oram, Tiihl._liul'l Q'r‘derl" .

rs

M.A.323/2016 in 0.A.970/2014

Dr. V.D. Shinde i - Apﬁiicahf -
i ; V/s. '
The State of Mah. & ors. - - Respondents

~ This MA is taken out in a disposed of OA

- -seeking directions . for the ° Respondents to .
- | . compute and fill up ‘vacancies - yearwise by

' considering the Officers only from the date of

- which they acquired the prescribed eligibility

criteria required for promotion to the post. of
District Health Officer cadre. : :

We have heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar,

- the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri

K.B. Bhise holding for Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the .
learned Presenting Officér for the Respondents.

In the Affidavit-in-reply filed by Mr. V.P.
Ghodke, Under Secretary in the Office of Public

" Health Department, Mantralaya, it' has been in
effect clearly mentioned that the process of
computing and filling up the vacancies yearwise
“is ‘already underway and the Officers only from
the date on which they acquired preseri the
prescribed eligibility criteria  required for
~ promotion to the post of District Health Officer
cadre would be adopted: The Applicant,
therefore, appare t.lgs—}g,gs got what he wanted,
.and therefore, thef3™! Paragraph in the Affidavit-
- in-reply above reféfred to (of Mr. V.P. Ghodke)
can be in’ effect incorporated in the final order.
We, therefore, direct the Respondents to fill up
the vacancies yearwise by considering the
—. | Officers only from the date ,on which they
acquired the . prescribed eligibility = criteria
required for promotion to-the post of District
ealth cadre. The said correction be made in -
the findl order and if the Office has already
‘furnished the certified copies, all concerned be |
directed to surrender the same and a duly.
|| corrected copy furnished to them without ‘any
"Jueco extra cost.- The MA is accordingly allowed in
i these terms with no ortler as to costs. Hamdast.

AR 7 P
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(RB. Maik)

 (Rajlv Aglrway)
Member (J) - Vice-Chairman

05.10.2016 05.10.2016
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C(G.CPAY J 2260 (A) (50.000--2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. & 3-? of 20 16 DisTRICT
C Applicant/s
AV OO L e e e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others -
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OfT1Cer......ccooiii i e e s )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corun,
Appeurance, ',l:ribumtl's arders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders
e 0.2016
O.A No 634/2016
Shri R.M Lukade .. Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

nA:rg~ 5\\0\\€

CORAM: :
Fron'bie i £ “V‘ AGARWAL
- Cl‘uxrm'm)
Hanlis SRR
> s p.qm lec:]
A 1} 1' \l(' "

Shei W\) 3 (‘)bjrlo\'\cv\_!g_

ey ot e e, B!
"E&w?ﬁ@ en s I...a:.\f..\w@%

— PG ”w lus,Julden"s

----------------

22

fc:\/\

‘Heard Shri V.P Potbhare, learned advocate for
the applicant and Ms Archana B.K holding for Shri
A.J Chougule, learned Presentmg Officer for the
Respondents.

This Tribunal by order dated 11.8.2016 has
given certain directions to the Commissioner .of
Agricuiture ‘in para 3. The Commissioner of
Agriculture was expected to personally examine the
case of the Applicant and to.see whether his request -
in the O.A can be acceded to. Only if he concluded
that the request cannot be accepted, he was required
to file an affidavit giving the reason for such an
action.

However, it is seen that no reply is forthcoming
from the Commissioner whether he has taken action
as per directions of this Tribunal.

Learned P.O secks two weeks time to comply
with the directions of thls Tribunal in order dated
11.8.2016.

8.0 to 21.10.2016.

Sd/-
[Rafiv Agdgwal)

Vice-Chairman

4

Alm

[P
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(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (50.000—2-2015 )

(Spl.- MAT.F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. 76 ’Lf of 20 lg DrsTricT
. Applicant/s
CAAVOCAEE Lo e ) -
versus
Tho State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer. ..o oo e )
Uffice Notes, Oftice Memorancs of Corem,
Appeurunce, Tribunals orders oy Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '
04.10,2016
O.A No 764/2016
Shri C.S Kamble . ... Applicant

DATE : 5(_‘0h€

CORAM :

Fon’tle Shri. RANV AGARWAL
(Vizz - Chairman)

Arv sate for i

hals /a»z'??"{] .................. Scn,vucxﬁwﬁaﬂm ¥
C.PO/ PO, for the Respondents
o. N .28 c&lsposec) "@‘

B AL M

K.

2

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

Heard Shri P.D Purway learned .advocate for
the applicant and Ms Archana B.K holdjng for Ms
Savita Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

Learned P.O places on record copy of order
dated 2G.8.2016 issued by the Government, which
mentions that the Applicant has been posted in
Mumbai on deputation in the Friendship Cell in

MSSIDCen his  twon Yeéa(ufb.

As the Applicant has been given posting as per
his own request, nothing survives in the present O.A,

Wthh is disposed of with no order as to costs.

Sd/-
(Riiv Agadkwal)

Vice-Chairman
Akn

PO
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(G,C.P.Y T 2260 (A} (50.000—2-2015) . 18ple MAT-F-2 B,

AN THE MAHARASITTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. 2q J-’ of 20 l 6‘ DISTRICT
...... Applicant/s
(Advocate ............. )
versus
. The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Preseuting Officer. oo e ) -
Office Nates, Otfice Memeranda of Coram, -
Appearance, Cribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrur’s orders
Q£ 10.2016
O.A.No 894/2016
Shri M.A Desai ... Applicant

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

Heard Shfi A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Shri Bhise, learned P.O has placed on record .
copy of the relevant noting from the File transferring
the Applicant from Solapur to Parbhani.

Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar stated
that the Applicant is ostensibly being transferred

xg{ \ & because of repeated complaints received against her.
DATE 1oil However, there is nothing on record to suggest that
CORAM there was any efforts made by the Respondents to

Sitti. RAITY AGARWAL inquire into the veracity of the complaint. Another

{Vice - Chaimmp) Co reason given was that she was belng posted in

Honlbly-Lind 00 Mt i a oty drought affected area. Whether thi: stand is
consistent is an issue which has to be examined.

