THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.984 OF 2015
WITH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1021 OF 2015

DISTRICT: PUNE s
S.A. Sarwade (0.A.N0.984/2015])
G.B. Shinde (0.A.N0.1021/2015} ... Applicants.
Versus
The 5tate of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.
Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.
Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A H. JOSKHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE  :06.05.2016. .
ORDER
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri
K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. It is seen that the affidavit required to be filed for answering the queries and
points raised in order dated 07.04.2016 is not filed.
3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Shri K.B. Bhise states that this order was
communicated through letter dated 18.04.2016.
4. Today the case was called out in the morning. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise had

informed that no instructions are received and hence at his request hearing was

adjourned.

5. Thereafter, learmed P.Q. mentions the matter, informing that the officer has

been called and he wants time for filing reply.



6. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise was calied to show reascrs as to why cost should

not be ordered towards negligence of the officer concerned in filing affidavit, and sven
failing to contact learned P.O. and pray for time. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise has no

reply.

7. The officer who was called to file affidavit, Shri Vijay Sabhirsing, Secretary, Home
Department, is directed to show cause as to why he should not saddled with costs of
Rs.10,000/- to be paid personally towards his failure to attend to the order passed by
this Tribunal, and comply with the same and towards failure to contact the learned 2.0.

for reguest for extension of time to file affidavit.

8. If no reply showing cause is filed the matter will be taken up for passing order as
to costs.
9. Learned P.O. was called to state as to whether this order is to be send to the

concerned officer through the Tribunal.

10. Learned P.O. stated that Shri Sanjay Khedekar, Deputy Secretary, Home
Department who is present in the court will be asked to come again the coliect the

order, and deliver it to the officer concerned.

11. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents. Steno

copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.0..

12, S5.0.to0 15.06.2016. ~

\7\

Sd/-
(A.H.Joshi, 1)}/

Chairman

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl- MAT¥2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 District
P Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE .-v..ecovever it eeseririees et )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........ccocciiviiinvnsionioniniien, e, ) IJ ’
Office-Notes, th'ice Memurﬁndu af Ciérnm, - .
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribuunal's orders ’
directions und Registrar’s orders 7 O.A 815/2016
Shri S.J. Waychal - ... Applicant
Vs..

The State of Mah. & ors ... Respondents

Heard Shri S.8. Dere, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the
learned  Presenting Officer  for  the
Respondents ‘

The learned P.O. Shri Chougule
instructed by Shri V.G. Shirsath, Du-{.
Officer. The learned P.O. tenders a copy ¢i 2
communication from the Governmment (o
MPSC dated 2.5.2016. The same is Laien o
record. It seems therefrom that Shri Deepiix
D. Dhote has already indicated that he would
not take the post which in the list at Seri: 1.
No.24. As of now, the Affidavit-in-reply o5
still awaited. My order of 7% April, 2010 with
particular emphasls on Para 6 governs the
parties.” It seems poss:bie that the OA itsed
can be worked out, and therefore, the

Respondents must file, their Affidavit-in- rep‘x
DATE : 6(5’{1 & : on the next date andﬁnentloned just now on
‘ that day itself, -it will be possible to decide

CORAM : ‘
M this OA, depending upon the nature of the
’ . il ‘ averments in the reply.

Hon’ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Member) f—

APPEARANCE : ‘ ; $.0. to 9 June 2016.

ShrifSint-o s s. Dena .

'Ad»ocale for the Apnlicant ' | Sd/-

Suri sSaerfal ccho&quﬂg_' i : (‘%ﬁ Mali\l’\:)v
____Cpo+P0. for the Respondents . Member (J)

‘ . : 06.05.2016
Lk g’@-{—o Ci( 6’((6 (skw) ’

ol
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Admin
Text Box

             Sd/-


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

Tribunal's orders

. DATE: 6(5(lg

COBAN:

o

3

; hai
. Hon'ble Sari B. B, MALIK (Memhcr)\i

APPEARANCE :
f\ \ - S caJ,lo[
Advoeate for the Ap:)hcant

Shei Semer Bl s=D ,...U““Eg'g‘

MO mcztﬁ(\ japongium@( (ool C_’j ﬂhlo , _

Ay Fomn S *HB f’f 5/

' 0.A.329/2016

Shri S.K. Kedare
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

. Heard Shri AV. Sakolkar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant . and Shri A.J.
Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents. '

Short Affidlérit—in-reply .has been
placed on record, "@ssentially, taking stand .
that pending administrative appeal, this OA
is not maintainable. Now, in my opinion, the
word, “ordinarily” appearing in Section 20 of
the Administrative Tribunals Act does not
entirely bar the entertainment of OA in
circumstances - like© the . present one. -
However, the. manner. of exercise of
jurisdiction is equally significant aspect of
the matter: Therefore, as of teday, [ am not
so inclined to grant any interim relief. It is,
however, made it clear that the mere
pendency of this OA shall not come in the

~way of the normal progress of the appeal and

it will be most appropriate, if the appeal was
expedltlously decided hecause the Apphcant
has beern Compulsorlly retired.

The Respondents must file on that day
the detailed” Affidavit-in-reply. . Liberty is .
reserved - for the Applicant to renew his
request for interim relief on the next date.

S O to 14th June, 2016,
Later On

B The learned P.O. rises with permission
and submits that the Applicant has not so far
preferred the appeal. The learned Advocate
for the Applicant, "however, makes a
statement at the Bar which [ accept that the

Applicant has preferred the appeal.

Sd/- k-
(RB. Malik)
Member (J).

_ 06.05.2016
(skw) :
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© Appedriisee; Tribunils Yiddr BF -
diresilons nd Replutties Silons

Tribunsl & 6rders

-

DATE ; é';b’([g

CORAM :

How'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Mexmber) y—
APPEARANCE : -
Advocate for the Applicant

Shy: MHIZP*CPQFW'—QL F

C.2.0 LBGAGr the Respondents

e S oo O IT/G’//{

2

e

- case would be taken up for final disposal

0.A.355/2016

Shri K.P. Patil
Vs, ,
'The State of Mah. & ors,

.. Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Shay, G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for-the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenti
Officer for the Respondents,

nig

Issue notice returnahle on 17.06.201¢.

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

Applicant is authorized and directed 1o
serve on Respondents intimation / notice of
date of hearing duly authenticated” by
Registry, along with complete paper book of
0O.A. Respondents are put to-notice that the
4l
the stage of admission hearing.

This intimation / notice is ordercd
under -‘Rule 11 of the Maharashira
Administrative Tribunal [Procedure) Rules,
1988 and the questions such as Jimitation
and alternate remedy are kept open.

The service may be done by hand
delivery speed post / courier and
- acknowledgement be obtained and produiiced
along with affidavit of compliance in the
Registry within four weeks, Applicant iy
directed to file Affidavit of compliance anc

notice,
S.0. to 179 June, 2016. Learned
C.P.O. do waive service, -
Sd/- I
ARBMalik) og. oF - | b
Member (J)
06.05.2016

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

IDITEHED&AED&RA&HiTTU&AU)NH}HEHHLATIVEHTRJB[HQAL

18pl- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrIiCT
P, Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE .-\, oot et _
B versus
K
~¥he State of Maharashtra and others
K .
b o Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................. 2 S TR )

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

Tribunal’s erders

DATE : 4!5([4

CORAM :
Hor’ B MALIK (Momber) I '
A?‘-r SRR
e &QM,&_,,, €A {—M
L e i A \\cﬁw
b i&w&i @a eV '%*
CE U%ﬁ*ihe I((_rpo [S ]
©- (\ 2 C’\_oonb\ul
— Ay Toea
T Lé‘

Smt. S.P. Sontakke

0.A.47/2016

... Applicant
Vs.

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

- None for the Applicant. Heard Shri
N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

Rejoinder not filed. Proceed without
Rejoinder. . OA is admitted. It be placed
before the .° appropriate Bench for
hearing/dismissal on 17% June, 2016.

[

Sd/- %
~TR'B. Malik)
Member (J}

. 06.05.2016
(skw)
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(G.C.PY I 2.2(30 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ‘ A LSp.l- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 ' District
' T Applicsint/s
(Advocate ........... e ......... e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e, R'espondent/s

(Presenting Officer.........coovieiiivennieines e }

Office Notes, Office Memomnd Of/Cuxuln, )

Appearance, Tribunul’s urlqus or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registray’s (&'del‘s ' ’
T L =
!
< RE 0.A.301/2016

* Shri J.A.M.H, Momin & 3 Ors...Applicants
"V/s. _ '
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B.
Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. o B

Heard both the sides. It is not
necessary to make any detailed ohservation.
As of today, I am of the opinion that the

" interim relief in terms of Para 10(b) needs te
be and is hereby granted till further orders.
The Respondents shall in the event of
granting actual promotions appral.sc;f the
promotees. to- the post of Awal Karkoon that
their promotions shall be subject to the
ultimate outcome of this OA. The
Respondents must file Affidavit-in- reply on
the next date.

