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0.A 792/2018 

Shri A.P Path & Others 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	Respondents 

1. Heard Shri 5.5 Dere, learned advocate for the 

applicants and Ms Swati Manchekar,  , learned C.P.0 tor 

the Respondents. 
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Original Application No. 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

Versus 

The State of Maharashtrit and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting •fficer 	  

05.07.2019 

M.A 353/2019 In 0.A 619/2019 

Shri S.N Thembe & Others 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri S.S Dere, learned advocate for the 

applicants and Ms Swati Manchekar,  , learned C.P.0 

for the Respondents. 

2. This is an application for leave to sue 

jointly. 
DATE • 

3. Considering the cause of action pursued 

by the Applicants is common, concurrent and 

usual, the cases are not required to be decided 

separately. 

4. In this view of the matter, the present M.A 

is allowed subject to Applicants paying requisite 

court fees, if not already paid. 

5. M.A is allowed. 

(P. Ducit) (A.H Joshi, 
Vice Chairman (A) 	 Chairman 
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DISTRICT 

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

O.A 619/2019 

Shri S.N Thembe & Others 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri S.S Dere, learned advocate for the 

applicants and Ms Swati Manchekar, learned C.P.O 

for the Respondents. 

(Gan) J 29 

IN TH 

2. In view of interim order dated 11.4.2019 

passed in O.A 368/2019 no separate order is 

necessary. Two posts may be kept vacant for the 

applicants. 

3. This O.A to come up for hearing with O.A 

368/2019. 

4. Learned advocate for applicant prays for leave 

to add affected party as Respondents. Leave granted. 

5. 8.0 to 30.8.2019. 

11 I I  (P. Mat) 	 (A.H Joshi .) 
Vice-Chairman (A) 	 Chairman 
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0.A.1079/2018 

Shri D.M. Atre 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, 
learned P.O. for Respondents. 

2. Today, the learned P.O. has filed short Affidavit 
of Respondent No.2 stating that the proposal made by 
Collector, Nashik on 02.11.2019 is under consideration 
of the Government. It Is taken on record. 

3. The issue in the present matter pertains to grant 
of benefit of Time Bound Promotion considering 
temporary service of the Applicant. The Applicant seems 
to be appointed without following due process of law, as 
his services were required for Kumbhmela. Besides, 
there Is some break in his service. The Collector, 
therefore, forwarded a proposal on 02.01.2019 to the 
Government but the same Is not yet decided. 

4. In view of above, the matter is adjourned for final 
hearing for four weeks and meantime, the learned P.O. 
shall take instructions from the Respondents about the 
decision of Government on proposal of Collector dated 
2nd  January, 2019. 

5. S.O. to 5th  October, 2019. 

?/()) 

(A. . Kurhekar) 
Member-) 
05.07.2019 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./A.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

0.A.No.609 of 2019 

Amjed M. Naikwadi 	 ....Applicant 
Versus 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	...Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri K. R. Jagdale, learned Counsel tor the 

Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presetting Officer 

for the Respondents. 

2. In the present 0.A., the Applicant has challengea the 

impugned transfer order dated 11.06.2019 whe1eby he was 

transferred from Malegaon Centre to Seed Centre. The 

Applicant was serving as Chief Intelligence ricer with 

Special Intelligence Department, Maiegaon at the time of 

impugned transfer. The Applicant contends that he hao not 

completed normal tenure of three years at Mdlegaon and 

there being no compliance of Section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of 

Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation df Transfers 

and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official (Duties Act, 

2005 (hereinafter referred to as 'Act 2005). The impugned 

order is unsustainable in law. 

3. Learnea Counsel for the Applicant, tneretore. 

prayed for Interim relief. 

4. Learned P.O. for the Responoents has prrouced the 

file for perusal of the Tribunal, which snows that ti e proposal 

of transfer was approved by the Civil Services Bo rd (C5B) in 

view of frequent leaves of Applicant and his unwi lingness to 

work in the department. However, there is no approval of 

the Competent Authority for such mid-term and Mid-tenure 

transfer. Learned P.O. fairly stated that there is do approval 

of Competent Authority as contemplated under Section 0 of 

'Act 2005'. However, she opposes to grant interifn relief on 

the ground that the Applicant is already relievee from tne 

post. 

t- 
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5. Admittedly, the impugned transfer order is mid-

term as well as mid-tenure transfer. Furthermore, 

admittedly, ther4 IS no apProval Of competent authority 

as contemplated in the table of Section 6 of 'Act 2005'. 

Thus, prima-facie the impugned transfer order is not in 

consonance with law. 

6. In view of above, interim relief is granted in terms 

of Paragraph No. 11(a) of the O.A. and the Applicant be 

reported on the post of Chief Intelligence Officer at 

Malegaon Centre. 

7. Issue notice before admission returnable on 

31.07.2019. 

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be 

issued. 

9. 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 0.A.. Respondents are put to notice that the 

case would be taken up for final disposal at the stage of 

admission hearing. 

10. 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. 

11. 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. 

12. In case notice is not collected within three days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 

returnable date, Original Application shall stand 

dismissed without reference to Tribunal and papers be 

consigned to record. 

13. 5.0. to 31.07.2019. 

efx--  

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member(J) 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.401/2018 

Shri R.L. Boga 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar ana Smt. A.B. Kololgi, 
learned P.O. for Respondents. 

2. The Applicant stands retired on 31.12.2017 out 

his retiral dues are not released, and therefore, ne 

approached to this Tribunal. Today, the matter is fixed 

for final hearing but the learned Advocate as well as 

learned P.O. are not prepared in the matter and sought 
time for hearing. 

3. I have gone through the pleadings as well as reply 

which goes to show that because of proposal of initiation 

of D.E. against the Applicant, his retiral dues are 

withheld. However, though the period of more than one 

and half year is over, till date, no sucn charge-sheet 

seems to have been issued. The learned P.O. is unaole 
to enlighten the Tribunal on this point. 