APPL AR AT

smw@s\&@ 2 ndicss adoiar Learned P.O sought time to file affidavit in
reply. In fact, affidavit in reply should have been filed

Advoesie for the Applicent . . .
e L B Bl‘*\ = by today. Howgver, one week; time is given to. the
Shri L, SR Respondents to file reply.. It is made clear that;f no
——CPETTO. far the Respondents reply is filed by the hnext date, matter of grant of
interim relief will be considered. If the postis vacant,

Adi Fo DO - 4+a 1= {Ql] G . the same should not be filled till the next date.

H%Acna& é%z——— , S.0 to 13.10.2016. Hamdast.

Sd/- 4
(Réji;f Aghfwal)
Vice-Chairman

Akn .

[PTO
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GG T 2260 (A) (50.000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT.F.2 E.
IN THE MAHARASI{TRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAX
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
T Applicant/s
(Ad\ GOALE to i e e e )

The State of Maharashtra and ofhers

..... Respbndentfs

(Presenting OfICer. ...t e e }

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurunce, Tribunals orders or Tribunal’s orders
dircetions and Registrar's urders

04.10.2016

R.A 26/2016 in O.A No 503/2016

Shri A.T Gokule ... Appli_ant
Vs. '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate
for the applicant and Ms Archana B.K learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before .admission made returnable
on 18.10.2016.

[ 3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
DAT“ 5 ! jo ! Q this stage and separate notice for final disposal need .
not be issued.

e A Rk n“f:” AGARWAL 4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve

ol -0 ,h.men) ' on Respondent intimation/notice of date of hearing

L ‘ duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete

LA paper book of O.A. Respondent is put to notice that

—Shwids o @CMOUM MCL(& A the case would be taken up for final disposal at the
™ | stage of admission hearing,

Advecse S AT
Shem PU‘—C-\NMO‘*Q\< ) 5. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule
ST P03, for the Respondents : 11 .of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
: ‘ 16 {Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
] <. o 4+ \ \ limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

% ). 6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
i,_ speed post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained
and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the

Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to ﬁle
affidavit of compliance and notice. .

7. 5.0 18.10.2016.

Sd/- g

“(Rajlv Agédwal)
Vice-Chairmnn
- Akn

(P70
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GUCPO T 2260 (A (50,000—2-2015)

18pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

_MUMBAI
Original Applicatioﬁ No. of 20 DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ... ..., e e e a e J
verses
The State of Maharashtra and others

,,,,, Respondent/s

(Presenting OffICer.....cccooiiiiiciaier oo )

Offiee Notes, Office Memuranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal's orders or

directions and Registrur's orders

DA‘TE:_E( | d \‘C
CORAM :

Horste Shy

!

. RANTV AGARWAL
ST Chajeman)
L -:il»ll-‘lt_éla‘(l,ef)———*.

Bl L anpinid
AT

p5 Pethak

Shridse—

Advncary b Sl
—Hr-Amt

G-, o tie Respondoyts Mﬂt

fotehe 1alle L6

0.A No _809/2016

Shri M.V Kumbharde
. Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Shri P.S Pathak learned advocate for the
applicant and Ms Archana B.K learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents no i, 2 & 3 and Shri C.T
Chandratre, learned advocate filed Vakalatnama on
behalf of Respondent no. 4 and seeks two weeks time

to file reply.

Reply on behalf of Respondents no 1 to 3 may
alst?L ﬁlet;rcp-’-y within two weeks.

5.0 t0 19.10.2016:

Sd/-
(Rajift Agarvidl)

Vice-Chairman

~ Akn

G |

[BTO
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(G.CPD J 2260 (A) (BGLD00—2-2015) . |BSpl- MAL-F-2 K
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
| MUMBAX
Original Application No. of 20 : DistrICT
..... Apprncant/s
LALVOCATE crviiier et et et e e aeea e e )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

D Responaentss
(Presenting OffICEr... oot )
Otfice Notes, Oflice Memoranda of Cocum,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or Fribunal’s orders
directions and Hegistear’s orders
0.A No 969/2016
Shri S.L. Patil ' ... Applhicant

Vs. s
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Responaents

1. Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned aavocate
for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise, learnea
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission maae
returnable on 26.10.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case 1or finai
disposal at this stage and separate notice for final
disposal need not be issued.

‘ é 4. Applicant is authorized and directea t
DATE: & ll o il serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date ot
CORAM : , hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
Haa'ble Shri. RAIY AGARWAL with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent 1s

. ... (Vice - Chairman) put to notice that the case would be taken up 1or

: final disposal at the stage of admission hearing,

AFPBARANOH : '

T R.7 c@q,_—,bcaﬂ S. This intimation / notice is orderea unaer
\ ' Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative

Advacate for the Applicant

'«J ' Tribunal  (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and tne
$twi fmirn 2000 2 $Q—~ questions such as limitation and alternate
B0, fur the Ruspondents remedy are kept open.

+6 ,26‘ lOl\G- 6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement bc
/,/ obtajned and produced along with affidavit of

" compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

e 5D

7. S.0 26.10.2016.

Sd/- L
‘Reliv Adhrwal)

.Vice-Chairman /7
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Offjce Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearanee, Tribunal’s orders or
divectjons and Registrar’s ovders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: Elm\\g

Hen'ble Shil. RAJIVAGARWAL -

(Vice - Chairman)

AFPEARANDE :

Sttt o o\ Rounchicem cacbiten

Advocsi. for te Applicant

Shrs L.;.:m—,-..k.... .................. .L-.’-‘.:ﬁ.......

__ L PO, fer the Respondents

i 1o \qlolis

o

05.10.2016

0.A No 971/2016

Shri V.V Waghmare ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Responaents

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learnea
advocate for the applicant and Shri A.. Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This Original Application has been filed by the
Applicant challenging order of suspension of issued
by D.C.P, Pune. Learned Advocate Shri
Bandiwadekar, stated that this Tribunal in a numoer
of cases have held that the appointing authority of the
Police Constables and Police Nasik is Comnussioner o1
Police and not D.C.P and he is not authorized to piace -
Police Personnel of that rank under suspension. He,
therefore, stated that the impugned order may be
stayed.

3. Learned P.O stated that as per his information
recently some orders have been issued authorizing
D.C.P also to place Police Personnel of this level unaer
suspension. He seek time to produce that order on
record.

4, Issue notice before adinission made returnabic
on 19.10.2016.

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

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

7. This intimation / notice is ordered under Ruie
11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunai
(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

8. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be obtamned
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 19.10.2016.