3.0. to 9t June, 2016. Hamdast.

pare:_ <5116 - - . Sdi- L
CORAM: | | | (R.B Malik) ©*"7~ |
Member (J)

Hon'ble Shri R. B. MAL[K(Melmb;r)J— 06.05_.2_016

APPEARANCE

ShriSeetv A2 f&%&m&mkq_

(skw)

Advocate for thc Applicant

Shl'if u .(s%\‘ ;ént\v‘ l |
M fe: the Respondents "m-

HMW | @74”
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Gitice Natus; Ditiee Meorddi H'i‘"r Faili;
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" Tribitinal s viukis

DATE : 6’(5.“'5
CORAM :

)

Hown'ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Mcembery J
ATPLARANCE:

e D e o

Advocate for the Applicant L ‘

S iater. Ml P\i’;i AL

C 0.0 &0 fur the Reapondents
slis:

dof

O
._J‘g,.;r—/- ,é: ‘O {‘ -n---m L

~The State of Mah. & ors.

0.A.408/2016

Shri V.B. Aute
Vs.

. Applicant
...’Res'pondent's
Heard Shri D.B.

Khalre " learned

Advocate for the Appllca.nt and. Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit, the learned.. Chief - Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. :

Issue notice 'returnablle on 14.06.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final
disposal at this stage and separate not1ce for
final disposal need not be issued.

Apphcant is authorized and directed o
serve on Respondents intimation / notice ¢
date of hearing duly authenticated Dby
Registry, along with complete paper book i
O.A. Respondents are put to notice that uie

case would be taken up-for final disposal ut

the stage of admission hearing.

This intimation / notice is ordored
under - Rule 11 of the Mahaiashirs
Administrative Tribunal (Procedure] Rules,
1988 and the questions such as limitation
and alternate remedy are kept open.

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

5.0, to 14t June, 2016.
C.P.O. do waive service.

Learnecd

N —
Sd/- \\0
R.B. Matik)

Member (J)
06.05.2016

(si{w)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.417 OF 2016

DISTRICT : PUNE

Dr. Pradipkumar S. Awate. )...Applicant

Versus

1. Maharashtra Public Service )
Commission & 2 Ors. }...Respondents

Shri D.B. Khaire, Advocate for Applicant.
Shri A.J. Chougule, Presenting Officer for Respondents.

P.C. :  R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)
DATE :  06.05.2016
ORDER
1. The learned P.O. Shri A.J. Chougule is being

instructed by Shri P.Y. Bhurke, Under Secretary, MPSC.

B9

/”’7




2. The matter comes wup before me for
consideration of interim order. The interviews for the post
of Deputy Director, Health Services are scheduled for 12th
and 13t May, 2016. The Applicant has not been invited
therefor and stung thereby, he is up before me with this
OA.

3. As indicated at the outset, as of today, the only
issue that engages my attention is as to whether by way of
an interim order, the Applicant can be allowed to
participate in the interview process scheduled for the two
dates above referred to. By way of abundant caution,
however, I make it clear that this order is not even a
provisional expression of judicial view with regard to the
rights of the parties before me in this OA and it is in that
connection that I must repeat as to what the scope of the

interim relief is.

4. .  The Applicant claims to be M.B.B.S. and D.C.H.
In so far as the experience is concerned, he points out that
in his application (Page 22 of the paper book), he has set
out the details thereof. Mr. Khaire, the learned Advocate
invites attention to the note (Ru) in Para 5 of the
Advertisement whereby the pay scale therein given would

be deemed to be the pay scale of Class-I post. The learned

- (G-




P.O. in stoutly objecting to the grant of any interim relief
inter-alia invites my attention to a communication from
Directorate of Health of 15.4.2015 addressed to the
Principal Secretary, Public Health. It was ihereby
conveyed to the Government that the Applicant could not

be' considered to be a Class-I Ofﬁcer_.

5. Now, quite pertinently, it so happened that the
Applicant himself was one of the candidates called for
interview on 24th February, 2015 (Exh. ‘E’, Page 24:qf the
paper book]). He must have been found at . least
provisionally eligible then, but on that day, the interviews
got postponed indefinitely. Mr. Chougule, the learned P.O.
on instructions submits that it so happened because the
Applicant got through in the screening test, and therefore,
he had been called for interview. 1 should think that he
wants to convey that thereafter the Directorate of Health
informed the Government regarding the ineligibility of the

Applicant.

0. Another letter of 27t April, 2015 is furnished to
me for perusal from the Government in Health Department
to the MPSC and it was therein mentioned that the
Applicant had been given the benefit of ACP Scheme, but

even then as per the Service Rules, he was not working in

o




Class-l cadre. Now, this precisely is not an undisputed
position and issues were joined in that behalf. [ am in no
position as of now to rule thereupon. However, this much
must be said that in the ultimate analysis, the Applicant is
before this Tribunal with his own claim and while the
Respondents will have every right to contest the OA, the
issue of interim relief has its own hue. In fact, I wanted
the learned P.O. to suggest some via-media whereby regard
being had to the fast approaching dates of interview by
some interim measure, the ihterest of the Applicant could
also be safeguarded at least provisionally, but it seems that
the Respondent-MPSC is absolutely sure about the truism
of its case, and therefore, I will have to now consider if any

interim relief can be granted.

7. Before proceeding further, I may also mention
that an extract from what the learned P.O. termed as
General Instruction No.2.2.12.4 was brought to my notice.
On the face of it, it shows that the duration that a
candidate held the additional charge would not be counted
as experience. Now, in the first place, that is not the only
ground on which the Applicant bases his claim in this OA.
Secondly, this contention which is an important disabling
provision was not specifically set out in the Advertisement

although the learned P.O. pointed out the 6th Clause of the

, @/




Advertisement and relying thereupon, it was his
submission that the knowledge hereof must be imputed to
the Applicant. As of today, I do not think I can make a
short work of the case of the Applicant relying on these

submissions of the learned P.O.

3. My attention was also invited to an order made
by the Hon’ble Chairman of this Tribunal on 14.10.2015 in
OA 130/2015 which I have carefully perused. The Hon’ble
Chairman was pleased to hold that the MPSC did not
concur with the directions contained in his order of
19‘.8.2015 whereby they ought to have re-fixed the

benchmark after eliminating ineligible candidates.

9. Now, as far as the Applicant is concerned, he by
no means 1s hit by that order because, if I hold it to be so
just now, the net result that [ will have produced will be
that I will have acted on a mere ipse-dixit of the
Respondents about the eligibility or rather the ineligibility
of the Applicant summarily without putting it on judicial

anvil.

10. Now, in view of the foregoing, I am of the opinion
that since the dates of interview are approaching fast and

regard being had to the nature of duty to be performed by

L
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the statutory bodies they, they are, it must be around the
corner, the appropriate course of action would be to give a
direction to the Respondent-MPSC to allow the Applicant to
participate in the interview for the above referred post
either on 12th May, 2016 or 13t May, 2016. The Applicant
shall approach the MPSC in that regard and he will be
informed accordingly by the MPSC, All the other
requirements that any candidate in any post before the
MPSC is required to comply with shall be complied with by
the Applicant as well,

11, It is made clear that by this order itself, I have
not pronounced upon the eligibility and competence of the
Applicant over the said post. The Respondents shall file
their Affidavit-in-reply on the next date and at that time,

they may as well move the Bench for further directions.

12. Issue notice returnable on 14t June, 2016,

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

issued.

14, 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.

15. 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.

16. 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.