4. In view of above, it is necessary to find out tne 

status of D.E, if any, so that the present O.A. can oe 

disposed of expeditiously in appropriate manner ana 

there is no need to keep it lingering for final hearing. 

5. The matter be kept on 8th  July, 2019 to appraise 

the Tribunal about the initiation of D.E, if any, by the 

Respondents. 

6. The Respondent No.1 is directed to remain 
present on Monday i.e. 8th  July, 2019 with record to 

apprise the Tribunal about the initiation of D.E. and to 

explain the delay as to why the retiral benefits of tne 
Applicant are withheld. 

7. S.O. to 8th  July, 2019. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member-1 
05.07.2019 

(.kw) 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NOS. 628 & 629 OF 2019 
WITH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.622 OF 2019 

Shri Saban J. Tejankar (0.A.628/2019) 
Dr. Deenali D. Kshirsagar (0.A.629/2019) 
Shri Shrikant D. Surve (0.4.622/2019) 

Versus 

)...Applicants 

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

Mr. D.B. Khaire, Advocate for Applicants (0.As.628 & 629/2019) 

Mrs. Punam Mahajan, Advocate for Applicant (0.A.No.622/2019) 

Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, Presenting Officer for Respondents (O.As.628 & 629/2019) 

Ms. N.G. Gohad, Presenting Officer for Respondents (0.A.622/2019) 

CORAM 	: A.P. KURHEKAR, MEMBER-J 

DATE 	: 05.07.2019 

ORDER 

1. 	In the present 0.As, the challenge is to the transfer order dated 

04.07.2019 on the ground that though it is mid-term transfer, the same is not in 

consonance with Section 4(5) of 'Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation 

of Transfer and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official Duties Act, 2005 

(hereinafter referred to as the Transfer Act). 



2 	 O.As. 628, 629 & 622/2019 

2. Admittedly, the Applicants have completed their tenure but the transfer 

orders were issued on 4th  July, 2019, and therefore, it comes within the term of 

'mid-term transfer'. 

3. When the matter was placed before the Civil Services Board (CSB), the 

name of the Applicant in O.A.628/2019 was considered anti she was proposed for 

transfer at Khadki. Whereas, the Applicant in O.A.629/2019 was proposea to be 

transferred to Delwadi, Tal. : Daund. In so far as O.A.622/2019 is concernea, the 

CSB recommended the Applicant for transfer at Sangole. 

4. However, no such orders of transfer were issued but they were 

transferred by order dated 4th  July, 2019 on different places. The Applicant in 

O.A.628/2019 was transferred to Khadgaon, Tal. Bhudargad, District Kolnapur. 

Whereas the Applicant in O.A.629/2019 was transferred to Jat, District : Sangli 

and Applicant in O.A.622/2019 was transferred to Gargoti, Tal. Budargad, District 

Kolhapur. 

5. The learned P.O. has produced a file for perusal, which shows tnat the 

Hon'ble Chief Minister has only approved regular transfer and in respect of mid-

term transfer, the Hon'ble Minister was asked to take decision at his level. 

6. Thus, what emerges from the record that there is no approval of Hon'ble 

Chief Minister to mid-term transfers dated 04.07.2019. It appears that earlier 

powers of general transfer were delegated to the Secretary but it was witnarawn 

and Hon'ble Minister himself took over the powers. In that event also, the 

impugned transfer order being mid-term transfer, there nas to be approval of 

preceding Competent Authority, as per Table attached to Section 6 of 'Transfer 

Act 2005', which is admittedly not complied with. This being the position, prima-

facie, the impugned orders are not in accordance with the provisions of 'Transfer 

Act 2005'. 



3 	 0.45. 628, 629 & 622/2019 

7. ,n view of above, status quo is granted to the impugned transfer order qua 

the Applicants. 

8. Issue notice returnable on 30th  July, 2019. 

9. -rribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage and separate 

notice for final disposal shall not be issued. 

10. 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. 

11. 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. Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

13. In case, notice is not collected within three days or service report 
on 

affidavit is not filed 3 days before returnable date, Original Application shall stand 

dismissed without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

14. 	S.O. to 30th  July, 2019. Hamdast granted. 

(A.R. KURHEKAR) 

Member-J 

skw 
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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 Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

O.A.No.621 of 2019 
N. G. Ghule 

Versus 
The State of Manarashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

,..Respondents. 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, warned Copnsel ror the 

Applicant .  and Smt. Kranti Galkwaa, learner] Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. In the present OA., the challenge is to the impugned 

transfer order dated 03.07.2019. The Applicant was serving 

as Superintendent, State Excise, Thane and translerrea to the 

post of Superintendent, State Excise, Dhule. Ttle Applicant 

had completed nardly one year at Thane. Tht Applicant, 

therefore, contends that it is a mid-term and mid-tenure 

transfer not in consonance with Section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of 

  

Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation (14 Transrers 

and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Officialputies Act, 

2005 (hereinafter referred to as 'Act 2005') ancl, thererore, 

prayed for interim relief. 	 • • 

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has trierea tne 

file for perusal of the Tribunal whip snows thtt the Civil 

Services Board (CSB) did not recommend the lime or tne 

Applicant for transfer but recommended tne transfer of other 

five officials. However, when the file was placed before tne 

Hon'ble Minister ne added the names or seven bfficiais ror 

transfer and the same has been approved by the Hon' ole 

Chief Minister. While adding the name or seven (officials ror 

transfer, the Hon'bie Minister stated that their trrnsfers are 

necessary on administrative grounds to acnieve targets. 