Sd/- k

(Reiv Agafwal)
Vice-Chairman
Akn
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
MISC APPLICATION NO 395 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION 890 OF 2016

DISTRICT : PUNE

Shri Sunil D. Deshmukh, )

Dy. S.P/A.C.P presently posted in the )

of Commissioner of Police, Mumbai City,)

as A.C.P, having residential address as )

B-405, Meghsparsh Housing Society, )

Survey no. 573, Near Yash Lawns, )
Bibavewadi, Pune 411 037. )...Applicant

Versus

1. The Government of Maharashtra )
Through Addl. Chief Secretary, )
Home Department, Mantralaya, )
Mumbai 400 032. )
2. The Director General of Police, )
0Old Council Hall, Colaba, Mumbai)...Respondents



2 (3.A 395/2016 in O.A 895/2016

Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Shri N.K Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)

DATE :05.10.2016

ORDER

1. Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for the
Applicant and Shri N.K Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar stated that
Applicant was posted as S.D.P.O, Khed, Dist-Pune by order
dated 1.6.2016 issued by the Home Department. However,
that order was challenged before this Tribunal in O.A no
511/2016. The State Government, then decided to withdraw
the order of transfer of the Applicant, as S.D.P.O, Khed and
the person who was working there was continued to be posted

in that post.

3. Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar stated that now the
earlier incumbent Shri M.N Ghatte, has been promoted, but
he has not yet been given a posting. He, therefore, requested
that the Applicant may be considered for being posted as
S5.D.P.O, Khed as and when the post becomes vacant. The
Applicant has also made a representation dated 30.9.2016 to
the Respondent no. 1 in this regard.




3 0.A 395/2016 in O.A 895/2016

4. Learned C.P.O stated that the decision regarding
posting a suitable Officer as S.D.P.O, Khed will be taken by
the Government as per procedure prescribed under the

Maharashtra Police Act when the post becomes vacant.

5. The Government has earlier posted the Applicant
as S.D.P.O, Khed and that order was subsequently withdrawn
in view of the Original Application filed by Mr Ghatte. Since
Shri Ghhate is promoted and that post is likely to fall vacant
soon, the Respondents are directed to consider the
representation of the Applicant dated 30.9.2016 for being
posted as S.D.P.0O, Khed within a period of one month from

the date on which the said post becomes vacant.

6. Misc Application stands disposed of accordingly

with no order as to costs.

7. Original Application no. 895/2016 be placed on
Board on 24.10.2016.

Sdl- A
(Rajiv Agarwal)
Vice-Chairman
Place : Mumbai
Date : 05.10.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\1st Oct 2016\M.A 395.16 in O.A 890.16 direction to decide M.A
S.1016.doc
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 812 OF 2016

DISTRICT : PUNE

Shri Ganesh Arjun Kamble )...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors )...Respondents

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE :05.10.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Smt Mahajan stated that as ner
decision of- Police Establishment Board in the office of the
Commissioner of Police, Pune, dated 16.5.2016, 74 officers were
transferred. Thereafter more than 36 transfer orders have been
withdrawn when the affected persons filed Original Applications in
this Tribunal. Only in one or two cases, though the Original
Applications have been filed, transfer orders have not been
withdrawn. In one such case of Shri V.S Kokane (O.A 827/2016),

Hon. Chairman has given certain directions to the Commissioner



2 0.Ano 812/2016

of Police, Pune by order dated 12.8.2016. She prayed that similar
dir_ctions may be issued to the Commissioner of Police, Pune in

the present O.A, which will facilitate decision in the present O.A.

3. Though learned P.O opposed issuance of orders on the
line of order in O.A no 827/2016, 1 see no reason why similar
orders should not be passed in the present case. Accordingly,
following order is passed.
LG .
3. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan for the
Applicant has pointed out as follows :-

(a) After the decision of P.E.B. in the office of Commissioner
of Police, Pune dated 26.05.2016 in all 74 Officers/
employees were transferred.

(b) This Tribunal had passed the order on 08.07.2016 in
0.A.N0.663/2016 and issued to the Commissioner of
Police, Pune certain directions. Thereafter 36 transfer
orders have been withdrawn by the Commissioner of
Police, Pune, while applicant’s transfer is not cancelled.

(c) Applicant’s case could have been dealt with by the
Commissioner of Police, Pune in the same or similar way,
which has not been done.

4, In the aforesaid premises, the Respondent No.Z2,

Commissioner of Police, Pune is directed to apply mind to

the present case and decide as to whether any distinguishing

fact and feature exists in the present case in comparison to
the transfers orders which are cancelled after this Tribunal’s

order dated 08.07.2016 passed in O.A.Nc.663 of 2016.

o. If the Commissioner of Police, Pune wants to follow the
same course as directed in the order dated 08.07.2016
referred to in foregoing paragraphs, the Commissioner of

Police, Pune shall be free to adopt same course.



3 O.Ano 812/2016

6. In the event, the Commissioner of Police, Pune is
desirous of contesting the O.A. in that event, he shall adopt
the following course :-

(a) Find out as to whether all members of P.E.B. concerned
have read Section 22N of Bombay Police Act before taking
decision as recorded in the minutes dated 26.05.2016.

(b) Find out as to within which of the clause or clauses of
Section 22N, the impugned transfer fits and is
permissible.

(c) Ascertain and identify the facts which do constitute the
grounds and circumstances leading to the decision to
transfer the Applicant and do fit in any condition or
circumstances prescribed by Section 22N of the said Act,
enabling the Transfer.

7. Commissioner of Police, Puns shall file own affidavit-

in-reply, answering each point, paragraph and averment

contained in O.A., if O.A. is to be contested.

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

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

Respondents. 4

4. Learned P.O stated that affidavit in reply of

Comimissioner of Police, Pune will be filed within two weeks.

5. 5.0 to 18.10.2016. Hamdast.

Sd/- /

"(Rﬁjiv Agajwal)
Vice-Chairman
Place : Mumbai
Date : 05.10.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\1st Oct 2016\0.A 812.16 Transfer order challenged. SB.1016 Int
order.doc
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.297 OF 2015

DISTRICT : SATARA

U.N. Yadav & Ors. .... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.

Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN

DATE  :05.10.2016.

ORDER

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

N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Heard both sides for some time.

3. Perused the affidavit filed by Shri Sakharam D. Kharat, Deputy Secretary, Skill

Development and Entrepreneurship Department, Mantralaya.

4. It is seen that this Tribunal had passed order on 13.07.2016 and directed that
some Senior Officer working in Mantralaya, not below the rank of Deputy Secretary,

should file affidavit.