17. S.0. to 14th June, 2016. Learned P.O. do waive
service. All concerned to act on a Steno-copy.
Al
i ™ _
. Sd/- ——\’?"’)
R.B. Malik) |
Member-J
06.05.2016

Mumbai
Date : 06.05.2016
Dictation taken by :

5. K. Wamanse.
EASANJAY WAMANSE\JUDGMENTS\ 201644 April, 201()\13.?\.417‘ 16.w.5.2016.doc
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

MISC. APPLICATION NO.205 OF 2016
| IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.399 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SOLAPUR

1.  Shri Nilesh M. Gandhi & 5 Ors. )...Applicants
{Proposed Interveners/Proposed Respondents)
Versus
Shri Mahesh A. Gadekar & Anr. )...Respondent
(Ori. Applicant)
And
The State of Maharashtra. )...Respondent

Ms. S.P. Manchekar, Advocate for Applicants (Proposed
Interveners/Proposed Respondents)

Shri S.S, Dere, Advocate for Respondent (Ori. Applicant)

Shri K.B. Bhise, Presenting Officer for Respondent

P.C. - :  R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)

S

LY

DATE ¢ 06.05.2016




ORDER

1. The Applicants of this MA seek impleadment to
the pending OA brought by the candidates who claim that
- their names have been recommended for the appointment

by the M.P.S.C. In that OA, those Applicants have sought

interim relief. In the meanwhile, the Applicants of this MA
seek impleadment inter-alia on the ground that they came
to be promoted by the order of 30.5.2015 on temporary
basis as Assistant Commissioner, Drugs against the post
meant for nomination. In Para 3, it is mentioned that the
original Applicants have challenged the order of promotion
of the present Applicants of this MA made by the above
referred order of 30.5.2015 and he is seeking a direction
‘that the Government should not issue any further order of
fﬁﬁ&t@‘promotion. According to him, the names were
“refotamended on 5.4.2016. In this background, the
Ap’iﬁ‘ﬁ'éants of this MA seek to intervene because their

interest is likely to be affected.

2. The learned P.O. leaves the matter to the
Tribunal.
3. Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate made a

statement that the Applicant did not want to file Affidavit-




in-reply to this MA and he was allowed to argue the matter

without Affidavit-in-reply as per his request.

4. During the debate at the Bar, 1 was taken
through the order of what can be described as ad-hoc
promotion dated 30.5.2015. Be it noted that another set of
Applicants have also challenged the selection process by
way of OA No0.346/2016 and I am told that the Tribunal
has made interim order that the ultimate outcome of that
OA would govern the course of action in the.matter .of

appointments.

5. Now, in view of the above discussion, I must
make it clear that in deciding this application for
intervention, the short point is as to whether on the
elementary tenets that govern the law of impleadrneiit of
third parties, this application can be allowed. If it cculd be
found that the Applicants of this MA are at least the proper
parties, then without getting drawn into the academics of
necessary party and proper party, they will have to be
impleaded. In deciding this MA, I am not going to decide
even provisionally much less finally any fact at issue.that
befalls the office of OA 399/2016 or for that matter ahy
other OA pending either inter-partes or other Applicants

pitted against the Applicants.

N

NP




6. - If that be so, then in the context of the factual
aspect of the matter discussed hereinabove, it is very clear
that the claim of the Misc. Applicants cannot be dismissed
out of hand. I must repeat that at this stage, I am only
concerned with whether they are at least a proper party
and I am unable to summarily throw them out at this stage
because it is not possible for me to conclude that they are

not going to be affected at all by any order made herein.

7. In terms, the order of 30.5.2015 may not have
been challenged in this OA, but if one were to peruse
Prayer Clause (b) of the OA, it would become very clear
that the language employed therein is directed against
those, who had been appointed as ad-hoc or in any other
temporary manner. I must again make it very clear that at
this stage, I am not deciding any fact at issue which falls
within the purview of the OA. That being the state of
affairs, I must hold which I do that this intervention
application will have to be and is hereby allowed. The
Applicants hereof be impleaded as party private
Respondent Nos.2 to 7 by an appropriate amendment to be
effected by the original Applicant during the course of the
day. A consolidated copy of the OA after amendment be
filed and served on the newly added Respondents through
their Advocate Ms. Manchekar.

S

G




8. The Misc. Application is allowed with no order as

to costs. The OA stands adjourned to 13t June, 2016.

Y\ &
e /f" \ ‘o
Sd/- ©)
(R.B. Nﬁ:)
Member-J
06.05.2016

Mumbai
Date : 06.05.2016
Dictation taken by :

S.K. Wamanse.
E:ASANJAY WAMANSE\JUDGMENTS\2016\4 April, 2016\ M.A.205.16 in O.A,399.16.w.5.2016.doc
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appesrunce, Tribunal’s orders or
directions und Registrur’s orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE: G sh A

CORAM: .QD‘\ 6
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. 1, Joshi (Chairman)
WWW
ARP PEARANCE :

ShrHSmt. 'ﬁ‘ N - rBQL‘LwaJ w

Advoeate for the Apphcant
sar 9ot Aol DA S S
C.BU PO, for ihe Respondent/s

r cnch

Ad). To

Date : 06.05.2016.
0.A.No0.325 of 2016

G.P. Rekulwad ... Applicant.
Versu; ‘

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.
1. Heard -Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

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

prays for time for filing reply.

3, it appears that Respondents would be required to
exert for filing of ‘reply to this Q.A.. Almost same or lesser
efforts would be needed for examiﬁing the eligibility of the
Applicant for relief prayed for by him in this C.A..

4. However, Respondents should  first in order /
sequence of actions to be taken, examineg the claims of the
applicant and decide the eligibility of applicant as per rules,
as regards various demands made.

5. Suéh of the benefits to which the applicant may be'
found entitled be granted to him, and affidavit-in-reply be
filed in the event some of the.claims are to be disputed.

6. Learned P.O. prays for six weeks time for reporting

the outcome and steps, as may be taken.

7. Therefore, longer time can be granted for the
exercise by the Respondents.

8. it is clarified that the pendency of this case will not”
come in the way of granting to the applicant any adhoc
promotion in the event he is otherwise eligible.

9. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this osger

.to the Respondents. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed

to learned P.0O..

10. 5.0.t0 05.07.2016. 9\

Sd/-
(A.H. Josh], 19"
Chairmén
prk
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(G.C.P.y J 2260 (A} (50, 000—2.9 2010)‘ [Spl- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASI—ITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUIV.[BAI ' : .
Original Application No. . o - of 20 ' : . DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
{Advocate ... e b e e e )
versus

The State of Maharashtra andlbthers

..... Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer.................. e et aaee TR )

Ut'l'i!.'e Nutes, Office Memorunda of Curnm,
CAppearance, Teibunul's orders or ‘ Tribuual’s orders

.directions and Registrar’s orders

Date: 6.05.2016.
C.A.No.41 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.1225 of 2010

...Applicant
AT

Shri 5.C. Gupta

. Vs.
DATE : & ’J’f 15 Smt. Sujata Saunik, Principal Secretary

- ..Respondent

CORAM : Q 1B

Hon chJuancc Shri &, 1L mshn{Chauman)

. 1. Heard Ms. S.P.- Manchekar, the learned
PEARANE : . .
Wm & ~P— )rv\q;,\gww | Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

Advot's fin the Apphicanr

Shat /S0 1 .
CRrOU D

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent.

2 Learned P.0. for the Respondents states as

foIIows -

«ﬂdj.’l‘n
J That the G.A.D. has approved the proposal of
pfesd the Health Department for granting. to the
Calubqlq Applicant Deemed Date of Promotion and for
fLe TRy bu’“@lj : financial approval, now the matter-is submitted

',S =393 5’17‘ l”" l -  before the Finance Department and week’s time
8 _ is required. ‘ :
3. Adjourned to 5.07.2016. It is clarified -that

‘longer adjourment would not be a licence for delaying

the compliance.

: Sd/-
| _="(AH. Jt:)SHElITL )
Chairma '

sha

Rae)
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Oftfice Notes, Oftice Memorandas of Coram,
Appenrance, Tribunal's orders or . Tribunal's orders
directions om:l Reglatrars orders ' o

. Date : 06.05.2016.

0.A.No.308 of 2016

P.A, Patharikar . .. Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra ...Respondent.
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bahdiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applican=t and Smt..-K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O™~for the Respondents Smt. K5.
" Gaikwad states as follows :--

{a) Instructions are received to the effect -that
meeting of Review Committee to consider the
matter of. continuation / revocation of
suspension of various cases including that of
applicant is schedule to be held tomorrow.

(b) It is hoped that the decision as would be
reached in the meeting of the Committee
would be communicated to the Applicant.