4. However, the fact remains that the name or tne 

Applicant not at all placed before the CSB for transfer. The 

names of five officials were placed before the CSB lor transfer 

and Smt. Snehlata Shrikar was amongst them who was 

posted in place of the Applicant on her request. 
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Tribunal' s orders 

5 Thus what transpired from the record that 

admittedly that name of the Applicant was not placed 

before the CSB. This being the position, prima-fade, the 

iMpugned tta"nafer order is not" in' consonance with the 

directions given by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in T.S.R. 

Subrornanion & Ors. Vs. Union of India & Ors. reported 

in (2013) 15 SCC 732. Secondly, the Applicant seems to 

have been displaced only to accommodate Smt. Snehlata 

Shrikar (Resp.No.2). 

6. In view of above, prima-fade, the impugned 

transfer order is not in consonance with Section 4(4)(ii) 

and 4(5) of the 'Act 2005'. I am, therefore, inclined to 
grant interim relief. 

7. In view of above, interim relief is granted as prayed, 

in terms of Paragraph No. 10(a) of the O.A. 

8. Hamdast and steno copy is granted. 

9. Issue notice before admission returnable on 

30.07.2019. 

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be 

issued. 

11. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 

Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly 

uthentIcated by Registry, along with complete paper 

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

ould be taken up for final disposal at the stage of 

dmisslon hearing. 

2. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of 

e Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) 

ules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and 

Iternate remedy are kept open. 

3. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed 

ost, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and 

roduced along with affidavit of compliance in the 

egistry within one week. Applicant is directed to file 

ffidavit of compliance and notice. 

4. In case notice Is not collected within three days or 

ervice report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 

eturnable date, Original Application shall stand 

smissed without reference to Tribunal and papers be 

onsigned to record. 

5. S.O. to 30.07.2019. 

(A.P. Ku rhekar) 

Member(1) 

Admin
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Office Nntes.10ffice Memoranda of Comm.a 

Apnearalice. Tribunal's orders or 
	 Tribunal's orders 

direetionli and Registrar's orders 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

0. A. No.582 of 2019 

P. F. Gangave 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri K. R. Jagdale, learned Counsel for the 

Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 

17.07.2019. 

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 

0.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 along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 

within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 

returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed 

without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to 

record. 

8. 5.0. to 17.07.2019. 

ti)(  

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Mernber(1) 

vsm 
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Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Comm. 
Apnearatice. Tribunal's orders or 
dirertioni and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

0. A. No.615 of 2019 

Dr. A. R. Kamble 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for 

the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 

31.07.2019. 

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 

0.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 along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 

within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 

returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed 

without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to 

record. 

5.0. to 31.07.2019. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(J) 

vsm 
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Text Box
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Office Notes,1Office Memoranda of Comm.a 
ApnearaA'ce. Tribunel'e orders or 
direetiona and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

0. A. No.617 of 2019 

L. Y. Vanaskar 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri N. Y. Chavan, learned Counsel for the 

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

for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 

31.07.2019. 

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 

0.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 along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 

within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 

returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed 

without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to 

record. 

8. 5.0. to 31.07.2019. 

 

(A.R. Kurhekar) 
Member(1) 

VSM 
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Office Notes,10ffice Memoranda of Coram. 
Arniearabee, Tribunal's orders or 
direetuusk and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : OS.07.2019. 

0. A. No.608 of 2019 

Dr. M. V. Pande 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri K. R. Jagdale, learned Counsel for the 

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

for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 

31.07.2019. 

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 

0.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 along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 

within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 

returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed 

without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to 

record. 

8. 5.0. to 31.07.2019. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(.1) 

VSM , 
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Office Notos.10fftee Memoranda of Comm.a 

Annenrabee. Tribunal's orders or 
direetomM and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

0. A. No.608 of 2019 

Dr. M. V. Pande 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri K. R. Jagdale, learned Counsel for the 

Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting Officer 
for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 
31.07.2019.  

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 

0.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 along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 

within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 

returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed 

without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to 

record. 

8. 5.0. to 31.07.2019. 

OM> 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(?) 

Admin
Text Box
      Sd/-
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Office Notes,10ffice Memoranda of Comm. 

Apnearaime. Tribunal's orders or 
	 Tribunal's orders 

dircetionk and Registrar's orders 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

0. A. No.582 of 2019 

P. F. Gangave 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri K. R. Jagdale, learned Counsel for the 

Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 

17.07.2019. 

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 

0.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 along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 

within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 

returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed 

without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to 

record. 

8. S.O. to 17.07.2019. 

11 P)J\7 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(1) 

vsm 

Admin
Text Box
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(G C P 	2959 

IN 11-1.b 

(Spl - MAT-F-2 
(A) (50,000-3-2017)  
IVIAIIAR.ASHIMA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

E. 

 

Original Application No. 
	 of 20 

	

DISTRICT   Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Not Office Memoranda of Comm, 
Appeakattee, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Regietrats orders 

05.07.2019 

Tribunal' s orders 

C.A 109/2015 in 0.A 353/2014 

... Applicant 

DAM 
CORA  : 
Hoe* Akita Shri A. H. Joshi (ChaiMel) 

/IRE 
&warns 

RA NCE:  
04"e 4erl he-S2t)  

r it  the Applicant  

gereStrt  S  	41... ,4.4  
.P n.'90 	the Responds

Adj./S.O. tf 	14€0°0—  
ohs ?s45-cti (14 

;Wised G14u-

070 lob} 119. 
theamt,  &IP"( eta) 
opturlaill—is ijisua 

Dr K.S Ramamurthy 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. None for the applicant. Heard Smt K.S Gaikwad, 
learned P.O for the Respondents. 

2. Hon. H.0 has passed the order that reads as 

follows:- 

3. Now it is thus clear that while coercive steps 
cannot be taken but order of this Tribunal has not been 
stayed by Hon. High Court. 

4. In this background, Secretary, Public Health is 
directed to file affidavit on following points:- 

Under what authority of law he is entitled to 
disobey the order of this Tribunal and what 
precluded the Respondents from implementing the 
order of this Tribunal subject to outcome of W.P 
filed by the State. 

