IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 185 OF 2015
DISTRICT : Nashik

Shri Mangalrao Popatrao Sonawane )...Applicant
VERSUS
State of Maharashtra & Ors. )....Respondents

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

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
DATE : 07.04. 2016

ORDER

1. Heard Shri GA Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri
N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that instructions are still awaited.

3. ‘instructions are still awaited’ is a polite and decorated statement, and does
not reveal the truth as regards fact, namely what is the stage of furnishing

instructions.

4, Learned P.O. for the Respondents was called to states as to whether anybody

from the Respondents have contacted the office of P.0O.

5. Learned P.Q. for the Respondents states that though the communications are

sent to the Respondents instructions arr,e‘not recieved so far.

6. Principal Secretary, Vocational, Education and Training Department is directed

to file his own affidaviat on following points:-

(a) The date of receipt of notice of this Tribunl and/or letter/letters from

the office of P.O.



The date when the notice/letter/letters were brough to his notice.

(c) Reasons as to why no cognizance has taken.

{d} Reasons as to why P.O. is not instructed.

{e) In case the matter had not come to his notice, what modalities he
wouid adopt to direct the office to bring to his personal notice any case
before Tribunal.

{f) Reasons as to why Applicant’s appeal is not decided.

{g) Time frame within which the Applicant’s appeal would be decided.

(h) Show cause as to why he should not be saddied with personal costs in
failing to take cognizance and give instructions to the learned P.O.

7. Affidavit answering points mentioned in foregoing paragraph be filed on or

hefore 29.04.2016.

8 Secretary, Vocation Education and Trainng Department is directed to place on

record modality by which no sooner the notice/ order etc. was received, the same

would be attended, responded etc. and P.O. would be instructed well in time.

9. It is hoped that unless appeal is already decided, it be decided before next
date.
10. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O. to communicate this order

to the Respondents.

11. S.0. to 29.04.2016.

sha

Sd/-

“=(AH. Joshi} L}f "= vV~
Chairman
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAIL APPLICATION NO. 1021/2015. D.B. Matter

Shri Ganesh Bharat Shinde ..Applicant
Versus

The Superintendent of Police,
Pune (R) ..Respondents

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

Coram; Justice A H. Joshi, Chairman
Date: 07.04.2016

ORDER

() Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the leamed Advocate for the applicant and
Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Cificer for the Respondents.

(2) This case was taken up for hearing yesterday. The learned P.O was directed to

secure the papers/office files in which a decision about applicant’s case was recorded.

(3) The learned P.O has produced the record from the office of Superintendent of
Police (Rural) Pune. The record contains a Character Verification Report showing that

the criminal case is pending against the applicant and minuies of the Committee.

4) The minutes of the proceedings of the Committee at the level of Collector
reveals that applicant’s case was considered and he was adjudged to be ineligible for
appointment due to pendency of criminal case against him and then the case was

submitted to the Government.



(5) It is reported that the Government has considered the matter of eligibility of
applicant and has accepted the position as held by the Committee at the level of

Collector.

(6) Government record is not produced. Therefore, it is not possible to know as to
whether the committee at the level of Government had applied mind to the charge

sheet and the role which is attributed to the applicant in the said criminal case.

(7) In past many cases have come before this Tribunal, where the matter of
appointment in the Police Department was considered by the Government. Papers
relating to such cases were also produced. It had transpired that the decision was
taken at the Government level barely on the basis of report i.e. without studying the
charge sheet or substance of the matter, and without calling the report of Investing
Officer.

(8) Learned PO was called to state as to what material was available before the

Govt. at the time of taking the decision.

C)) Learned PO has taken instructions and states that the same material as was

available before the committee at the district level was placed before the Government.

(10) 1t is thus evident that eligibility of applicant’s candidature is decided barely on
a character verification report showing pendency of case and rather without applying
mind to the matters/statements of witnesses etc. showing involvement and role of

applicant in the commission of offences as would emerge, prima facie, from record.

(11) Ruling a candidature barely on the basis of pendency of case and without
adverting the material which could be available, but is not called for does not appear
to be just and fair. This way of working needs to be corrected, rather set in proper

order.

(12)  The Secretary of the Department ought to device modalities which may/could
include calling of the copy of charge sheet when filed, F.L.R and other documents or

comments of the investigating officer and case diary when charge sheet is not filed

%



and the investigation is still pending. After studying the case, ascertaining exact
role and/or involvement of the candidate in commission of offence as ascribed and as
seen prima facie, the decision as to whether the candidate be offered appointment, it

be declined or deferred etc. needs to be considered.