DATE : S

CORAM ¥ 3. Respondents should ensure that the minutes of
Hnn‘blc.i.mncc Shri A. H. Jushi (Chanrman)

Review Committee are signed and approved from

competent authority within two weeks and decision be

ARPEAR AN'“E
EC{L:L U‘J\ide&"‘ communicate to the applicant within one week thereafter,

ShriSmt. =

Mvoaazefmthe *\P"h"’m‘
S /St * NN TG T A— 4, Learned P.0O. is directed to communicate this order

the Re undentls
POIPO for the Resp to the Respondents. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed

Ady. To H@d&j " to learned P.O..
emia ?OQS(A‘ Tea
=T b ol oﬁlu - 5. 5.0.t008.06.2016.
1 . K

So b @ l616. |
' . Sd/-
Sknr CWY Cf J 2 : ~—{R¥. Jashi, .Q\ b

HQWJGALW:} A - o Chasrman
‘ _D prk
ro Lot P
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Oftice Notes, Otfice Menworanda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar's orders

06.05.2016

0.A No 148 /2016

Shri Rajendra K. Shirsath ... Applicant
: ‘ Vs, ’
The State of Maharashtra & Ors .. Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar with Shri M.R Patil
and Shri. D.B. Khaire, learned. Advocate for the Applicant,
Shri AJ Chougule, learned Présenting Officer for the
Respondent no 1 and. Shri M.O Lonkar, learned a'dvog:ate

for Respondent no. 2.
2. The case was heard for quite sometime.

3. Atthis stage, Learned Presenting Officer states that
he has received instructions that the meeting of the
Review Committee to consider the continuation /
revocation o_f the suspension of various cases is expected

C ‘L N | to be held in the month qf May, 2016 and in the proposed

DATE : R ] ;
» . meeting Applicant’s case will be put up.
_C_()RA A;
T4 jgsb; (C!.alrmﬂn} :

Honsbk jushlr-{ |'| .‘1 "

1,

: 3. Parties agree that in view "of the subsequent '
PEARANCL
AR e \I ﬁ}qub\ﬂb*(ﬂéﬂ‘—u el development noted in the foregoing paragraph, further
ShtiSm 5. “:g"' 'j,"fu’fm& , o -
Mvwfd E@.ﬂlp%;ca ‘ _ hearing can be deferred. Hence, adjourned to 14.6.20186,
S!mewﬂ"TC . nt!s " on which date, if necessary, a date for hearing will be
CrOIPO. imu ““Slc,,ﬂ_q, e
robe Lo feax ’!é fixed.
Ad). Toww "‘ ‘ ‘
o,l,bjg P"“L l'\fth -5, Steno copy and Hamdast allowed to learned
r‘-—;d buH,J CotU Presenting Officer for communication. .
S ok lH[G('ré" |
Slemo Cof) _ Saf-
ol st Tt guou}ej (A.H Jashi, /] “U/
Ho Chairman
10 Leod Pra- Akn

g Comnaal Ghoy,

L)



Admin
Text Box

             Sd/-


IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH

ORIGINAL APPLICATION 216 OF 2016

_ DISTRICT : SINDHUDURG
: Shri A.P Charate ... Applicant
: Vs,

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respaondents

Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Smt Kranti 5. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

CORAM : Justice AH. JOSH! {CHAIRMAN)
DATE : 6.5.2016 [/
O RDER
1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the Applicant and Smt Kranti S.

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Presenting Officer states that instructions to oppose Original Application are

received, however, these are incomplete

3. Applicant’s claim is that his case is covered by the principles as laid down in the

judgment of Hon’ble High Court rendered in Writ Petition no. 2046/2010 {Nagpur Bench).

4, In view of the pleadings and prayers contained in the Original Application, the
Respondents have to show as to how the Applicant’s case is not covered by the judgment

rendered in W.P no 2046,/2010 (Nagpur), instead of barely denying the liability.



2 0.A216/2016

5. It is expected that Respondent no. 1 should apply mind to each of the points involved in
the case, and ascertain as to whether it is possible to oppose Original Application on fact or on

the points of law.

6 if there are grounds opposing the Original Application, in that event, affidavit in reply

should be filed point by point by the Respondent no. 1 and not by any other subordinate officer.
7. Learned Presenting Officer prays four weeks time to file reply after reopening.

8. Longer time prayed for by the Learned Presenting Officer can be granted with a

condition that no further time will be granted,
9. S.0to 14.7.2016. \

Sd/-

/(Ki'-ljoshi,}!)gr i
Chairman

Akn
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH

ORIGINAL APPLICATION 239 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SATARA

Smt Swati P. Khatavkar & Ors ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

Ms Swati Manchekar, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Shri A.J Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : Justice AH. JOSHI (CHAIRMAN)
DATE 6.5.2016
O RDER
1. Heard Ms Swati Mnachekar, learned advocate for the applicant and Shri A.J Chouguie,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Learned Presenting Officer prays for time for filing affidavit in reply.

3. Applicant has placed reliance on the judgment of this Tribunal in the case of Smt
Surekha Nandakumar Molak & another vs. Superintending Engineer, Pune irrigation & others in
0.A no 215/2014 and the judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in case of Vinodkumar Khiru
Chavan Vs. The State of Maharashtra & Ors, W.P no 7793/2009 and copies are placed on record.

4, In the premises noted in the foregoing para, Respondents should not lose time and

exert in oppasing the claim by filing affidavit-in-reply.




2 0.A 239/2016

5. Respondents should first examine whether the Applicant’s claim is well founded and can
be considered and take further action, if so possible. Pendency of this Original Application will

not come in the way of taking affirmative decision, if Respondents decided accordingly.

6. In the event, Applicant’s claim is unsustainable and is required to be opposed, in that

case only affidavit in reply for opposing O.A should be filed.

7. For reporting action, and if necessary for filing affidavit in reply adjourned to 28.6.2016.
8. Grant of larger time does not mean that the decision should be delayed.
9. Steno copy and Hamdast allowed ta learned Presenting Officer for communication.

N

Sd/-
7 (AHJoshi, 4TI
Chairman

Akn
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.112 OF 2016

DISTRICT: THANE

S.S. Munj & Ors, ... Applicants,
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN

DATE :06.05.2016.
ORDER

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

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

2. Applicants’ claim is opposed by the Respondent No.2 by filing affidavit of his

subordinate Deputy Director Forensic, Science, Kalina, Mumbai.

3. At the outset the stand taken by the Government through the affidavit filed by

and on behalf of Respondent No.2, is prima facie, untenable.

4, Learned P.O. for the Respondents Shri K.B. Bhise was called to furnish the name
of the Secretary who is incharge of the matters and has control over the office of

Forensic, Science, Kalina, Mumbai.

5. Learned P.O. has taken instructions and state the name of the officer holding
the post of Principal Secretary of the concerned portfolio in Home Department as
follows :-

Shri Rajnish Seth, Principal Secretary (Special), Home Department.




6. Shri Rajnish Seth, Principal Secretary (Special), Home Department is directed as
follows :-
(a) To call for the papers of the present O.A., read the O.A., annexures

thereto and apply mind to all the facts and legal issues involved therein.

(b) To his own file affidavit whether he subscribes to the plea taken in the
affidavit filed by Shri Bhausaheb P. More, Deputy Director, office of
Director, Directorate of Forensic Science Laboratories, Kalina, Mumbai,
which is at page 48 onwards of the paper book of O.A..

7. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents. Stenc

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

8. 5.0. to 15.06.2016, for filing affidavit.

Q

Sd/-

(AH. Joshi 9y 2% ™
Chairman
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
C.A.No.22 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.1000 of 2013 with

C.A.No.23 of 2016 in O.A.N0.1001 of 2013 with
C.A.No.24 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.1002 of 2013 with
C.A.No.25 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.1003 of 2013
DISTRICT :

Shri G.S. Halakude (C.A.No0.22/2016 in 0.A.No.1000/ 2013)
Shri R.Y. Chavan (C.A.No.23 / 2016 in 0.A.N0.1001 / 2013)
Shri S.L. Rathod {C.A.No.24 / 2016 in O.A.N0.1002 / 2013)
Shri S.K. Thorat (C.A.No.25 / 2016 in 0.A.N0.1003 / 2013  }...Applicants

VER5US

Shri Narayan Tukaram Shisode and Ors. })..Respondents

Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the Applicants.

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

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

DATE : 06.05. 2016

ORDER

1, Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the |earned Advocate for the Applicants

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

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states as follows:-

(a) That the group of Writ Petitions filed by the State on 24.08.2015
was on board on 27.4.2016 but the matters did not reach for
hearing on that dates.

(b}  The date is not given by C.M.L.S and the hearing may be
adjourned.




3.

Learned Advocate for the Applicants has serious objection to the manner

in which the Writ Petitions are filed and is used as shield and a protection for

hearing of C.A. without taking efforts and steps to get the Writ Petition

mentioned for circulation.

5.

Learned Advocate for the Applicant further states as follows:-

(a)

(d)

It is practice of the State to file the W.P. and not to take
circulation and continue to disobey the order, and seek
adjournment in contempt case.