5. Affidavit be filed before 10.7.2019. 

6. Secretary is also directed to calculate the dues 
payable to the applicant as per the order of this Tribunal. 

7. S.0 to 10.7.2019. 

8. Steno copy and Hamdast. Learned P.O is directed 
to communicate this order to the Respondents. 

(A.H Jostir 
Chairman 

Alm 
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G.C.P.) J 2059 

IN THE 
(A) (60,060-43-2017) 	

[Spl - MAT-F-2 E 

mmtairtAsyrritA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MITMBAI 

Original APT lication No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtrit and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting fficer 	  

Office tete e Office gleoloranda of Coram. 
Apnea ante, Tribunal's orders or 
direeti 	and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

05.07.2019 

CA 20/19 in 0.A 977/2017 

RAT 	01 I  

Morn Justice Shia A. K Joshi (Chan.) 

API  APANCE:  
Shr 	

A 

:' ft 	4.4:atotadit- / 
Atha 	for the Applicant 

ir/44•LIO-e-Aidetitt:4  
C P Or-. for the Resoondentis 

MO q lit 19 ' S C to 	 

Dr M.13 Lortdhe 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra 85 Ors 

1. Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate for the 
applicant and learned C.P.O for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O prays for time till Monday. 

... Applicants 

... Respondents 

3. S.0 to 9.7.2019. 

Alm 

Admin
Text Box
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(G.C.P.) J 2959 

IN 'IRE 
(A) (50,000-3-2017) 	

ISO - MAT-F-2 E.  

MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUNIBAI 

Original Application No. 
	 of 20 

	

DISTRICT   Applicant/s 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting ■ facer 	  

Office Notek Office idenioranda dr Coram, 
Appeallanee, Tribmnd's orders or 
direethins and itaidstrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

06.07.2019 

0.A 571/2017 

PATE  • 
GOf2AM  .' 
Hon Se Jusfic Shri A. H. Josh' (Chahalili) 

tOlg. APITR2  fti 
shikAt i.G, ,6tVritt ....• 

Advocate inr Ille Applicant 

W;iktfro4. .c..  p VW:k‘itte.ttio  

C.POWO ftv he ReSPondentiS 

AdilS 0 	, 	Cill• Itet P  , Ii.  

Shri M.Y Sate & Others 	 ... Applicants 

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

1. Heard Dr. Gunratan Sadavarte, learned advocate 

for the applicant and Ms Swati Manchekar, learned C.P.O 

for the Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O states that affidavit assuring 

compliance and staling time limit is finalized and the 

same would be filed on Monday. 

3. 	S.0 to 9.7.2019. 

(A.H JostWirrhi, 
Chairman 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



r_lATE '  5117 IICC  

(lustioa Shri A. H. Jostx Caveat.) 

ARfdd4CE; 

h...SR-SiaVCILC- 

Advoc, 	for the Apolicont 

;SR  A..eiVekattUrf  
C PC 	for the Rescondent/S 

mus.olto .. 

gtoltst paid 

ri-kantLat (01‘t  

_04_40-0 	

cnitu bs 

ctiteu.4 /-3 

• 

2 

Tribunal' • orders 

Date :05.07.2019. 

I/AM-n.612 f 2019 

S.P. Mhaisdhune & Ors. 	 .... Applicants 

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

1. Heard Dr. Gunaratan Sadavarte, learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, 

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O. Ms. S.P. Manchekar for the 

Respondents relies on the text of the Government 

Resolution dated 22.04.2019, copy whereof Is at page 83 

and relevant text Is appearing at page 86, that the 

appointment of 636 candidates as PSI are not likely to be 

made forthwith and rather would be made as and when 

vacancies arises. 

3. Learned C.P.O. further states that petition being 

pre-mature needs to be dismissed. 

4. According to the contents of the O.A. 636 

candidates have been subjected to the process of 

medical examination etc. required to be completed for 

appointment. 

5. Learned C.P.O. disputes the proposition / 

submission of learned Advocate for the Applicant and 

states on instructions that time may be granted for filing 

affidavit to the effect that posts which are advertised, to 

whom Applicants purport to representation shall be 

filled-in only first in sequence to filling in of 636 posts 

and not now. 

6. In view of the statement of learned C.P.O. it is 

clear that appointments of 636 candidates are not going 

to be done Immediately. 

7. Learned C.P.O. is directed to communicate this 

order to the Respondents. 

8. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned 

C.P.O. 

9 	S.O. to 11.07.2019. 

(A.H. Josh', 
Chairman 

OMIT Notes, Cifrise Memoranda of Comm. 
lopponass, TribunePs orders or 

olfaction,  ■ and Registrar's orders 
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2. 

9. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned 

C.P.O. for communication with direction to 

communicate this order. 

S.O. to 11.07.2019. 

°Min Notes, °Mee Memoranda of Ceram, 
Mppearanda Tribunes orders or 
directions 'and Registrar's orders 

!GYP 	-S4111  
*Intik( Justice Shn I 	Joshi (Chairman) 

APSARANcrl; 
SIMI& . 	 SO_ 
ra4t-leis 04 eamt 
Advoc-4 for  

%trysail?  .0 • vwfsivgkitesi 
C.P Ora for the Resooneenth 1 }ti-t  - 

AciliS.0 to 	ifGdsf  I 

G- jaelgt1 It  heel 4764 H4--  

Pea Alta  - 

eale WS"- 44°  

ritidt 	61-ei ell' 4°1 r"  

S2aVi1 4 esmile. 

(P'1 

 

PAtt-Jal.g  

&Idealist/1J l‘lf 

---r4 %KAI Clbv-otni 

eYo it 11 119 4  

g ia-ty-41  atifl Ct 40044 

U414- c3 ab 

( oar frk 09117 ill) 	A2-.  