5. It is seen that affidavit is filed by Shri Sakharam D. Kharat, Deputy Secretary, Skill
Development and Entrepreneurship Department, Mantralaya, apparently in compliance

with the order passed by this Tribunal.

6. Affidavit is drafted in a very skeptic and cryptic manner, Major issues directly
involved have not been addressed. Specific pleading have to be replied by equally

specific averments.



H

kS Learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad was called to state as to whether she was involved
in drafting the affidavit. Learned P.O. states that she was not consulted in the process

of drafting the affidavit.

8, In the background that the manner in which the affidavit is drafted, shows total
lack of sincerity and exhibits recklessness. The affidavit as filed cannot be entertained

and cannot be retained on record.

9. In the aforesaid premises, it is directed that affidavit at page 163 to 179 be
struck off from record. Registrar is directed to remove it from record and keep it in 2™

part of the O.A. paper book.

10. In order to obtain proper answer to the OA. from the Respondents, it is
necessary that affidavit be filed by the Principal Secretary, Higher and Technical

Education Department, Mantralaya.

11, Learned P.O. was called to furnish the name of incumbent holding the post of

Principal Secretary, Higher and Technical Education Department.

12, Learned P.O. has furnished the following name :-

Shri Deepak Kapoor, Principal Secretary, Higher and Technical Education
Department, Mantralaya.

13 Shri Deepak Kapoor, Principal Secretary, Higher and Technical Education

Department, Mantralava is directed as follows -

{a) Call for the entire papers of O.A. and all related papers ;
{(b) Read the O.A. and related papers himself;

{c) Identify the averments and facts are to be admitted and which needs to
be disputed and thereafter file specific reply, taking care that reply is not
evasive and shall make every averment which is required for opposing
their claim.

14 It is recorded, by way of caution, that in case evasive reply is filed, then

secretary may have to be called for further examination on oath. It is hoped that such

situation would be avoided.




15. Learned P.O. prays for minimum four weeks time for enabling the Secretary to

file reply, in compliance contained in foregoing paragraph no.13.

16. Though four weeks time is prayed, longer time is granted with hope that

affidavit would be filed on the next date without fail.

17. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the concerned Respondents.

18.  S.0.to 16.11.2016. 3\

Sd/- ﬂ(’\,
~—TA.H. Joshi, 1]
Chairman
prk
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Text Box
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1056 OF 2015

DISTRICT : MUMBAI

A.A. Jagdale ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

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

Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE  :05.10.2016.

ORDER

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms.

S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Heard for some time. It is seen that affidavit-in-reply is filed in this case for and
on behalf of Respondent No.1 by Shri Ganesh P. Bellale, Assistant Controller of
Rationing, office of Controller of Rationing and Director, Civil Supplies, Mumbai on the
basis of authorization given to him by Respondent No.1, probably on the basis of para-

wise remarks which were approved by the Respondent No.1.

3. Perusal of affidavit filed by the State reveals that it contains statement that
judgment delivery by Hon’ble High Court Bench at Aurangabad (in case of Shri S.C.
saindane Versus State of Maharashtra bearing Writ Petition N0.2136 of 2011) is carried
before Hon'ble Supreme Court, however, it is not stated as to what has happened to
the case before the Hon’ble Supreme Court, and how Government wants to deal with

present cases in the light of subsequent Government decision dated 08.12.2011.



to

In the background that Government decision dated 05.11.2009 is already
superseded, being set aside by Hon’ble High Court, and now the field is governed by
Government decision on 08.12.2011, and arguments contained in the affidavit-in-reply

are silent as to the grounds entitling withholding of promaotion of the Applicant.

4. The affidavit is drafted and arranged in unusual manner and paragraphs & sub-
paragraphs are either numbered awkwardly or are left un-numbered, and hence those
are unidentifiable and the text is left in a complicated state. The form of affidavit only

reminds that of cramming the garbage.

5. The reply at page 38 onwards and rejoinder are, therefore liable to be struck off
from the record of the paper book of O.A.. The Registrar is directed to remove the
affidavit-in-reply from page 38 cnwards including its index and also the rejoinder, and

nd

keep itinthe 2 part.

6. In the background that reply is filed, without proficiency as well without
seriousness, whatsoever, and now it is stuck off, it is necessary to direct the officer

holding the post of Respondent No.1 to file his cwn affidavit.

7. Therefore, learned P.O. was asked to furnish the name of the incumbent holding

the post of Controller of Rationing and Director, Civil Supplies.

8. Learned P.O. has furnished the following name :-

Shri Avinash Subedar, Controller of Rationing and Director, Civil Supplies.

9. Shri Avinash Subedar, Controller of Rationing and Director, Civil Supplies is
directed as follows :-

(a)  Call for the papers of O.A. along with other related documents;
(b)  Read all record himself;

(c) Prepare notes of reply on the basis of facts which are admitted and which
are to be denied.

(d)  Isolate and identify headings contained in O.A. relating to questicn as to
whether applicant is eligible for promotion without waiting for her
procuring a Caste Validity Certificate.




(e}  File an affidavit on limited question justifying if there exists grounds on
which Respondents is entitled to refuse the grant of promotion to the
applicant on account of her failure to secure Caste Validity Certificate, in
the background of Government decision dated 08.12.2011 and judgment
of Hon’ble High Court of Bombay Bench at Aurangabad in case of Shri S.C.
Saindane Versus State of Maharashtra bearing Writ Petition No.2136 of
2011 whereby Government decision dated 05.11.2009 came to be
quashed.

10. Affidavit, if any, be filed on or before 24.10.2016.

11. If affidavit is not filed on the next date, the case will proceed without filing ot

reply, on the principles of Rule (10) of Order VIII of Civil Procedure Code.

12. It shall not be necessary to file affidavit, if action to promote the applicant is
taken.
13. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

14. S.0.t024.10.2016.

A

Sd/' | ;y@v\
”/ﬁ\.H. Joshi, w
Chairman
prk


Admin
Text Box
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL .

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Digrrier
o Applicant/s
(Advocate o )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Réspondent/s

(Presenting Officer e )

Oftice Notes, Office Menioranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders oy Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registruy's orders

Date: 05.10.2016.