Order passed by this Tribunal is based on the judgment of Nagpur
Bench of this Tribunal in 0.A.N0.636, 733 and 599 of 2013
decided on 26.02.2015. The said judgment of this Tribunal
(Nagpur Bench) was challenged before the Hon’ble High Court of
Nagpur Bench by filing W.P.6329 of 2015, and the W.P. has been
dismissed on 23.11.2015.

Therefore, attempt of the State in not taking circulation in the
W.P. and seeking adjournment in the C.A. is of causing delay, in a
vexatious manner,

Pendency of W.P. does not operate as a bar in absence of stay
and hence cognizance of contempt may be taken.

Notwithstanding the submission by way of last chance to the State, to

take steps to circulate the Writ Petition filed by the State, hearing is adjourned

to 14.06.2016.

6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O. to communicate this
order to the Respondents. g
. Sd/-
e~
(A.H.Joshi,J.Vm
Chairman

sha
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{G.C.P.) J 2260 (A} 50,000—2-2018) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

-MUMBAI
Original Application No, ~ " of 20 ' . Dstmigr . ~
..... Applicant/s
(ALYOLALE 1rvrisrn i)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Ofﬁcer)
Otfice Nﬁtes, Otffice Memoranda of Coram, :
. Appearance, Tribunai’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions und Registrar's orders )
06.05.2016 ‘
0.A No 397/2016
Shri S.N. Pawar ... Applicant
‘ Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents
1 Heard Ms Swati Manchekar, learned advocate for

the applicant and Shri A Chougule, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

DATE: &l . 2. Learned Presenting Officer on instructions from

; X ' Shri Sanjay Khedekar, states as follows:-
Hon'ble Justice Shri A H, Joshi (Chairman) '

A[PRARANCE (i) Office note is put up for revoking the decision to
§h’ﬁ8mt ﬁf”ﬂ'ﬁp% : disqualify the applicant and to declare him as duly
Ad\focate for the i;ngpucm qualified. . 7
(SZ}}I%Sf Rt('):.}o, the hv&pbﬁagtfe'_" (iij The Secretary-in-charge of the Portfolio is out of
HLBU{ C statidn and the matter would be processed, the

~Ady TG‘ .............. decision would be taken, and would be

communicated to the appticant as well as to the

Co Tumy k
*qa_bu N/{ " 7 . ? 6 concerned authorities within 10 days.
Se o

£ 3. For placing compliance on record, 5.0 to
13.6.2016. If necessary reply to the remaining part of the
* Original Application should be filed on the next date.

[ oY

Sd/- -
(AHJoshi, L) f
" Chairman _[P.IT.O,

Akn -
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

DATE :

clslye
CORAM : B

‘Hop’ bl Listice Shri A, 1. Joshi {Chairman)

ﬁﬁ-“ﬁy‘_.\n L

Sl Ilw_: U AC‘"{ G)H:L( J Qms......

_Aalvodsie Tur the Appiicant

anﬁ/ 'Qﬁb &M&‘ﬁ“

AL Pl dor g Kebpondent/s
Hadd
ov s o ol et

<RI b ad C'“"‘“”
sop 2@l e

—£.

LI T

Ady. To

1. Heard Uday Bhosle,

. [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MU MBAI
Original Application No, '~ "~ of 20 DistrigT RRE
. Applicant/s
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Ofﬁcer ................. e e e e it et )
Office‘ Notes, Oftice Memoranda of 'Coram,
Appesrunce, I'ribunal’s orders or Tribunal's vrders
directions and Registrar's orders
06.05.2016
0.A No 151/2016
Shri D.T Jagtap " ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Drs .. Respondents

learned advocate for the

applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

2. Learned Presenting Officer tenders reply and same

is taken on record. lLearned Advocate Shri Bhosle requests

for time to consider the reply and file rejoinder, only if

necessary.

3. 50t021.7.2016.

™

Sd/-
(AHJoshi, £)

Akn

Chairman

[PTO.
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G.C. P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016) - {Spl.-

MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MIJMBAI L -
Original Application No.” " of 20 | L Dstwor
. o - Applicant/s
(Ac_lvocate ..... reeseren pereened e et ah e e e e ar s bains )
versus
‘"The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s’
{Presenting OFFICOT ..o 1y it st e e e een o)
Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s ordeis
directions ang Hegistrar's orders ’
06.05.2016
0.A No 233/2016
Shri T.B Gonsalves ... Applicant
Vs. L
The State of Maharashtra & Ors "... Respondents
1. Heard Uday Bhosle, learned advocate for the
applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer
DATE ; sllh _
CORAM for the Respondents.
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) ‘
2 T 2. - Learned Presenting Officer tenders reply and same
" APPEARANCE : :
f;j;‘:"‘"‘ggq,f naelo is taken on record. Learned Advocate Shri Bhosle requests
al. .. ¥ .
- Advossse for thie Applicant for time to consider the reply and file rejoinder, only if
Sh.-lf/ e BUASS necessary.
C.P.O7 RO, fur the Respendent/s '
A, Toummrn Heasd ' '3, S.0t021.7.2016. Q
oqlﬂd P"J'Scel '(4 '
- F{r!a“uJ Cﬂlh‘wH Sd/-
oro L1174, . N
s (A.H Joshi,ﬂ)
‘ Chairman
. :g Akn
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spk- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

-MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 - © Dmsmaer .,

. Applicant/s
(Advocaté ,,,,,,) .

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondentls

(Presenting Officer....... rerrerere e errrrerrn i eens . perrperaeeeans )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appuarance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions end Registrar’s orders -

Tribunal’s orders

06.05.2016
C.A 136/2014 in O.A No 275/2010
Dr B.R Birajdar & ors . ... Applicant
Vs, :

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

1. None for the applicant and heard Shrit Aj

Chougules learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Presenting Officer on instructions from
DATE : | L 15{ e, ] Shri B.B Patil, Under Secretary, Public Health Department,
S;R:\:ZT————‘ Q,) 1 states as follows:- ' |
Hog! A\‘“"e ”"AﬂH Joshi (Cha:rman) '
_ér;gu ANANCE (i) . That the matter is ‘submitted before the Finance
Sh:uw,._‘q;\@—v\(-h J"E’lgnﬁf_l_{’h UW(__, o . Department for apbro’val. Finance Department

Advesete {or e A il would be pursued for their action in the matter.

Shl’l ""; HEEN Q‘ . . .
C.P O/nf‘b i mf” CN%ML‘ v (i) If Finance Department approves and there are no

vepoident/s . ‘

: _ ~ queries, objections etc., the decision at the level of

AG. To.c. HCM()( W . Public Health Department would be taken

0’(0(5'( ?Mtal MR, b“l'd ' expeditiously and action would be reported on the
oluwy - next date.

Cok 15iblis Sk |
Copf awd Paudtbis) >

to learned Presenting Officer for communication.

guowwj : o ~
2, -

S.0 to 15.6.2016. Steno copy and Hamdast dllowed

Sd/-

: ‘ “T(AH Joé’ﬁi',VJP".‘
- ‘ o - Chairman’
Akn ’

(AT,
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Office Notes, Otfice Memorunda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribuna!'s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

e ib

. DATE -
CORAM : Q’1 &

Hon’ble fusti~e S0 A, M. Jashi {Chairman)

ﬁ PEAE{_F—?

e,

stirvsier =S l ‘:’\f f,:r?:"”fiv\.omd Ch

Advonaie Torine Apphcsnr

Shri (Sot. :J5 ML BMIE R
L£.P.0 7 PO for the Respondent/s

i)
ﬁdﬂtﬂ: Pa_;su!t‘ﬂ
"’Hllb‘{h-d C“\qu‘.‘
SOhy NG?GM'“

Ady. To

- Sremo (afy Qi of
HQVJ&Q’ '8 #ljow '

=

Date : 06.05.2016.

0.A.No.870 of 2015
M.B. Jare ... Applicant.
Versus |
: The State .of Maharashtra & Ors +...Respondents.
1. Heard, Shri AVV.V. : Bahdiwadekar; the learned -

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

Presenting Officer for the Responderits.

2. ‘Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri AV,
Bandiwadekar states as follows :- .

(a) Applicant has learnt that Department has
decided to place the applicant’s case before
the Review Committee for consideration of
continuation or revocation of suspension.

b} Applicant believes that recommendations ‘of
the Department were. favouring to the
revocation of suspension, '

{c} Learned P.0Q. should to take instructions on the
point as to when meeting of the Review
Committee, would be held. '

3. Learned P.O. is directed to secure information on
the foregoing point No.(c) and make statement on the next

date, an_d'also as to whether applicant’s case would be

considered in ensuing meeting.