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

DrA.hio.445 Of 2019 4iith 6,A:No.197 of 2019 

M.T.Metake & Ors. 	 .... Applicants 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Ms. Madhavi Ayyappa holding for MIS. 

Talekar & Asso., learned Advocate for the Applicant, 

Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents No.1 to 3, Dr. Gunaratan 

Sadavarte, learned Advocate for the Private 

Respondent, Shri A.A. Desai, learned Advocate for 

Respondent No.4, Shri R. Bhandari with Shri Adsule, 

learned Counsel for the Respondent. 

2. Learned C.P.O. prays for time for filing reply on 

the ground that instructions are awaited. 

3. As Home is called to show cause as to why he 

should not be personally saddled with costs of 

Rs.25,000/-  for failure to give instructions. Reply be 

filed on personal affidavit of Additional Chief 

Secretary, Home, on or before 11.07.2019 

atetiv4 

prk 

Admin
Text Box
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4. At the request of learned C.P.O. for the 

Resiondents adjourned to 10.07.2019. 

(A.H.JOshi,  
Chalrnian 

(G.C.P ) .1 295E(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
ISO.-MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A.TRAJC 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 

:--7-11114.4- 
COBAM 
Hontte Justice Ihri A. H. Joshi (Chafer/1e 

oa; .1. ntottaildas 
fix t Rospondentls 

Adj./S.0 to 	 )401.1 lig Qt ku- 

dretulst._ 	(-4  (-PI) 

Date : 05.07.2019. 

O.A.No.973 of 2018 with M.A.No.652 of 2018 

Dr. M.K. Patil 	 .... Applicant 

Vertus 

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

1. Heard Shri A.S. Deshparlde, learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned 

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

prk 
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2. At the request of learned Advocate for the 

Applicant adjourned to 30.08.2019. 

(A.H. Josh 
Chairma 

(G.C.P.) 7 2959,B) (50,0004i-2017) 	
[Spi.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTJM_BAI 

M A.M.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram. 
Appea -ante, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

DAT_E :_  51V  

C.Q.BA14 : 
Hen'Ipla usl,ce Shr 	H, Joshi (Chattel) 

APPE • 

N,A4 trs 

,,.rte • S 4 n.■Ciirdetige_S 

fn-  ti; ivis:Poldeta 

t,.. 	1%.11.11  

,oetibtx. 	Otit/  
4.4 a-tt- tOd1 eitrA  

Date :05.07.2019. 

C.A.No.53 of 2014 In 0.A.Nb.44 of 2009 

R.Gf  Josh' 	 .... Applicant 

Ventus 

TheState of Maharashtra & Ors. .... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 

Preienting Officer for the Respondents. 

prk 
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(G.C.P.) T 296E(B) (50,000-3-20171 	
ISO.-MAT-F-2  E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M A /FLAX A. No. 

IN 

Original Ap-31ication No. 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

of 20 

of 20 

Office Notes, Office Mentoranda of Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directiOns and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

D_Ata 
NEP_ 
Hantle Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEVIT,  
Shril 	.004 

Advocate t it 	NriltInt 

SC Pen. .ft '''''''''''''''''
'' '''' 

AO /SP. b ............ .............. 

Dite : 05.07.2019. 

C.A.No.38 of 2018 in 0.A.No.48 of 2017 

R.P. Gage 	 .... Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri Y.P. Deshmukh, learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, learned 

PrekentIng Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Removed from board. 

(4411..loshret  
Chairman 

prkt 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



(P.1\1511. Dixit) 
4 1 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 

(sgj) 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

'Mild° Notes. Office Memoranda of Comm. 
Amami-fume, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Reaistrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 
O.A. No.1036 of 2018 

S.V. Sawant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting 
Officer for Respondents No.1 & 2. None for Respondent 
No.3. 

2. 	Ld. CPO files reply on behalf of respondent no.1 and 
the same is taken on record. 

2iipt_ .7" gae:  

Hentdriiiittffff-q*A7Hrdeahl-pheimian) 
Horeb' 	 Meteor-04- WC_ 
sh r  

:uoticant 

.. 11.15.r.cibs-iler/., 
C.I 	``' Resoortentis 1 4 

Pt SA, to —.a..  121  /2...t....7.1P Clyts )4 

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant states that matter may 
be heard by Division Bench at the earliest. 

4. Liberty to circulate. 

Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-



Appncanvs 

Advoctte 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm. 
Amnearance. Tribunal's orders or 
dlirections and Retristrar's orders 

 

Tribunal' s orders 
0.A. No.52 of 2019 

   

.V. Shelke Patil & Ors. 
Vs. 

he State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the 
pplicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief 
resenting Officer for Respondents No.1 to 5. None for 
espondent No.6. 

DAT' 	-72 
d.ie. • 
ricwoh:p  
-Ion'ble 	eA) VIC-P1 
APPEL, r 
Shrl/Sr. 	pe-/te__ 

ailip I 

Ld. CPO submits that respondent no.2 proposes to 
Ile reply and seeks one week's time. 

Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks two weeks time 
file rejoinder. 

S.O. to 25.7.2019. 

	

Advoen:- 	oiicant 

	

avrant. 	- r;7- 	014-11 ghsvet. 
(p.5N9 Dixit) 

POIP.O. fn! the Hesoondent/s 	 (I 1/1 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 

.... AdiJ S.C. . 	.. 

Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-



	 Applicanvs 

Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respond ent/s 

(Presentin.v Officer 	  

Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Comm. 
Annearance. Tribunal's orders or 

idirections and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 
O.A. No.848 of 2018 

R.S. Salunkhe & Ors. 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

ea  

Hort'ble i 
---,•• 	

• whe) 
ioPnbeS'tr; 	h) 	t C 

AEAR 
 

31111Smt #14.1 I !. ta..ark...e/44464 c -
\4 PIN Cstt n ^75th 

 

• 
Advocatra 	noticant 

Siiitromt. •  IS '  17- 6nn c4-e--Ve/  -04 
C.P.O1P,O. fix the Rhoondentis 

Applicants and Advocate for the Applicants are 
absent. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Reply'is already filed. 