C.A.No.85 of 2013 in O.A.No.788 of 2012

R.T. Patil .Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Qrs. - ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant. None for the Respondents.
Z. Adjourned to 07.10.2016.
o

DATE:___Stol1s | (AH. J&gr:if/w

COKAM Chairman
Hoa'blu b+ o <5+ A, H. Joshi (Chairmen) sba

S/l C"’id\qn‘*ﬁvb

Advicai.: jucihe Applicant

Shei Sat. 2. 20, 7 Kals
C.LO 7P for the Respondent/s

Ay 1«..._..‘2.\.1.(3 \) b

B

(270
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MUMBAI
Oviginal Application No. of 20 Disrricr
..... Applicant/s
CADVOCATE )
Versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer............. ... )

Office Notes, Office Memorandue of Coram,
Appearance, Tribuoaul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dircetions and Registrar's orders

Date : 05.10.2016.

C.A.N0.02 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.170 of 2013

5.N. Kolte -.Appticant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri D.B. Khaire, the
learned Special Counsel with Smt. Archana B.K. the

learned Present Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Special, Counse! for the Respondents
Shri D.B. Khaire states as follows:-

That the statement of calculation on the basis of
which amount is credited in the account of
Applicant will be furnished to him today itself.

DATE: __ SYa|)

CORAM ; : 3. In view of the foregoing statement of learned
Hon' h%. fnstice Shit A. H, Joshi (Cheirman)
Rl VI - Special Counsel Shri D.B. Khaire, adjourned to

ARPEAT 07.10.2016.

S C-Tolhardyeldye

Advicets - .0 Applicant |

Sheissons 5. Ra2kehalve wltmv\;} , /éﬁl —

snks ﬂYcMr\a ﬂylk'ﬁ%'—/ Aé (A.H. JOWW’
man

Chair

Ay Ta. ,7] ld‘hé ‘ sha

P

(7




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 D
2 ISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AdVOCOLe (o ) |
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum
)
Appearunce, ‘Tribanal's ovders or

[
Creetions ) ribunal’s order:
directions and Registrur’s orders ribunal’s orders

" Date: 05.10.2016.

C.A.N0.120 of 2015 in 0.A.No.313 of 2015

Dr. R.5.5.G. Abbas ' ..Applicant

Vs. ‘
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri «.B. Bhise, the Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

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

states as follows =

{a) The matter is being considered for granting to
the Applicant the Salary’ and Allowances,
towards the period during which the Applicant
had remained unemployed on account of
failure to take action in time.

DATE : 5‘1,0[,& L (b) Four weeks time may pe granted for taking
CORAM ; decision and action.
Hor’ble Hst i o
Wﬂm} 3. Time as prayed for is granted.
' A N A
APy
- -~ ' 4. S.0.to 10.11.2016.

Shat .,,..9'\?. 'H‘aw\c)(\o\{e,‘, _ ) 0
Adve: « o cne Applicant | o
Shri S S0 Hhiye— ' S
C.P.G " 1-Q. for the Respondent/s : /TK";’ A

‘ Chairm

) T Lt 12040 ork

Gte

X e




Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections and Reglstrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 05.10.2016.

0.A.No.541 of 2015 with M.A.No.111 of 2016

Y.C. Korande ‘ ..Applicant
Vs. |

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri P.G. Kayande, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad has tendered the affidavit affirmed by Shri Bijay
Kumar, Principal Secretary (Agriculture), Agriculture &
Animal Husbandary, Dairy Development and Fisheries

Department, Mantralaya. It is taken on record.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri P.G.
Kayande states that time is needed for taking instructions
from the Applicant on the foliowing points :-

(a)  Applicant would decide to accept the posting
at available vacancy at Jalgaon; or
) Ahmednagar; or; '

{b) Applicant would wait because the post of
Deputy Director, Agriculture (Atma) is likely to
fall vacant in Nashik Division, where Shri
Pravin Gavade is posted due for transfer and
applicant may be ready to wait till that
vacancy arises,

DATE:__ sjellb -y
CORAM :

4, If statement is made by. the State that applicant’s

* Hon'hle Ji<tiz= Snri A, H, Joshi (Chairman)-

Advocei Ll o ca
_ShrisSan, .. 2 4““(“"‘4
C.PO/PO. tort e Rcspondent/

. 116
Ady. T 17\'10 '

claim will be considered for that post (at Nashik), the

applicant will be happy.

5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..
Learned P.0. is directed to communlcate this order to the

Respondents,

Q

/-

A.H. Joshi,
Chairman

6. Adjourned to 17.10.2016.

prk




MUMBAI
" Original Application No. e of 20 : - ‘DiSTRl‘CT )
- Applicant/s
(Advocate ..... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....,....cooooviiiiiiisoios oo ) 7
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s vrders
directiaons und Registrar’s orders C.A. No.130 of 2015 in Q.A. No.308 of 2012
Shri S.S. Padave . Applicant
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO, on instructions received from Shri Suresh
Khade, Deputy Secretary, Home Department, states that
every cffort would be made to place applicant’s case

before the next Cabinet meeting and outcome would be

reported.
3. S.0.1025.10.2016. . \
paTE: st £ o < Z// T s
CORAW. (A1 Joshi; 5/)
MHonve osuavae v 2 Joshi (Chairman) Chairman
Fé it TrrRumartMemberyA 5.10.2016
e (sgj)

CARPT

G BanNedle,

..‘.vi.iyu—_ ALY TR, ’Upﬁm
Shei e MaS. Galkved

AP o !
CEf 0 Dy vie Respondents

Ady. To......,.q"ﬁl e

Y-
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADIVIINISr 'RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 : DistricT
,,,,, Applicant/s
(Advocate ................. O )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. ..o oo )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, ‘
Appearance, Tribunal’s vrders or . Date : 05-10-'201541‘1'il_nmal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '
‘0.A.No.654 of 2016
M.D. Shinde ..Applicant .
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Kespondents.