4, For reporting outcome and answering query raised

hereinbefore, 5.0. to 16.06.2016.

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

to the Respondents. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed

to learned P.O..

D

Sd/-

s qr
" {AH. Joshi,q. &

Chairman
prk
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i
W

Oftfice Nates, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearsnce, Trvibunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE: eldlle ‘ o
CORAM : : . - -
Hon'ble tustice Shri A H. Joshi (Chairmen)

s 142
Mvms for the Applicant . .-
st 5ol o162 8 BI2 Gr

CEO/RO. forthe Respondent/s

. HCM l{ .~ . aedas e nibedidid

Ady. 70

mo(wi ﬁ)m%@'ﬂ M

Tha
[t

o

i bunad
SOk 1—’9“’
Sromo OOPT 9
HMJéy:;

=

puowﬂ!’

Date : 6.05.2016.

C.A.No.20 of 2016 ih O.A.N6.249 of 2015 with
C.A.No.21 0f 2016 in O.A.N0.250 of 2015

Shri P.R. Mudgal (C.A.No0.20 / 2016 in O.A.N0.249 / 2015)
5hri R.A. pawar { C.A.No.21 /2016 in 0.A.No.250 / 2015)
' . «Applicants

Vs, ! g

5hri Shivaji Upase, Secretary & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the Vle‘a_r‘ned' Advocate
for the Applicaﬁnts and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri -Shivaji Upase, Secretary, (CADA), Water

Resources Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai and Shri -
Prabhakar Deshmukh, Secretary, Water Conservation

Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai are present.'

3. Both these officers pray for time to file affidavit
apology. ‘
4, It is expected that in the affidavit they would

explain the reasons due to which the time was spent
after receipt of order passed by this Tribunal in the
0.A., as well as order to remain. present personally '
passed by this Tribunal on 13.04.2016 and what
measure théy will take to ensure that the order passed
by the Court/ Tribunal are attended puctually and
brought to the notice of the Secretary or the officers

named as Contemnor or party in O,A.

4, Learned P.O. for the Respondents after taking

instrucions from the Contemnors states that affiadvit

would be filed after reopéning.

5, Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

P.0O. to.communicate this order to the Respondents.

™

6. 5.0.tp 28.06.2016.

Sd/-
{AH. JLo'sh'i,Vg)" b
Chairma
sha ‘
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Office Nates, Office Memorunda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunsl's orders or
© directlons und Reyistrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

- CoraM; ol
How’ble fustice Shri A, 1. Joshi (Chairman)

R 7 B A.
ABPEARANCE ; |
ShrifSmu .. BN [5 M@L&,
Advoeute for the Applicant -

Shri /S, . 15,0 (o B S £

LLTTT TP

C.PE /PO, for the Respondent/s

Ady. To..w..........!f.\.““ll -
O ot ﬁ‘c.l&c?eﬂ l;k{
@ hanal  Colusta -
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Date : 6.05.2016.

C.A.No.03 of 2016 In 0.A.No.1214 of 2013

'Shiri A.T. Ghodake- ~Applicant
. Vs. :
Shri Shekhar Gaikwad & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard-Shri M.B. _'Kadam, the learned A’dvocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, 'the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states after
instructions received from Shri 5.D. Gavate, Assistant

Conservator of Forest, Sangli as follows:-

(a) That the order passed by this Tribunal
'~ was stayed hy the Hon'ble High Court.

(b) - The Hon’ble High Court has dismissed the -
Writ Petition on 2.05.2016.

{c) Copy of order of Hon’ble High Court was
received on yesterday.

3. 10 days time may be granted for compliance of

the order passed by this Tribunal
4, Compliance be reported on the next date.

5. Let the Contempt Application shall come up for

hearing 0n'4.07.2016.

6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

P.0. to communicate this order to the Respondents.

\

Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi¥(}} <
Chairman

7. S.0.to4.7.2016.
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Office Notes, Office Memaranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s ovders

¢l

DATE : .
- Coram; G118
Hon’bie Justics Shri A, J1. Joshi (Chairman)
H ' 7; Lol . ) ! \ n
ARPRERANCE: |
Strtispk KoBTTEA Jafe.

- Advomde foriia AO‘)J\.”""

Shei S na\nle . MP‘H‘L'L

- C. nU/i Goforthe B \..}riuladeﬂﬂs

Ad). To ’H"U"{

Od
"rﬂ\k\lw‘d C"“UMM ’
S o)y 2:!/‘(9 h'é

Stemo CAfY ‘N{&J
Randsdl- is £11°
e

Shri C.R. Rajput

Date: 6.05.2016. _
C.A.No0.37 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.629 of 2015

‘ ...Applicant
: Vs, .
Mr. Manu Kumar Shrivastav -.Respondents

‘1, Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C. PO for the Respondents states as

_ foilows -

(a)  Contemnors are present.

(b) - They pray for time for filing affidavit of
: apology of a modality which are adopted
for availing recurrence such sitaution in
future and to offer explanation as to why

- there is delay on day to day basis.

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for four
weeks time.
i Time as prayed for is granted.

5  If affidavit is filed on the next date the

Contemnor need not remain present.

6.  Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

P.0O. to communicate this order to the Respondents.
Sd/-

(AH, JoshilGlf ~ 7
Chairman

7. 5.0.t0 22.06.2016.
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(G.C.F.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

-MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo. =~ of 20 ' o “,Di.s"r_ﬁlc’r e
' ' v Applicant/s
LAGYOCREE 1overevrveseesirer st s e
1 : . veprsus

The Btate of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..... , ....... errrerierran, fetarerrere e )
,Offic;e Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, .
~ Appearance, Tribunal’s arders oy Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
06.05.2016:
0.A No 1 2015

Shri C.J Kamble & Ors ‘ ... Applicant

Vs, :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors .. Respondents
1. Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate for the

DATE bb’“é '

applicant and Shri A.J Chougule, learned Presenting Officer

CORAM : ‘
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. 1. Joshi (Chairman) " for the Respondents.
APPEARANCE :

Shrvsme A& R . T i (! 2. At the request of learned Presentlng Officer for
Advousie for the Appliceat _ reportmg action taken by the State, adjourned to
Shri /S, - AT, 6 hava AL 20.7.2016,

C.P.O/PAY for the Hesondaats
Ad). Tourreererne Q‘MH R ' ' Sd/-
‘ {AH Josh'i;‘j.)v\l .
&Q Chairman
. Akn

[FTO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

(GCP) J 2260 (4) (50,000—2.2015)

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo. ~~ 7" of 20 - pismier
: : S : Apphcant/s
{Advocate ........... syt et rearet e R )
versis
The State of Maharashira and others
s Respondent/s
(Presenting Oﬁ‘icer)
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corgm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s vrders or Tribunal's vrders
directions and Registrar's orders :
- 06.05.2016
0.A No_240/2016
Shri S.R Rathod ... Applicant
: Vs, :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents
1. Heard Shra A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for

DATE . -
CORAM [’”6 ‘ the applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presentmg

Officer for the Respondents.

Hon blz J'usnce S

hrx A, H. Joshi (Chalrman)

ﬁPEARANCF : | ‘
ShrifSune. ;... 800 B L«:L uoeeﬂ,_,( 2. Learned Presenting Officer tenders reply and same
S R RAV AR =t l‘ |

Advol!&te for e A ~bm e A0 i taken on record. Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar
‘ 7108 Applivant ‘ nsi |
g‘hﬂ /Sa. s B B (“uﬁ, ~ request time to consider the reply and file rejoinder, only

PO/RQ, 101 e Respoudents if necessary. | |
AY. Touur. 2tlg 11 |

""""" 3. 5.0t021.7.2016, |
Sd/-

" JosHi Y\ o= e

Chairman
Akn

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

IN THE MAI—IARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. “of 20 ' DISTRICT
' e Applicant/s
{Advocate AP )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Of‘ﬁcer............l; ...................................................... )

Office Notes, Oftice Memuranda of Cornm,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders ovr ) } Tribunal s orders
divections uand Registror’s uvrders :

Date: 6.05.2016. .

C.A.No.35 of 2016 in Q.A.No.571 of 2015

Shri 8.T. Shinde . Applicant
Vs.
Shris.s. Sandhu, Secretary & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

DATE: ()l

CORAM: %1]15) | | o ‘
Hon’hlclumeSnnA H !osm(c i) 2, Learned P.O. for the Respondents states as

follows:-

&EARANC’” Hu:"‘ o (a)  Steps are taken for filing Writ Petitian
SBYSIE £ e e AR " challenging the order passed in 0.A. 571
of 2015 before the Hon’ble HighCourt.