3. Admit. To come up for final hearing in due course 
with liberty to file rejoinder, if any. 

11"  
(P.11.1Dixit) 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 

(sgj) 

Admin
Text Box
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QATE:-.1_1_20±1 ORM: 
Hon'hfr 	": ,i+-irctrrf 	N. Judd (C 	meni) Hon'hl— I '7Ixlf MembeqA)-- 4t e- 
APE1 	A 	„,,, sly. 	cv\!■er NC V ekett‘Vrte____ 

Adyr 	pioolicent 

Shri/Smt. : 1:9  .. . • ...  GYj ch∎  atag-
e.p.afp.o. fdr tha ftescondent/s 

AdiJ S.O. to I... ......mf 	1154,0 0P-p 
okA--c4;11-11 

Appl wan Us 

AdJ oeat  P  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respon dent/s 

'Presenting Officer 	  

Oilier Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram. 
I Anpearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

M.A. No.342 of 2019 in O.A. No.602 of 2019 

A.R. Sanap & Ors. 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri Sushant Valimbe, learned Advocate fir 
the Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	By this MA, the Applicants are seeking leave to sue 
jointly. The Applicants are similarly situated and for the 
reasons stated in the MA, leave to sue jointly as prayed for is 
granted. subject to the Applicants paying requisite court-
fees, if not already paid. MA disposed off accordingly. 

bItt lttl 
(P.N. Dixit) 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 

(sgj) 
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OflUe Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram. 

Anneuranee. Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Retristrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 
O.A. No.1118 of 2018 

S.G. Wadekar 	 „Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(preserittinct Officer 	  

Heard Shri N.Y. Chavan, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. Advocate for the applicant requests that this 
matter may be heard with OA No.666/2017 and seeks 
adjournment till 18.7.2019. 

S.O. to 18.7.2019. 

wore-dederlee-Sbo4-1-417-Joshi-feheitflititt) 
t-tnible Shri P. N 	' )4har.Aber.-4,m— 'J( c, 
PPEARANC: 

•irt/Smt. • 	'j‘ 	Ch"c'e  

wocate 

...,rifSmt. •  3 I  - Ar *afar 
P.011).0. for thla ReSoondenUs 

atv S.O. to _LILA . 

(sgj) 

(P.N. Dixit) 
cc 	1 ef - 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 
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	 Applicant/s 

A dvochte 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

Preseritine Officer 	  

Officio Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram. 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
07irections and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 
O.A. No.581 of 2019 with M.A. No.324 of 2019 

Y.D. Kale & Or& 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the 
Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	At the request of Ld. Advocate for the applicants 
adjourned to 10.7.2019. 

c--121►  I  

tionNe-M‘41en-Ptirlictr" JashliCliarleti) 
Hon'ht- • 	" Dixit PAOrabar44-- vit - 
AFL? 
Shr 	S •  De 'c_  

Act , 	oolicant 

 r ,  //1..s.n.ckel/e-Pv 
C.P.C1P a lot 0111 Resoondetts 

AdIJ S.O. td 	.(7121 	 
'CA 	1 .44 	 "41(  

(P.N. Dixit) 
Vice-Chairman (A) 

5.7.2019 
(sgj) 
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	 Applicant/s 

Advcicate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

(Mice Motes. Office Memoranda of Coram. 
I Apnearance, Tribunal's orders or 
I directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 
O.A. No.73 of 2019 

V.R. Rathod 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri U.V. Bhosle, learned Advocate for the 
Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO files reply on behalf of respondents no. I to 3 
and the same is taken on record. 

3. Admit. To come up for final hearing in due course 
with liberty to file rejoinder, if any. 
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	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Preseetine Officer 	  

'Mtge Notes. Office Memoranda of Ceram. 
Annearanee, Tribunal's orders or 
tittections and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 
O.A. No.1127 of 2018 

S.B. Kadam 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri S.T. Bhosle, ldamed Advocate for the 
Applicant and Ms. Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO seeks time to file reply. 

3. S.O. to 19.7.2019. 

ittri-f7/7 
(P.N Dixit) 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 
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	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent✓s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Offieb Norse. Office Memoranda of Comm, 
Aunearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 
O.A. No.23 of 2019 

Dr. N.L. Chutke 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

_Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri S.P. Wasnik, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Shri S.P. Wasnik, Ld. Advocate submits that he has 
filed Vakalatnama on behalf of the applicant and seeks one 
week's time to file rejoinder. 

3. S.O. to 19.7.2019. 

i 	1212 
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lottble-rittatiee-14444-1.1,-Josh14Chairmlifi) 
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•)0/Strat   11I t I  
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. c‘rskviztv 
;..o for tilt Resoondent/s 

S.O. to 	11.1121.2:24. 
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(P.N. Dix.t) 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 
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Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-



	 Applicant/5 

(Advocate.. 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

l'Preserriinc.Officer 	  

°Meg Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram. 
Nonearanee. Tribunal's orders or 

dfreetions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

 

    

B.P. Nagamwar 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

Ld. CPO seeks one week's time to file reply. 

S.O. to 11.7.2019. 