(13) The learned Presenting Officer was directed to furnish the name of the
concerned Secretary. It is furnished as: - Dr. Shri Vijay Satbir Singh, Principal
Secretary, Home Department, stating that he is the officer who is involved in dealing

with matters of present nature.

(14) Dr. Vijay Satbir Singh, Principal Secretary, Home Department is directed as

follows:

(a) He should apply mind to the aspects touched in foregoing paras, and
place on record after deciding the policy, and issue instructions as to
the manner in which the Committee/Department should examine the
matters, effect of pendency of investigation of crime/criminal case,
after studying the charge sheet, documents contained therein, case
diary etc. as the case be/ in order to ascertain the role
ascribed/attributed to the applicant, gravity of the offence involved
etc., for deciding as to whether such candidate be offered the

employment in Police Force, that the matter be deferred or declined.

(b) He shall file affidavit after issuing instructions, by placing on record

the instructions as he may issue, within six weeks from today.

(15)  Steno copy and hamdast is allowed to learned PO for communication.

(16) S.0.106.5.2016. ?\

Sd/-
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Chairman
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Office Notes, Offfce Mewioranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Fribunal’s orders
M.A. No.433 of 2014 in O.A. No.734 of 2014

oame:_ 74 [1<
CORAM :

Hon'ble Shit B, B, MALIK (Member) [
AP"._ARN%C‘E

R— S ‘DQSL\MMCQL

Advacate for the Apphc..m
Stri /Semtrrn S0 \’\D

—AdiFom M N 8 meeoj
Oh - Acév.- +o 5[5/16.

&

LL@CQ_QL |
/QPOTFO for the Rebyt"‘dhﬂfs

Shri Dinesh D. Meshram ' ..Applicant
Vs, _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. . The applicant who apparently has become
disabled as a result of road accident while in employment
and who alleges the breach of the beneficial provisions of
Section 47 of the Persons with Disabilities (Equal
Opportunities, Protection of Rights and Full
Participation) Act, 1995 seeks condonation of delay
which apparently is about 1 year and 3 months.

3. The cause assigned is post accident trauma and
treatment and his entitlement to the above referred

provisions. The 9 page affidavit in reply deals with the
facts fglm ithin the office of the QA more than it

" does the MA itself. As far as the cause is concerned if

the accident as a fact is an established fact then the

‘subsequent delay even if it was there is capable of being
explained. If this Tribunal were to insist of anything

more then perhaps bh@' it would join the company of
respondents in so far as exhibition of insensitivity is
concerned. I uphold this MA and condone the delay.

. MA 1s allowed in these terms with no order as to costs.

4. The applicant and this Tribunal are directed to
process the matter further. Inasmuch as the OA post
substitution has also been served the same be placed for
filing affidavit in reply theretg, S.0. to 5.5.2016.

Sd/- -
(R Malik) .
Member (J ))7 A \ K

7.4.2016
(sgj) -
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeararnce, Tribunal's arders or
dir«_&etions and Registrar’s ordera

Tribunal' s orders

0.A.No.11 of 2016

DATE ; ‘7“{“6
CORAM ;- -

ol
Hon'ble Shri R. B. MALIK {(Member) ]
- APFEARANCE:

stz oS Crpedne

Advueste for the Applicant ,
Sy TSt ;&§M(zw&ﬂb
___CPOTPO. for the Respendents

PNy +o‘2~#]6/' 6

* Shri D.N. Kale ..Applicant
Vs, E
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

1

, Heard Shri A.S. Gadre, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 24.6.2016.

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

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

6.  The service may be done by hand delivery/

speed post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained
and produced along with affidavit of compliance in
the Registry within one week. Applicant is directed
to file affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. 8.0. to 24.6.2016._ Ld. PO waives service of
nofice. v Sd/- |
Rp a7 VU
Member (I}
7.4.2016

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

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE BIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RAJ/C.A No. of 20
IN
Original Apphcatlon No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s orders

CORAM :

7i

Hon'ble Shri R, B. MALIK (Member) ™
APFEARANCE ;
P SEM%MCE&AN

Advueate for the Applicant
Sh!‘l_.{Sm\—‘"f:\‘J C[/\OU— (_(LQL

(C)‘Ef’é) ; \P& for the Rbpcnde Qti i“)
B LR
- Redva—4— -

S e RO 2-B

ma

bg@a% | F%_’f%

lﬁ'_'b.(a.

