. R.G. Bhise
Vs, ‘
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Apolicant

... Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri-K.B. Bhise. the learned
Presenting Officer for the Resnondents.

Issue notice returnable on 31.08.2016.

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
comiplete 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 Tribunai
(Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the auestions such as
limitation and alternate remedv are kent onen.

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

S.0. to 31 August, 2016. The learned P.O
do waive service. - g

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J\_
03.08.2016
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Date : 03.08.2016.

C.A.No:61 of 2016 in O.A.N0.488 of 2016

Shri M.K. Bahaddarpure «Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors, ...Responaents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learnec

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, tne
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states or.

instructions received from Shri Suryawanshi S.o.

Deputy Commissioner of Police as follows:-

(a) Since the order passed by this Tribunar ic
carried before the Hon’ble High Court.
the Respondents are desirous 10 gi
ahead on the basis of logical conciusion
as may be rendered in the proceeaings
before the Hon’ble High Court ana tnex
do not want to reconsider the matter at

their level,

(b)

Therefore, the hearing of present
Contempt Applicatidn be adjournea uii
the admission hearing and orders as may
be passed by the Hon’ble High Court ir.
Writ Petition filed by the State on
4.08.2016.

3. Though the learned Advocate for the Appiicant
opposed to grant the adjournment, let the hearing oe

adjourned.

5. Adjournedto 23.08.2016 with liberty to request
for advancing the date, if the case does not appear orn
the board before the Hon’ble High Corut on aue aate
communicated by the Respondents.

6.  Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to 1earnec
P.0. to communicate this order to the Respondents.
/_(2\ H. Jos

"'?@‘f‘)

Chairman

7. 5.0.1023.08.2016,

sha
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Date : 03.08.2016.
M.A. 304 of 2016 in O.A.No. 238 or 2015

Iviiss. V.D. Bhataria e ARG 0

versus

The State of Maharashtra & UIs. weResponae:

1. Heard Ms. S.P.iviancnekar, iearned AQvocate i
Applicant, Ms. N.G.Gohat, legrned Presentng LT,
tne Respongents 1 to 3 & Shri D.b.xnaire. 1

Agvocate Tor Respongent No.4.

2. (ssue notice returnable on 18.Us.20. 0.

3. Tribunal may take the Case TOr Tinal 4Isposai .t L
stage ana separate nouce for nnal aisposal snail oo

155Ued.

4. ApRlicants are autnorized ana airecten 1o =
Kespondents intimation/nolige OF qate of neeari.
autnenticated by Registry, atong witn complete pape: « .
of 0.A.. Respondents are put 1o notiCe TNat ne Case ...
be taKeﬁ up TOr Tinal Qisposal at e stage of ddinl..

nearnng.

5. This intimation/notice (s oraered unaer Kui. ..

the Iiaharashtra. Agministrative rnipunat  (rFroc. ..
Rules, 1988, and tne gQuesuons .sucn as umitat |

alternate remeay are kept open-

6. The service may pe aone Dy Hana Jenvery. ..

courier’ and acknowlecgement De ODLai<
produced along with aTrigavit o compliance in tne ..
WIThIN One week. Applicants are directea o Tie Aili

of compliance and nouice.

7. S0.1018.08.2018

e T
(R.B. Malik) (Rapv agarwali
viember-J} vice-unairmari

[N




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 183 OF 2016

DISTRICT :Thane

Shri B.B. Patil ...Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Responaents

smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

shri N.K. Rajpurchit, the fearned Chief Presenting Officer tor the Respondents.

CORAM : Shri J. A.H. Joshi, Chairman.
DATE : 03.08.2016
ORDER
i Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Aavocate for the AppHcant

and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Oftticer for tne

Kesponaents.

2. it 15 seen that Respondent No. 2 is the bSecrerary (Excise) home

pepartment, an Appellate Authority.

ApPICaNT has made various grievances againsttne Appeliate Authority.

3. The affidavit in reply for the Respondent No.2 is tiled by Smt. Funam
Hiraman Wagde, joint Secretary, Home Department, Mantralaya 1or tne

Respondent No.2.