2.9.M 
WEAm. : 
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(P.Ni. Dixie 
Vice-Chairman (A) 

5.7.2019 
sgj) 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenitine Officer 	  

Offleis Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram. 
Annearanee. Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

O.A. No.596 of 2018 

Dr. S.M. Gaikwad & Ors. 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the 
Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	At the request of Ld. CPO adjourned to 26.7.2010 

.14Th 	 512/.7 tit  
WEAL 
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.kdv 	Aroicant 

..2;bri/Srn:. : .... 
iP.O. for the Resoondentis 

S.O. to  1 CI  Pir 	his  ec3"e-el 
ur r-4" d 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(1Presetitino Officer 	  

Offleie Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram. 
knuesumnee, Tribunal's orders or 
direetums and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 
O.A. No.88 of 2019 

N.N. Waghmare 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri Ashish Rajkar, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant submits that he is 
ready to cooperate with the respondents and would provide 
the original documents immediately. He further prays that 
the respondents may be given three months to complete the 
process and OA may be disposed off 

3. Ld. CPO mentions that respondent no.3 held meeting 
on 27.6.2019 with all the concerned. As soon as the original 
documents are made available, necessary action would he 
taken to complete the service book. 

4. In view of the above, OA is disposed off with a 
direction to the respondents to complete the service book of 
the applicant within a period of three months after getting 
the original documents from the applicant within a week. 

(P. . Dixit) 
Vice-Chairman (A) 

5.7.2019 
(sgj) 

Admin
Text Box
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Applicant's 
(Advo4ate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/9 
(Presenting Officer 	  

Off be Notes. °free Memoranda of Coram. 
/Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
dlireorions and Registrar's orders Tribunal's orders 

O.A. No.226 of 2019 

P.L. Khairnar & Ors. 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

Applicants and Advocate for the Applicants are 
absent. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. CPO files reply on behalf of respondent no.3 and 
the same is taken on record. 

3. Admit. To come up for final hearing in due course 
with liberty to file rejoinder, if any. 
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3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seekS adjournment for 
making his revised submissions. 

4. S.O. to 15.7.2019. 

Al n 
(P.m. Dixit) 

Vice-Chainnan (A) 

(sgj) 
	 5.7.2019 

Applicants 
'Advocate:. 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent's 
(PresOntirtv Officer 	  

Ofilee Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram. 
I Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
I directions and Registrar's orders Tribunal's orders 

O.A. No.285 of 2019  

S.K. Kalel 
..Applicant 

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

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. CPO states that reply on behalf of respondent 
no.1 is already filed. She submits that she would like to 
revise the affidavit to examine whether OA is barred by 
limitation. 

DATE : 	I 51,1_11._ 
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Hoot ine-1) IN4-A-44.—Jeshffefudithen)  
Honblp 1/4 	 wit Mer4110044' We' ►l 
APPE,  - 
ant 	6.2 - 0- 6:4 n  tkiaaifizez.  
Ad . 

-9 	 
C.P.D/P.0 for he Reepondentis 

.44.18.0. to ... 

Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-



1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan ,learnea advocate 

for the applicants and Ms Swati Manchexar learnea 

C.P.O for the Respondents. 

2. Para 2 of order dated 14.3.2019 be ae eted. 

(P. Hiatt)  
Vice-Chairman (A) 	 Cha 
Alm 

(G.C.P.) J 2959 (A) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [Spl.- MA' -F-2 EL 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

Applicant/8 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respotdent✓s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

05.07.2019 

M.A 104/2019 (decided) in 0.11 245/2D17 

Shri S.S Ahamed & Others 	 Appll IS 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 
	

kespopdents 

DAM:  s17)11  
g2BAM 
lionsble 	̀,:!Ici A. H. Josh' (Chakrren) 
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A.E1 
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2. 	In view that M.A for wining legal ieirs on 

record is allowed, this M.A is also allowen. 

(PS1CIPIDixit4) 	 (All Josh', 
Vice-Chairman (A) 	 Chauttum 
Akn 

.) 

(G.C.P.) J 2959 (A) (50,000-3 201.7) 	 [Sp1.- MAT1F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL. I 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applirantts 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtrit and others 

	 Respon entm 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 

95.07.2019 

M.A 132/2019 in 0.A 245/2018 

Shri S.S Ahamed & Others 	 Appiicpnts 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra as Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Suit Punam Mujahan ,leamectdvocate 

for the applicants and Ms Swati Mancheicar learnea 

C.P.O for the Respondents. 
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i. 	Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learns advocate 

for the applicant and Ms Neelima Gohaa, ie ed P.O 

for the Respondents. 

2. 	Accepting  reasons contained to be good ana 

sufficient, M.A is allowed. 

(P. Hiatt) 
Vice-Chairman (A) 
Akn 

I 
(A.H J 

Chair 

(G.C.P.) J 2959 (A) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [SO.- MA -F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applictuays 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Hespoircientis 

(Presenting  Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 

05.07.2019 

M.A 352/2019 in OA 1091/2416 

Shri A.G Phulsange 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra et Ors ... nevi:indents 

DATE: arrill,„ 
OEM: 
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	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

j(Presentin Officer 

versus 

The State of Maharashtia and others 

	 Respondent's 

Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Apps ranee, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

05.07.2019 

O.A 616/2019 with M.A 351/2019 

Shri R.R Divekar & Others 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri D.B Khaire, learned 
the applicants and Ms Swati Manchekar 
C.P.O for the Respondents. 

advocate for 
, learned 

2. Learned advocate for applicants pray for leave 
to amend by substituting memo of O.A as also memo 
of M.A. 

3. Learned advocate undertakes to carry out 
substitution by Tuesday, i.e. 9.7.2019. 

OEN.: 
Itn'bte 	-‘ nr1 A. H. **hi (chairman) 
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Chairman 

4. 	Liberty 
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to ask for circulation after 
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(A.1.1 Jo 	, J.) 
Cha n 

5.07.2019 

O.A 614/2017 

hri K.R Hire 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

he State of Maharashtra 8s Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Shri S.S Dere, holding for Shri A.V.  
andiwttdelcar, learned advocate for the applicants 
d Ms Neelima Gohad, learned C.P,0 for the 

espondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 16.9.2019. 

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal 
t this stage and separate notice for final disposal 
eed not be issued. 