Advoa&tc for the Applicent

st o (o bordl - o . - :
'—P_()jp_o_ for the Respondent/s {c)  Circulation will be taken ‘and the
intimation - would be given to the

Ady. To H)Udo/ Applicant as well as progress would be
‘ N |nf0rmed on the next date.
ool PEIsel iy e

, Luwitr > | : ' : -
IR buua_} & : 3. 5.0.8.8.2016. If the circulation is not taken on

.

SO0k B ‘3]1[7 . ‘ or before 15.06.2016, the Applicant shafl be free to

take circulation before due date. o

! | Sdi-
(AH. Joshi, 117~
Chairman
sba

[FTO.
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(G.C.P.} J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ‘ 1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MA_HARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ‘ . DisrtricT
L Applicint/s
(Advocate ...... e r e e e e s ee e re e s )}
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer................ A P I 3

Oftice Notes, Office Memupundu of Corant,
Appearance, Tribunal's oeders oy Tribunal’s orders
. directions and Registrar's orders )

Date ; 06.05.2016.
0.A.No.319 of 2016 with M.A.N0.161 of 2016
N.D. Patil \ R Appl.icant.
Versus
The St-ate of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the iearned Advocate
DATE : Q(J»{/[, o _holding for Shri A.D. Sugdare, the learned Advocate for the

CORAM : ‘Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Hon'ble Justize $hri AL H, Joshi {Chalrman) '

fficer for the Respondents.
Hor Ble-Shimiik shamac{Membes) A 0 P

PEAMANCE, -
ARTREAN 2. Learned P.Q. far the Respondents Ms, N.G. Gahad
ShrifSrzk'S:.P.‘..' " for ti for fili |
rays for time for filing reply.
Advosaw £ fh::Ay!ﬁman 4 pray & reply
S 0 On2 fra e ‘ : '
P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s 3. it is expected that reply to M.A. and C.A. both be
i L e filed. ’ o
A Torer e d |

ot o edl i 4. 5.0.t021.07.2016. E \

: - (A.H. Joshi, 0¥ "\
Va N ‘ ~ Chairman

prk

[PTO,
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, Office Notes, Oftice Memorunda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
divecvtions und Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate.__ ¢,
CORAM :

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi {Chairman) |

Hon“bie-Shri-v-Remesideemar(Member)-A
 ARPEARANCE : '

Shr¥Sme. kN C';" H’\C— 1ot L‘U“t;

Advosute fo: iz thpp‘,lc.;..\t

Shri .'S;/R‘{! [‘Mi:' i S
C.POY RO for the R Rispondent/s

}[u»fol
orden passed i
13/ hual Colywy -
S ®k1sltlie.
Sheind CD? I"J
Hernddad i3 a\wu}uﬁ

£

Ady. To

06.05.2016

M.A 549[2014 in 0.A No 663/2012

ShriJ.M Mankar ... Applicant
Vs, h
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents
1. None for the Applicant and heard Shri K.B. Bhise,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The matter was proceeded on account of it being a

contempt, because of the word used in the prayer clause

“all  consequential benefits”, According to the

Respondents all payments are made. According to the

rejoinder filed by the Applicant, the benefit of one

" additional increment which the Applicant is entitled to

because he has worked in Naxalite area is not granted.

3. Learned Presenting Officer states that the

applicant would not be entitled to said benefits, because

‘the applicant was posted in Gondia, District-Dhule, and

was under suspension and during that period Gondia was

not included in the Naxalite area till 2005.

4. Learned Presenting Officer press for time to furnish

" this information.

5. 5.0 to 15.7.2016. Steno copy and Hamdast

aIIowed to learned Presenting Officer for communication.
™

Sd/-

| (AH JosHigrss ¥
Chairma : .

Akn



Admin
Text Box

             Sd/-


(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

Spl- MATF-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Ol-iginal Application Nao. of 20 DisstrICT _
..... Applicant/s
{AdVOCALE .ooooie e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and othefs
..... Respondent/s

(Presénting Officer

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,

Appeayance, Tribunaf’s vrders vr
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

pames__ Gldter

(_&RAM : ‘ . _
Hon'ble Justioe ShriA. 11, Joshi (Chairmam)

3

A CE:
M"’ oMJﬂ,HQ

Dafe : 06.05.2016.

C.A.No.85 of 2013 in 0.A.N0.788 of 2012

R.T. Patil

.. Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Resppndents.
1. - Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate

for the Applicént and Shri D.B. Khaire, the Iéarned Special

Counsel for the Respondents,

2. Learned Special, Counsel for the Responden_ts Shri

D.B. Khaire states as follows :-

(a) General . Administration Department has
responded to the proposal submitted by the

C T Public Works Department {P.W.D.).
ShfSmk fwews
Advosais furtheApchmt ¢ L {J mg,j {b) The P.W.D. would expeditiously answer the
Shri/smt . o 1.8 Los queries and report the progress.
' dcnﬁs
cro/PO. totﬂwkﬂ"i‘c’“
j 3. For reportmg outcome and compllance S0 to
2 oV S—
R C— LB 30.06.2016. ~
o4 ,(d peised ‘\f <y
o o \—Q.l {plumly T i
)4 " " {A.H. Joshi, J‘.’)[
a\e o Chairman
< .9 o 3 ork

L.

[PTO.
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
-+ Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

C.p " J
e mt,,’,%f‘w..-,.,... e
Ady. TOmmmem? P&Lé {a( t
> A
Ce
“TAr Lwcl
g bo z,U\U;\

" Date : 06.05,2016.

0.A.No.409 of 2016

K.G. Sarang - Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra &.Ors ...ﬁesﬁondents.
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar the Eeamed Advocate for

the Applicant and Shrl N K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Gfficer for the Respondents.

2 Issue notice returnable on 24.06.2016.

-3 Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be

issued.

4. Apptlicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondent intimation/}}otice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of 0.A.. Respondents are-put to notice thé_t 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 gquestions 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 combliance in the Registry

within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice,

0

7. 5.0. 0 24.06.2016.

Sd/-

{A.H. Joshi, J)V[”"

Chairman
prk
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50.000—2-2015) C 1Spl- MATEF-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMlNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI oo
.Original Applicat‘iori No. of 20 ‘ - DIsTRICT
‘ . Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..o )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
S Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................... .................................... ) |
Oftice Notes, Office Memovanda of Coraim,” '
Appearance, Tribynal’s orders or ’ Tribunal’ s orders
directions .and Rogistrur’s orders Date : 06.05.2016. '
o 0.A.No.42 of 2016
A o
A.R.Bhai . - © ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

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

Officer for the Respondents. ' _ .

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Shri K.B. Bhise’
states that as follows :-
DATE: ¢idle - '
CORAM ' G) B> Para-wise remarks to the amended O.A. are
Hon’ble Justiza Shri A. H. Jeshi (Chairman). received and four weeks t:me be granted for filing
st i R , reply. '
ARPEARANGCY Jal{, " 3. Longer time can be granted on the condition that
“ 46N , .
~“Bhr/Smt. : L no further adjournmentf would be sought.

Advepste for tha A 1nuaut}\ C- .
Shnr:?rf e e Ghis S

~C. PO/pu fur the }\csm; dent's 4. Therefore, by way of last chahce, time is granted

c‘ for filing reply.
LAY To HL A2 |
Mdﬂ Pﬂasﬂﬂ ™ 5. S.0.to28.07.2016. n
- wtly
R bqu_ﬁ C—Dl : Sd/-
<o boadlp b, (AH.JoshE L 7787
- \ Chairman '
-«-—Jl"‘ . prk

[PTO.
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(G.C.Py J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) T . iSpl- MAT-F-2 &,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Qriginal Application No. - of 20 ) DI_STRI_CT
. : . Applicant/s
{AAVOCAEE ..ot )
versus
The _State df Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer...ccocoevevvivvivieiiiinii. e R 3 -
Oftice :Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurunce, Tribunuls orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar's ordecs
Date : 06.05.2016.
0.A.No.519 of 2015
D.V. Avhad ‘ ) : ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.
1. "Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the

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

Officer for the Respondents,

2 Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri R.M.
DATE : ety o Kolge stated as follows :- 7
 CORAM: o Q]b} ‘ {a) Leave for substitution was granted but he
Hon'ble Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman) | : was not able to complete the same because
: H ' \ : some more information was required to be
r_\g BAR/MOE . 4 called.
ShrySme, 1 B D \eo l4 % : (b) Now amended O.A. required to be
* Advoesie ful ﬁs..A;.phca::t - substituted is ready and prays for leave to
sh LA e, ' substitute by enlargement of time.
r'i,l.) (TN N Syl srermassiTassspsasusssnse
C.RO7 . far Y] r_(ccponds?ﬂus ' :
‘ o 3. Leave for substitution and enlargement by one
Ady. Towemenns HUJ4 . week from today is granted.
‘ mbb‘ rmseo} v _ _
A 4. Applicant is directed to serve the copies of paper
*?,quj columy pplic pies of pap

book of ameénded O.A. on the Respondents directly apart

S-o \L]'}r\lﬁ.
g e

from giving additional copies to learned P.O..