2. Interim relief is continued.

~ Passed by this Tribunal in 0.A.N0.467 of 2015,
challenged before the Hon'ble High Court and the Writ

Petition is still pending
DATE: _ ﬂ\zﬂrlﬁ

COR.¢ o 4. In view of the foregoing, hearing of this O.A. is
How 'ty Baviae siai AL H. Joshi (Chairman)

therefore, adjourned to 20.12.2016. i

S/ —
(A‘.i’-’fjoshi‘,'ﬁéﬁm
Chairman

Corret - -“,or the Rcﬂp‘mdem.s 7 prk

Jp‘&j_ T e Q—-Q\JJ/I JZ”

(P10

3. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents
prays for time on the ground that order dated 27.04.2016,



Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Corain,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions unnd Registrur’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

%"\a\l L

o

DATE {
Hom’bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
Honlb’.eshrrM—‘RameihkmﬂMmbﬂ)—A
APPEARANCE :

Shii/Sest:: o 4’0‘ <
Advocate for the Applicant |

SRITSIL L ¥ S0 Qe\\\m)u}
C.P.0O/ P.O. for the Respondent/s

wron DA L5 allgued -

#r

Date : 05.16.2016. , )
M.A.N0.393 of 2016 in O.A.No.338 of 2016

A.D. Barade -.Applicant
' Vs, i
The State of Mah. & Ors. -.Respondents
Direction to Registrar:- -
1. It is seen that though by yesterday’s order, this

O.A. was adjourned for enabling the applicant to bring
draft amendment, the office has permitted the
Advocate for the Applicant to amend the 0.A.

2. Registrar is directed to hold an enquiry as to
reason due to which though leave to amend was not
granted, the officer concerned has allowed learned
Advocate for the Applicant to amend the O.A.

3. Appropriate steps be taken to ensure that the
staff/ officers read the orders and implement those in
correct and proper manner.

4. Registrar shali call explanation from the officer
concerned and take suitable action/ against officer
concerned if satisfactory explanation does not come
forward.

5. Compliance be reported on or before next date.

Direction in O.A.

6. Heard Shri P.B.-Gore, the learned Advocate for
the - Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

7. Learned Advocate for the Applicant states as
follows:-

(a) On the basis of whatever he understood
from the order passed by this Tribunal on
yesterday he has furnished the draft
amendment and office has allowed to

incorporate the same.

{b)  He understands the error on his part and
undertakes that any such overt act shall
not occur in further, _

(c) He apologises for his act.

3. In aforesaid background leave to amend is

granted post facto, as one time order.
0. Misc. Application is allowed. }\ _
(A.H. Joshi, )|}
Chairman




(Presenting Officer

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistricT
T Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE v e )
vetrsies
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

Offtice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearauce, Tribunal’s urders or

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

_Stehie

. » )

27400 Respondent/s
114}

ey ’-“!ﬂ"llll .
v hanne opltouns)

S e
b

Al Ty

# |

Date : 05.10.2016.

C.A.No0.116 of 2014 in O.A.No.03 of 2013 with
24, 38, 39, 40 & 41 of 2014

S.R. Pimpatkar & Ors.. «Applicants

Vs.

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents -

1. Heard Shri }.N. kamble, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned

Special Counsel for the Respondents.

2. Learned Special Counsel for the Respondents
Shri D.B. Khaire states as follows:-

That the Dean, B.. Medical College has
submitted proposal relating to Applicant’s
revision of pension on 28.8.2016 to the A.G. and
A.G. has.acknowledged its receipt. ’

3. learned Special Counsel for the Réspondents
prays for time for securing infarmation from the A.G.

as to time within which A.G. would be taking decision.
4. Time as pray.gzd foris granted.

5. $.0.to 21.10.2016.

v
/-

. X
(A.H. Joshi, J.)
: Chairman

(P10
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. DistrIicT
..... Apphicant/s
CAAVOCate oo SUTINOIN )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer...........c..cccoivviinniiinnnnn, S )
Office Notes, Office Memorsnda of Corum,
Appeucance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s ordeys
directions and Registrur’s orders
Date : 05.10.2016.
~ 0.A.No0.433 of 2016
P.G. Pingle : ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
1. ‘Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

DATE:_ Sﬁlo\lc

Hos'Wlt 2410 Niis AL H. Joshi (Chairmen)

e S AN ey
Advi i \L@,W

Shei 5 Yo P hye—
C.IPOH‘U for the Respondeat/s

a1 13016

re

for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate -for the Applicant states that

_ Apphcant wants to amend the O.A, for incorporating new

_ grounds of challenge.

3. Leave to amend as prayed fof is granted.

‘Amendment be carried out within one week.

4. Adjourned to 19.10.2016. Q

AV/& /

(A H. Joshl,
Chalrman

- [PTO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, - of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
[ACIVOCIEE oot e s .
UersiLs
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer............. [STUTOURORe. e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribinal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
irections and Hegistrar's orders

_ e --04.10.2016

R.A 23/2016 in O.A No 1106/2015

Smt Sayali S. Ghadshi ... Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

2. Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate for
the applicants and Smt K.S Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 18.10.2016. ‘

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

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve

on Respondent intimation/notice of date of hearing

» \ év duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete

DATE : J\Q\\O | paper book of O.A: Respondent is put to notice that

P ’ the case would be taken up for final disposal at the
stage of admission hearing.

oo RATTY AGARWAL
Cies - Chetrmand

g s har) 5. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule
T 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure} Rules,} 1988, and the questions such as

CQCon-Q—' ....... limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.
Advocts T ke Spriennt ' @Q} . 6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
Sl e R S |20 speed post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained
BRI, for he Respondents and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the

l 6 Registry within one wéek. Applicant is directed to file
] affidavit of compliance and notice. :

‘ é) 7. S.0 18.10.2016.
74 |

Sd/-
“Rdjiv Aggiwald)

Vice-Chairman
Akn

[PTe). -
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION 553 OF 2016

‘DISTRICT : PUNE

Shri K.C Sharma }...Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra )...Respondents

Shri D.B Khaire learned advocate for the Applicant.

Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE :03.10.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri D.B Khaire learned advocate for the
Applicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri Khaire stated that the
Applicant was working in Khadi and Village Industries
Commission, Pune from where he was relived on 8.1.2916.- He was
kept on compulsory waiting till 9.3.2016 when he was posted as
Deputy Registrar in Pune District Urban Banking Association. He
was paid salary for the month of March and April, 2016.
Thereafter, by order dated 30.5.2016, the Applicant was relieved
without giving any further posting. The Applicant challenged that
order in the present O.A and by order dated 13.6.2016 this



2 0.A no 553/2016

Tribunal granted interim relief in terms of prayer clause 11(a).
Accordingly, Applicant continued to work as Deputy Registrar in
Pune District Urban Banking Association, Pune. Learned Advocate
Shri Khaire stated that thereafter the Applicant was transferred to
Marketing Board, Pune by order dated 17.6.2016 during the
pendency of this Original Application. The Applicant has joined the
said post on 20.9.2016, despite the stay order being there in his
favour and the fact that the order dated 17.6.2016 is in apparent

violation of the stay order granted by this Tribunal.