O.A. No0.104 0£ 2016

Shri S.P.More = .. Applicant
Vs, :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ..Respondents

Heard Shri P.V. Suryawanshi,  learned

| Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule,
" learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Rejoinder is taken on record. Admit. Sur-
rejoinder, if any, must be filed on that date and not
thereafter. Shri Suryawanshi, Ld. Advocate states
that a fixed date be given because he is Aurangabad
based. In these set-ef circumstances the OA be
placed before second Division Bench for final

hearing on 28.4.2016. _— N
Sd/- e
RB Malik) / "\ \X“
Member (J) :
| 7.4.2016
(sgi) |
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
:_:lireetions and Registrar'a orders

Tribunal's orders

0.A. No.313 of 2016

DATE ; ?/K{/[é

CORAM:
Hom'ble Shri R, . MALIK (Member) 7——
APFEARANCE -
N ST R M@_)A_cum
- Advocete for the Applicant .
_SETRm w0 S M!éﬂmcb_
_”CMIO‘ the | "_spl} ldPn!S

=Y

Shri Pandurang B. Avhad ..Applicant
Vs, _ _
' The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

_ Heard Smt. Punam Mahaj an, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returhable on 21.4.2016.

3. Tribunal 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 Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing

duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete

paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice

that the case would be taken up for final disposal at
the stage of admission hearing. '

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

6. The Service may be done by hand delivery/

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

to file affidavit of compliance and notice.

T 5.0, to 21.4.2016. Ld. PO waives service of

notice. ,H Sd/-
SRBATAK) 7 N S
Member (I)
7.4.20160
(sgj)
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E Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cc.nram, e ‘
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - Tribunal's orders
directions ond Reglatrar’s orders | - " 0.A.No312 of 2016
‘Shri Ramdas A. Kulkarni .Applicant
Vs, .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents -

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. '

2. Issue notice returnable on 21.4.2016,

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

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule

11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
- (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as

limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

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

DATE : 7/4‘4 Hg

CoRAM. 7. S.0. to 21.4.2016. Ld. PO waives service of

ST RALIY notice. - Sd/- —

"Hor'ble Shri R.B‘M,\L&{‘(M;}ub'@r),\lh RB. Malik) ¢ \\ -

APPEARANCE ; _ : Member (J) '
S 1 PCRIA DA Mcq,w{z{m,, _ 7.4.2016

Advazate for the Anplicant (sgj) ' ' o

mt. LAQ(}Q@{.[MMQC‘
ERTTRO. for the Respiondents

A 5.@.+¢5—q[#([6
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBATIL .
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
"IN
Original Appli‘_cati‘on No. of 20

. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’ s orﬂers

- DATE: 7/1{)[é

CORAM :

o A
Hor'ble Shri R R MALIK (Mcmhcr) J
APFEARANCE:

Advucate for the Appl L,am

T g N uﬂg&h—
"asE r:‘cm

C.PG /PO for the

o to 246

7

O.A. No.1051 of 2015

..Appli.c'ant

Shri S.G. Kumbhar & Ors.
‘ Vs, _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents

Heard Shri A.S. Deshpande, learned Advocate —
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Affidavit in reply of respondent no.2 has
already been filed.  The affidavits in. reply of
respondents no.1, 3 and 4 have not-been filed. The
QA proceeds without their affidavits -in reply.
Adjourned for rejoinder, if any, to the affidavit in
reply of respondent no.2. S.0.1021.4.2016.

Sd/- -
~(RB. Malik) /" \®
Member (J)

| 7.4.2016
(sgj) |
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Office Notes, Office ﬁemeranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunai’s ordors or
dirsctions . and Registrar's orders

TFribunal’'s orders

O.A. No.828 of 2015

DATE : 7]’“’),6
CORAM :

. (!l‘ C! H :FEF;
Hon'ble Shti R, B. MALIK (Member) J=——
AFPEARANCE !
psarr o L pgcenl Lo

Advogate for the Applicant

ﬂd'i- U + O 5_/'!9.[{6

22

Shri Kailash B, Mahajan & Ors. Applicants
© Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri K.M. Hosurkar, learned Advocate

_for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 5.5.2016.