4, Normally IT may not be necessary ror any appellate forum/ authority 1o
an fite atfidavit, particularly when questions of fact and law are to be aadressea
within the compass of facts, grounds and the order impugned berore Appeliate

Torum.




. In tne present O.A. discriminatory treatment by the Appellate, Authority
is pleaded in para 6.33.10. An averment of want of parity and uniformity vis a
vis delenguents wno are similarly situated from the point ot view of acis

Imputed against them is also contained in O.A,

0. In view oI tnese peculiar facts, it was /is necessary 1or the Appeliate
Authority to file an affidavit to explain, clarify and if necessary ceny, tnose

tactual averment and background.

/. Tnererore the affidavit answering the O.A. ought to nhave been tiled Dy
Shri Rajesh Kumar personally since he has taken the decision as an appeilate

autnority.

5. prima jacie an affidavit filed by an officer other than wno has aecigea
tne case, exhibits total non application of mind by Respondent No.2 ( 5nri

Rajesh Kumar, tne incumbent) as welf as by the officer who has attirmed it.

9, in view of foregoining observations it would be appropriate and
necessary in the interest of justice to give an opportunity to Shri Rajush Kumar,
secretary (Excise) who has acted as appeliate authority to file own affidavit. It
tne otficer elects or omits to file own affidavit, the case will be proceedea on

the basis of principle of non traverse.

1u. Learned C.P.O. was called to state as to whether affidavit would be filed
py tne ofticer concerned. Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents states that tor
want ol adequate time, it would not be possible for him to make any
commitment as to whetnher Shri Rajesh Kumar would file an affidavit, however
ne woula communicate this order to Shri Rajesh Kumar and also appralse nim

sultanty.




11. steno copy and Hamaast is allowed to learned C.P.O., with airection to
jearned C.P.0O. to communicate this order to Shri Rajesh Kumar, ana tne

aeparment.

1z. Hearing of this case is adjourned to 30.08.2016. The case snall proceea

ror nearing with and without affidavit.

13.  S.0.to 30.08.2016.

3

_ S
(A.H. Jos‘hif]'.{p‘q"”’
Chairman

slid




IN THE MIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
OCRIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 801 OF 2016

shri T.N. Munae .Applicant
o .

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Kesponaents

SML Funam vianajan, tne tearned Advocate tor tne Applcant.

smi. K.>. Gaikwaa, the [earned Presenting Otficer for the Kespondents.

CORAM : Shri J. A.H. Joshi, Chairman.
DATE : 03.08.2016
RDER
L neara >mt. Punam Manajan, the learned Advocate 1or tne Applican:

and smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer ror the Kesponaents.

‘. neara. State was called o explain wnether recora is orought.

3. tearned P.O. tor the Respondents has progucead the flle containing copv

or the minutes of the Civil' Services Board concerneaq, ror perusal.

-+, Lopy of the minutes of the Civil Services Boara 1S perused, ana is alsc

jurnisned to the iearned Advocate tor the Applicant.

3. tne minutes or tne Civil Services 8oard contain a reason aue 1o wnicl.

the Appicant is transterred.

0. Learned Advocate tor the Applicant states as Tolows:-

V) In view 0T tne reasons wnich are aisclosea In the rminutes, tne
statutory conditions are not fulfilled, however Q.A. neeas 10 pe
amenaged,

(&) Leave t0 amenda may please pe grantea.




Leave to amend as pbraved for is granted.

Learned Advocate undertakes to carry out amendment within two davs.

Inso far as interim relief is concerned, in view of the fact that:-

fa)  Prima facie. the reasons are recorded while takine the
decision to transfer the Anplicant:

b) Applicant is allowed to amend the O A -

_ Jhe Apoblicant has to wait for final hearins.

In the result the Aoplicant shall be free to ioin on the transferred post.
" it shall not be oven to the Resnondents to take nlea of non-availabiiityv of

“acant post in the event the transfer arder is ultimatelv set asida.

5.0.t0 09.08.2016.