3. Learned Advocate Shri Khaire, stated that these facts
are brought to the notice of this Tribunal to show that the
Respondents are harassing the Applicant only because he has
approached this Tribunal by filing this Original Application. He
has not been paid salary for the period of compulsory waiting and

for the months of May 2016 onwards.

4. The Respondents are directed to ensure that the salary
for the period when the Applicant was on compulsory waiting as
well as when he was discharging his duties in the Urban Bank

Association, Pune is paid to him within two weeks from today.

. 5.0 to 17.10.2016.

Sd/- \r‘*/(
{Raji}r Agarvwial)
Vice{-}::hairr;(:n
Place : Mumbai
Date : 03.10.2016

Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\A. Nair\Judgments\2016\ 1st Oct 2016\0.A 553,16 Transfer order challenged SB. Int order 1016.doc
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

1Spl.-

MUMBAI
Original Application No, of 20 Drstrict
..... Applicant/s
{Advocate ..o )
\’; versus
T‘l‘le Stete of Maharashtra and others
L Respondent/s
Tttt mae s et oot )

{Presenting Officer............._.... FS N,

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

Tribunal’s orders

5\\0{\6

-M.A.394/2016 in 0.A.576/2016

Shri P.B. Dandekar
V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Shri R.S, Kavle, the learned’
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise
holding . for Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned

~ Presenting Officer for the Respondents. '

This MA needs to be allowed without
much ado. The names of the authorities be
deleted and the posts be allowed to remaine{’ip
array. of the Respondents. The amendment be

. carried within one week from today. The MA is
allowed in these terms with no order as to costs.

Ha s R,.m ' AGARWAL a
_ u2 - Clisirman) '
Hee w3 K (Member) Sd/- Sd/-
APP A : ' : 1 iv
(R.B. Malik) (Rafiv Agdwal)
Shrifsime—— Member (J) Vice-Chairman
s \m. - 1 05.10.2016 05.10.2016
i 1., (Skw)
. fUr lhe Rﬁqpcndemw
ﬁz’
' rp'm‘
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(AAVOCATE it )

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........cooooevviiii, e )
Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, .
’ . A s . e
Appeurance, Tribunul’s ordoers or Tribunal’s orders
dircetions and Registrue’s orders -, :
' 0.A.196/2016
L Shri D.R. Badiwale ‘ ... Applicant

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

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

Affidavit-in-rejoinder has already been filed.
Admit. Liberty to mention granted. )

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. .

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988. 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. ’

DATE - grlolo’o'e Sur-rejoinder, if any, must be filed on'the~ (-iate
Q-M.: ! ‘ ggigaf:?: matter appears before the Bench and “not
N A 8 i3 ) '
Hoa'bie Shri M-tsme MH - , Q/ —
PEARANCE ; ( sq/ ’—T'TB‘\/CJ
K Bidoadode - 77 (R.B. Malik)
. Member (J}
Adwvocate far the Applicant N :
s K B Bhe 05.10.2016

_CEITLO. fis the Respondont's (skw)

AQ T M

@
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OfflCer. ..o o )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribuual’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders
] 0.A.696/2016

oan._c[rolg

Wg«—fr‘rﬁﬁiﬁ&m)
Hon'ble Shri M. neM%nE(-McmbﬁH

~ APPEARANCE : . .
seispt - ... 5000 i deka v
A&Mﬁlthc:\p;slm

2.0/ PO. for the Respondent/f/

M M. S Sunangm

A To Adra:

Shri S.V. Raut
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

Réspondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advacate for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi
holding for Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

) Affidavit-in-rejoinder is taken on record. Admit.
Liberty to mention granted.

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 C.A.

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

The: service may bé 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.

- Aol

" Sd—

RBWalik] &
Member (J)
05.10.2016

\0\\

(skw)

(Pro



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

0.A.757/2016

Shri N.P. Pawar ... Applicant
: Vs. ,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

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

This OA by consent is being disposed of at this
stage itself in terms of Prayer Clause (b) of the Para 9 of
the OA. Liberty is reserved for the Applicant to bring in a
fresh action in terms of Prayer Clause (a) if so advised.

The detailed discussion of facts is not necessary. It
would be suffice to mention that the Applicant seeks the
relief of confirmation of his services in the cadre of
Dy.S.P./Assistant Commissioner of Police. . By Prayer
Clause (b}, a direction is sought that his representation
dated 16.2.2016 be -decided within a reasonable period
stipulated by this Bench. Mr. Lonkar invites reference to
Para 13 of the Affidavii-in-reply filed just now wherein it is
inter-alia mentioned that in view of the pending criminal
case against Applicant, the order of confirmation was not
issued. [ am informed at the Bar that now the said
criminal case has been decided in favour of the Applicant.
It is further mentioned in Para 13 of the Affidavit-in-reply,
that steps are in .progress in the direction of confirmation
as sought by the Applicant, Upon receipt of the
information from the DGP, the request of the Applicant
will be.considered as per the Rules in consultation with
the GAD and other conecerned departments.

In my opinion, the above discussion should make
it clear that it cannot be an endless process and whatever
has to be done must be done in a time bound manner. In
my view, an appropriate decision must be taken on the
representation of the Applicant above referred to within
two months from today and the OA stands disposed of
with these directions with a further direction that the
outcome be conveyed to the Applicant within one week
thereafter: No order as to costs.

DATE : ‘SIFO!QO’G .‘ m_;_*ﬂm\ c.\e |
ol ' | |  (R.B. Malik) °

T Joshi (€ Member (J)
Hon'b!_eShnumWﬁ, 05.10.2016
APPEARANCE - (stew):
weiged . 1.2 D, Lov Ka

Advocats for 2o \onijcant . '
- shrissef s K 1B Bhice

=P PO, for the Respondent/s

A To OA - Aspos o).




CAAVOCALE oo e err i eee et s )

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........ccoooemnin e e Cverrrreaens)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Reg‘ia‘trur's orders
0.A.760/2016
Shri S.S. Shinde ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shn K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Shri Chandratre makes a statement that the
Applicant does not want to file Rejoinder. Admit. Liberty
to mention granted.