é i 5 5.0.1012.07.2016, for reply. n
Sd/-
(A.H.Joshi, 1) " |~
_ Chairman (PTO,
o ~ prk
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(G.C.P.} J 2260 (A) (50, UOO——Z 2016) : . 1Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV E TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. . of 20 . " DisTRICT '
' s Applichnt/s
(AAVOCALE Lo )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
‘ 47 L
... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer........ ........ e e )
Office Notes, Qfficé Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance; Tribunal’s ordeis or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur's Yrders :
o
’ ""'T m:a-. ]
R Date : 05.05.2016.
0.A.No.50 of 2016
A.N. Gagare & Ors. .... Applicants.
G Versus
! ] L)
The State of Maharashtra & Ors . --.Respondents,
DATE - 5')’{ b o 1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the
CORAM ; N : Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
Hoo'ble Jusuec Shri A. H. Joshi (Chatrmanh Officer for the Respondents.
» LK
I e ’ . |
é;’__w ‘kf— 2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Shri K.B. Bhise
Shr¥/Sue 1 &, ). Jf‘ogﬁm ——— ' Ay i
prays for time on the ground that affidavit-in-reply is
Advosate for the Aeplicant , o
Shri m}ﬁ[ lea @ f?l'v.i G ready, but is not sworn.
<. PO /PO fou f.h»* Rnspondcnt/s
3. In view of the foregoing, 5.0. to 28.06.2016. "
Agy. To 281e ’”" O
<ﬁ_;=._ - Sd/-
Tt T
Chairman
prk "
L]
[PTO.
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(G.C. P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

1Spl.- MAT.F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA TIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI '
Oxﬁi_ginal Application No. : of 20 DISTRIC'I.‘ ] .
..... Applichnt/s
(Advocate ... e e )
versus
‘ : . “
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer...........covee..., Eeree bt e e )
Office .Nufes, Office Memoranda of Coz‘;nm, .
Appearunce, Tribunusl’s orders or Tribunal's erders v
d%rectiups und Registrar's orders -
Date : 05.05.2016.
0.A.N0.255 of 2016
Dr. V.K. Patne : - ... Applicant. .
“
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.
: 1. Heard Shri AV, Bandiwadekar the learned
. \b
DATE: S\y‘ Advocate for the Applicant and Smt K.S. Galkwad the
CORAM :
"Hon’ble Ju.m,e Shei A 4. }ﬂshi (Chwman) learned Chief Presentmg Officer for the Respondents
‘ APPEAR ;ral Jd 2 Lgarned P.C.. fqr the Respondents Smt. K.S.
ShebiSafe. : ﬁ \{ e;aul e A | Gaikwad has tendered reply. It is taken on record.
MVOE-"‘{« TG r!‘h, ,5-" uj, Gl - . . N . .
S fudtosd | -
Shh S iovmwe| 3, Adjourned to 28.06.2016. a
{)/h“f ¥ t“ it ’L'ﬂﬂm‘js N3 q
CAG Tounrecmmmri e deeBlon f6 ......... ‘ Sd/-
. _ (A.H. Joshi, .
: C—e—'—— : ' Chairman
prk
. .
@
[ K
(RTO.
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(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (B0,000—2-2015) : |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE NIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No,” =~ of 20 . .. Districr = .
. : : N Applicant/s
(Advocate )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................. ferrees ey beremrnes OO )
‘ Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
" Appenrance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
06.05.2016
0.A No 410/2016
Shri N.M Jagtap B .. Applicant
Vs,
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBALI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.876 OF 2015
WIiTH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.910 OF 2015
DISTRICT: SOLAPUR

S.R. Madhbhavi (0.A.No.876/2015)

D.R. Kshirsagar {0.A.N0.910/2015) .... Applicants,
Versus
The 5tate of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.

Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.

Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE  :06.05.2016.

ORDER

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

Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicants Shri AV. Bandwiadekar urges for final
hearing the case. Since, today only one day before vacation and only few hours have

remained, final hearing does not appear to be possible.

3. At this stage, learned Advocate for the Applicants Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar states
as follows :-
{a) Applicants would like to make representation requesting to consider their

request for suitable posting during general transfers in the month of May,
2016 / June, 2016 and for this purpose they would made representations.

(b) In the event transfer is made and applicants are satisfied, Applicants may
not pursue this O.A..



]

4. In view of the statement of learned Advocate Shri AV Bandiwadekar this

Tribunal directs as follows -

(a) If applicants choose they may make representation for consideration of
their request for transfer / posting in the general transfer to be effect in
the month of May, 2016 / June, 2016.

(b) In case representations are made they may be considered by the
Respondents, notwithstanding pendency of present O.A..

(c) Pendency of this O.A. will not come in the way of Government for
deciding the application, if made.

5. " Awaiting action, if any, taken by the Government and if necessary for further

hearing S.0. to 11.07.2016.

6. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents. Steno

copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..
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(AH. Joshi, 1Y [T £h

Chairman
prk


Admin
Text Box

             Sd/-


IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
C.A.No.38 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.1136 of 2012

DISTRICT :
Smt. R.S. Thakurdesai & Ors. , ..Applicant
Vs.
Shri Sitaram Kunte, Principal Secretary, F.D. & Ors. ...Respondents
Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the Applicant,
Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM:- Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Hon’ble Chairman.
DATE : 06.05. 2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

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

{a) tn Writ Petition No. 4999 of 2016 Rule is granted and the
directions of this Tribunal to regularise the service is stayed.
Remaining directions contained in operative arder of this Tribunal

is not stayed.

(b) Remaining order means following 3 parts of the order as follows:-

I The Respondents shall absorb the Applicants within a
period of six weeks from today and shall be continued in
service as regular employees.



3.

5.

sha

1 Applicants shall be entitled to regular salary from 1%
March, 2016 with order admissible allowances, etc. but
would not be entitled to claim any monetary benefit for
past services rendered by them, even after they are made
permanent in accordance herewith.

i Since the Applicant’s services are regularized, they shall be
entitled to continuity in service for all other purposes
except monetary purposes from the dates of their first
appointment.

Learned P.O. for the Respondents states as follows:-

Since the regularization which is a basic aspect it is stayed,
remaining order refating regularization which is a consequential
direction also stands stayed as necessary a result of the stay of
the regularization.

Learned Advocate for the Applicant states as follows:-

That the hearing of the C.A. be adjourned which will enable to
Applicant to move Hon’ble High Court to have a clarification as to
whether other/ remaining directions contained in the operative
part of the order are not stayed.

Adjourned to 7.11.2016 with liberty to circulte before due date.

N
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"(AH. Joshi, )
Chairman
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NG.412 OF 2016

DISTRICT: MUMBAI

5.5. Kamble ... Applicant.
Versus

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

Shri Chahel P.A. Singh, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM - JUSTICE SHRI A H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE 06.05.2016.
ORDER
1. Heard Shri Chahel P.A. Singh, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri

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

2 Issue notice returnable on 22.06.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage and separate notice tor

final disposal shall not be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on Respondent intimation/notice
of date of hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of
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 iti the
Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and

notice.

7. Pendency of this O.A. will not come in the way of permitting the applicant to

join duty at the place of previous posting.

8. tearned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents. Steno

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

9, 5.0.t0 22.06.2016.

\
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0.A. No.A405 0t 2016

Smt. Preeti Harsh Wig JApplicant
Vs,

The State of Maharashira & Ors. . Respondents
[Teard Shri M.D. Lonkar. fearned Advocate for

the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad. learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The up  before me for
consideration of interim reliet. The Ld. PO furnishes
huge compilation containing the complaints.  Copy
thereof is furnished to the 1.d. Advocate for the
applicant. As of today nothing more needs to be saidd
thereahout.  § page sct of documents furmished by
Shri Lonkar. Ld. Advocate is also taken onrecord. It
mav not be possible to hear the matter even tor
interim relief as todav. It is adjourncd to 7.6.2016.
However. with liberty to the applicant to circulate it
during vacation in accordance with the prevalent

matter comes

rules.
Sd/-
(R.B. Malik)
Member (1)
6.5.2016
(sgi)
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