P r—r

Sl

H loshi, 1.} \k
Chairman
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Date : 03.08.2016.

0.A.N0.798 of 2016

vis, IVILA. IViohite WARPECU.

Vs,

The State of Mah. & Ors. L Kesponaer. .

1. Heard ' NMs. M.A. Monhite, AppHCanT N DErson
and Shri K.B. Bhise, tne learnea pPresenung uinicer for

the Kesponaents.

2. Learned P.U. nas orougnt compuraucn oﬁ
Government Kesolutons anda various juagments. The
same pe delivered Lo Applicant.

3. . by consent nearingis agjournea.

4. Member ot Bar reguested 10 adaress on the

point involved in the matter peing or wiger impact

5. 5.0.to 25.08.2016.

_ s

Lnalrman ;
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| Date : 03.08,2016.

l C.A.No.41 ot 2016 in O.A.N0.1225 ot 201u

| Shri 5.C. Gupta e APPIITE T
| V5.
‘ The State ot Mah. & Ors. ..Kespondent.

|1. Heard Ms. S.P. vVlanchekar, ne I€aii:
| AQvocate Tor the Applicant ana Snri K.p. pnise, the

‘ learned Fresenung Officer Tor tne Kesponaents.

| 4. Learned P.O. 10r the responuents nas tengered

arfidavit ot apology of the Kesponaent. 1T 1S 1aken on

recora.

[

3. Learned Advocate Tor tne Applicant pravs pme
to consider as to whether Appicant neeas to be

pursuea.

4. S.0. to 08.08.2016.

QL‘/ f— :

{A.H. Josni, ).y
<nairman

| sba
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

~urngial Applcation No. (ST . PRI SENTES]
PR TP
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PR B 23N}
‘I'ne State ol Manarashiira and ouliers
Lol
WYy oo U L W ¢ ST 61 R T U SRSTPOIPUN
I
Uiitce Notes, Ullce Memoranda ol Corat,
Appearunce, Lvibunal’s vrders or ‘Trewunal’ s oraers
directions and Hegistrur's orders

DATE: 5| 3|16

CORAM

..Q. boWkey”

....... Besasq s
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PL _,—-« K.rg ‘pm.;,L

Brearseren

€ SRondSiy

Ady. To.. \ ﬁ.\ .........................

| Date : 03.08.2016.

] C.A.N0.60 of 2015 in O.A.N0.1013 of 2Ul«

| Shri M.V. Deshmukn e ARPHCE
‘ V.

] The State of Mah. & Ors. L RESPONGEL.
| 1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advuo.

' for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bnise, tne ledo

} Presenting Officer tor the Responaents.

2. Learned P.O. tor the Responaents snri K.B. Bwse
prays tor time 1o study tne case and take sultadi= steps

as advised by the Responaents.

3. S.0.to 10.08.2016. -

\/[/f//

(A.H. Joshi, ) 7
chairman v

sba
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{ Date: 03.08.2016.
| iVI.LA.No. 195 of 2016 in O.A.No.359 of 201c
| Shri P.D, Yasatwar S APRICELL
i Vs,
i The State of VMah. & Ors. .-KESPONAEL.
Heard Ms. S.P. Iviancnekar, ne ted.. .

LATE -

CONAM
LRI

Sisl16

105 By - -esin (Chrairman)

1 ki - + -~ ‘WDCF—)-A
Suiie S MANNdR,~
Shrl G IS ORDE
[N A ) - i3

A Tou )4 B16:

| L
| Adavocate for tne Applicant and >Nri k.B. brise. the

| tearned Presenting Ofticer tor tne kesponaents.

| 2. Learned Advocate Tor tne Applicant Ms, S.7.
Manchekar prays Tor 1eave 10 place on recora copy OE
3 an

the judgment O HOn'Ble >upreme LOUTL

annexure 1o the ivi.A.
i Veare

"3 Timre as prayed Tor is grantea.

4. 5.0.1012.08.2016.

’ G /-

el 1 278 AT
(A.H.Josnl,l.x i
tnairman

| Ska
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