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. ’

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988. 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

DATE : _S(f 1o "LO |6 - compliance and notice.
. 1 '

SORAM ‘ v DN
I i =y
-y (RB-wiak)  5° |

Hon'ble Shri N

: Member (J)
APPEARANCE :
mi@{. CT. Chandyatre, ) 05.10.2016

Advocate far the Applicant _
Shri / t.KE) Bhffe.‘_
! P.O.fqnhe Respondents
'
AdJ‘Tnﬂ‘frdmv o

[PTO.




LR I A R N N Y L 2 LY R e

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA

ISpl- MAL-M-20 B

TIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE vt e, )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer. . it e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribuanul’s urders oy

dircctions and Registrus’s orders

Date : 05.10.2016X ibunul’s vrders

1. None

Gaikwad,

2.

(a)

(b)

DATE:__ stigl1t
CORAM .

Hoa"®mie =y e g s & Jushi {Chairman} 3
APV adjournedto

'v\mﬂqm

Shron
* HAA00404 boeages ﬂ
Advica oy A‘v
Sbrii. K 5 %f‘ll.ﬁ................ .
CPL “3pondtent/s

 sba

Adly. T, ?#tld] 16.

Y

U.P. Paradkar & Ors.

Vs.
The 5tate of Mah. & Ors.

the

Respondents.

Learned P.O.

In view of the statement of

M.A.N0.569 of 2015 in C.A.No.142 of 2014

in 0.A.No.27 of 2003

..Applicants
...Respondents

for the Applicant. Heard Smt. K.S.

learned Presenting Officer for the

for the Respondents Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad states as follows:-

That the judgment of this Tribunal is

carried before the Hon’ble High Court.

The Writ Petition is circulated and next
date is given by the Hon’ble High Court is
19.10.2016.

learned 'P.O.,

25.10.2016.

(A H. Josﬂi
Chairma

(270




versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer

..... Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memorande of Coram,

Appeurance, Tribupal’s srders or

directions und Registrur’s orders

0.A 3483616

Hoa'ble Shri :?: :

CE :

XK, Bodhare holding

{0y sm A M, Joshi -
Advocate Tor the \ '
.0/ P.O. for the Respondent/s '
Ady To Qr![olQOlG

Shri A.D. Raste
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

... Applicant

Heard Shri V.K. Bodhare holding for Shri A.M.
Joshi, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G.
Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

The learned P.O. seeks further time to file reply.
Last.chance was already granted. The request for further
time{ﬂ;;erefore, rejected. The OA is formally admitted and
appointed for hearing making it clear that just before the
hearing commences, if the reply is tendered, it will be
taken on record, but no adjournment will be given for the
same. The OA stands adjourned for hearing to 21
October, 2016. ‘

S.0. to 21% October, 2016. __ L‘:t-

) L,

\ Sl
(R'B. Malik) ~
Member (J)
05.10.2016

(skw) .
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LY o Ao I A )
,'l;,,
"Phe Stite of Maharashtra and others
Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Office Memornnda of Corum,
Appuearance, Tribunul's orders or 'l‘i'ibtllpal’s orders
dircetions and Registrar's orders

M.A.334/2016 in 0.A.879/2016

Shri M.B. Jadhav ... Applicant
Vs. ’
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

‘Heard- Shri S.T. Bhosale, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 20,10.2016.
Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at -

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

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

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 1]
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
. Rules, 1988 and the questioris_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.

pare.__ S]10[-616

Hom bl T¥cE YT ) 1 (Chairman) b L | ‘
Hon'hleShriMkmbﬂw ' ‘ G gf// m '

S.0. to 20% October, 2016.

APPEARANCE : v " (RB. Malik)
ShnlS?( ST, l?)ho‘ia]g_, ' Member (J)
05.10.2016

Advocate fur the App! SN
o iiTded | -

1 P.0. for the Respondent/s

Ady. To... %'1,0 'MIG }

@ ’ [PTO.




versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer.............occooeieern

..... Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memorandn of Coraum,

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

Tribunal’s orders

Hon'ble Shri Mr& u,,.b.i)j_

PEARANCE :
sﬁic?m L T Charolvadve

Advocate'f. meApphnénK“ @h\ri¢ ’

Ag 109 ’Irolaols"

%)

0.A,973/2016

Shri S.C. Kadam
Vs. : : .
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

... Applicant

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 19.10.2016.

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 0.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 bé 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 19% October, 2016. Liberty reserved for

" the Applicant to seek interim relief.

v \ ?ﬂ(// ’;:/\/o\ka

TTR.B. Malik) |
Member (J)
05.10.2016

P10



(Advocate

The State of M

..... Applicant/s

versus

aharashtra and others

Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........c.ooooeio )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Curum,
Appearance, Lribunal’s orders ov Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ‘
0.A.699/2016
Shri I.A. Bhise- , ... Applicant

— g S Pere.

Advocike fur the Applicant
Emi. . H—r B KO’O’W

77 .0 for the Respondent/s

s T 18] 2016

J

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

Shri 8.8. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant. and Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in-reply is taken on record, Shn Dere, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant submits that the
Applicant does not want to file Rejoinder. Heard Mr. Dere

and the learned P.O. Regard being had to the facts, the

OA is admitted and a fixed date is given for final hearmg
on 10t October, 2016 before the 2rd Bench.

8.0. to 10% October, 2016. /\

(

<
‘\
4_ !

(R. B, Mallk)
Member (J)
05.10.2016
(skw)
L.0.

Mentioned by both the sides. The date is altered to
7th October, 2016 before the 2nd Bench,

S.0. to 7th October, 2016.

e
S’(/ / N
R.B. Matik)

Member (J)

_ 05.10.2016
(skw) |

[PTO,



Sopplication NoO.

Tie State of Mabarashira aoad othors

friboaal’s orders or
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O ee dlensorandi of Coran,
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Date : 05.10.2016.

5.B. Pawaskar
Vs.
The State of Mah. & OFs.

dJimirtivd

Applioant/s -

C.A.No.58 of 2016 in 0O.A.No.422 of 2014
..Applicant

' ...Respondents

learned

1. Heard Shri\B./&. Bandiwadekar, the
Advocate for the Applicant and Ns. N.G. Gohad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned

\ Gohad has tenderéd affidavit.

3. S.0.t0 06.10.2016.

]

p 0. for the Respondents Ms. N.G.

it is taken on recaord.

Sd/-
(A.H. JosHi% Ly
Chairman

-
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