DATE :„:44.  
HofThIP  
lion'br- - 
Arr. 
Shrl 

Applicants are authorized and directed to 
erve on Repondents intimation/notice of date of 
earing duly authenticated by Registry, along with 
omplete paper book of O.A. Respondents are put 
o notice that the case would be taken up for final 
isposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

This intimation/notice is ordered under 
ule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative 
ribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the 
uestions such as limitation and alternate remedy 
e kept open. 

4. H. Joitg (Chairmen) 
Men'fbef*W- ViCr  4 

s-_s 	.... 
Adv, 	Ailicart 

AM/Sir „.rt&ari'S..SCA1 4 
111 /P.C. for the ResooftderOtts 

Advs.°. to .... 	 42-- yt...t„yr 	m, lay 2€43- 
• n 

The service may be done by hand delivery/ 
peed post/courier and acknowledgement be 
btained and produced along with affidavit of 
ompliance in the Registry within one week. 
pplicants are directed to file affidavit of 
ompliance and notice. 

In case notice is not collected within 7 days 
r service report on affidavit is not file'd 3 days 
efore returnable date, Original Application shall 
tand dismissed without reference and papers be 
onsigned to record. 

Sr 1 4  
(P.N Malt) 

ice-Chairman IA) 

5.0 to 16.9.2019. 
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(Presentink Officer 	  

Office Mites. Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders' 

Respondent/s 

Tribunal' s orders 

05.07.2019 

O.A 613/2019 

DEE : 
CtQRAM : 
wok? Jf 	'-w! A. H. Joihi (Cheilmlen). 

Membec4A- 	Pi 
tax:

. 	ilen 	MASS  ,1 
: 

Advt.. 	maicant 

Shriawt 	 enti1/4--j C_ 
C.F ARO. for the Rtscondefitts 

Adj./ S.O. to .... 

tcl 
(PM ba 

Vice Chairman (A) 
Joshi .) 

Chairma 

5. 	S.0 to 10.7.2019. Learned P.O is directed to 
communicate this order to the Respondents. 

Applicant/9 

(Advocate] 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtia and others 

Shri S.S Chavan 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for 
the applicants and Shri A.J Chougule, learned C.P.O for 
the Respondents. 

2. Learned advocate for applicant prays for adding 
D.G.P as Res.no. 1A. Leave for adding party is granted. 
Amendment to be carried out forthwith. 

3. In the present O.A the limited question that arises 
is the question pleaded by the applicant in para 6.21.3 
relevant text read as follows:- 

6.21.3. Even as per the G.R dated 15.12.2017, the 
applicant is to be considered for promotion as 
more than a period of 2 years has passed from the 
date of the last DPC in July, 2016, in which the 
applicant was found fit for promotion. If the 
Applicant is found fit for promotion, the applicant 
is eligible and entitled for 11 months promotion 
subject to the final decision of the Criminal case 
as well as the departmental enquiry. 

4. D.G.P is called to respond. Affidavit limited to 
para quoted in foregoing text be relied, on 'or before 
10. 7.2019. 
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Issue notice returnable on 31.7.2019. 

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

DATE 

Honlikkiatkwalk-144311114Chatanin) 
Hontfr - 	M. Di1dt fettraber-64-0/c-  17 
62 
stir— 	egclirr%ti  
Advp 
	

Applicant 

smismt. 	 fri.522Q1. ..1- 
C.P.O1P.O. iodate Ft4o.ondentis 

•AdfrecOrta .}.....E12ar-....tlakie 42—  
tiLUNr‘ 	CY, 3r17/ 

O.A. No.602 of 2019 

A.R. Sanap & Ors. 	 ..Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 ..Respondents 

Heard Shri Sushant Valimbe, teamed Advocate for the 
Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

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

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 1 1 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. In case notice is not collected within three days and if 
service report on affidavit is not filed three days before returnable 
date, OA shall stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and 
papers be consigned to record. 

8. IA. CPO refers to Exhibit I page 55-65 of OA enclosing 
the information furnished by Advocate General, Maharashtra. She 
seeks clarification from where the same has been obtained. Ld.  
Advocate for the Applicant is directed to furnish details how the 
information has been obtained. 

CI 10 
(P.Q Dixit) 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 
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Applicant's 

(Advocaite 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Noten, Office Memoranda of Comm, 
eipnearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 
O.A. No.122 of 2019 

S.N. Jadhav 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

.Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for the 
Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant submitted that a 
detailed order was passed by this Tribunal on 3.4.2019. No 
reply has been filed except stating that one Shri Pralhad M. 
Shinde has filed Writ Petition No.459 of 2019 in the Hon 'ble 
High Court. Bench at Aurangabad. 

3. Reply given by the respondents is evasive. 
Respondent No.2 is directed to furnish specific plan of 
action along with legal impediment, if any. 

4. S.O. to 26.7.2019. Steno copy and hamdast is 
granted. Ld. CPO is directed to communicate this order to 
the respondents. 

t?;114 1 	le I 
(P.N. Dixie' 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
5.7.2019 
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Vl G-/ 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

  

Date : 05.07.2019. 

O.A.No.641 of 2018 with 0.A No.642 of 2018 

M.V. Mengrati (0.A.No.641/2018) 
S.B. Khadtare (O.A.No.642/2018) 	.... Applicant 

Versus 

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

ry ,eiehl (Chairmen) 
Hon'bie Ste 	 (A) 	Vit - /9- 
APPEARK  
.Sh(i/Smt. : ............ P 44650 

Advocate for the App:icas,-; 

fehdtSmt. 	 11-19)4517... 
CRUP.O. for the Respondent/6 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned 

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. With time available with the Tribunal this O.A. 

cannot be decided in short while. Hence, let this O.A. 

come up for hearing in due course..  

*van. to......iggitzet. 3. 	Adjourned to 16.09.2019. 

((I hi in 
(P.a. Dixit) 

Vice-Chairman 
(A.H. Jo 

Chairman 
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