3. Tribunal 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 Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing

duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete
paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice
that the case would be taken up for final disposal at
the stage of admission hearing.

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

6.  The service may be done by hand delivery/

speed post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained
and produced along with affidavit of compliance in
the Registry within one week. Applicant is directed
to file affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. S.0.16 552016, Ld. PO waives service of
notice. — Sd/-

;—-‘_‘_—-;__.u
— A\
(R.B. Malik)
Member (1)
7.4.2016

G
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_Offica Natew, Offior Memaranda of Coram,
ﬁppeanma, Tribunal's orders or
direptions end Registrars orders

Tribunal' g ovders

OA No, 321 0f2016

DATE: r?!‘f)lé

(\)& AM

}’Ei ,“1‘5 §1( ::' R A ”![ “qu:ﬁ[_a;
. - .

Hon'ble Shei R. B, MALIK (Member) 3
APPEARANCE:

chrifSoe i ‘E;c:emdiocma@ek@t _

Advoeste for e Applics
 shri e el .Q....,.. VIS
o CPETT0. tor the Respcm'}en_ts ‘ .
‘ 5-0-4—05{5{!6

—Adjrf-“

Shri Vivqk D. Tambe & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. Respondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 5.5.2016.

3. Tribunal 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
oni Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing
duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete
paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice
that the case would be taken up for final disposal at
the stage of admission hearing. '

5. . This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule

11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/

speed post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained
and produced along with affidavit of compliance in
the Registry within one week. Applicant is directed
to file affidavit of compliance and notice. :

7. - 8.0.to 5.5.2016. Ld PO waives seje of
notice. : - Sd/- \F)

, "\
{(RB. Malik)'
Member (J)

7.4.2016 -
(sgi)

a |
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" Offige Notes, Ofﬁue'mmurand.a of Coram, -

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

Tribunal's orders

0.A. No.323 0f 2016

“{—‘M 5 A Rill.lﬂﬂ, 4
- Hon’ble 5hei RUB. MALIK (Member)
APPEARANCE :

SJ!‘IJSLD&-....G‘.&. M@&%@fﬁj‘

Advosate for i Apolioant

| Shru.w&—"f\ J ¢L0C‘L€_Cﬂi—9~

P.0. for the Respondents

i te £/ llS

e

e

Shri Bharat B. Vyavahare =~ .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J: Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. .. Issue notice returnable on 5.5.2016.

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

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

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

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/

speed-post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained
and produced along with affidavit of compliance in

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

7. S.0.105.52016. Ld. PO waives service of -

notice. e Sd/- =
L - &e‘(RiB.Malik)[‘ \'“‘

. Member (J)
- 7.4.2016 . -

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

[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

. MUMBAI
Original Application No. \f. 'J “af 20 Districr
: - 1 ’ L Applisant/s
(Advocate 5 '; .
;:'.‘1‘—“
b versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer...,...cc..oiiiiiinnns S

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearancy, Tribunal’s ordevs or
directions and Registrar’s arders

Tribunul’'s orders

DATE : 7/*1//‘5

CORAM.:
Hon'ble Shiri. RAJIV AGARWAL

- (Vige - Chairman)
Hon’ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) Jf

APPEARM\ILE
oS DB Bﬁmucoj‘ie,

Advosate for the Applicant

AEPLTY.O. tor the Respondents

A, S, G”\“‘—"ml Q./ “11“6 _

el )

0.A.843/2015

Heard Shri P.S. Bhavake, the

learned Advocate for the Applicant and
Shri K.B. Bhise holding for Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, the
Officer for the Respondents.

Not on Board. Taken on Board.

Mr. Bhavake, the learned
Advocate says that his client has been

- able to get a document which is the

copy of On-line application form. The
matter has already been appointed for
final disposal. However, in the interest
of justice, for the time being, it be
removed from the column of order and
be shown as Part Heard. But it is
made clear that there must be a proper
Affidavit sworn by the Applicant and
filed by him along with which he must
annex the document which according

"to him he has been able to lay his

hands now.

5.0. to 20% April, 2016.

AN M :
v Sd/- Sd/-

" (R.B. Malik) (Rafiv Agarwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
11.04.2016 11.04.2016

(skw] :

[PTO.

learned Presenting
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.315 OF 2016

DISTRICT : KOLHAPUR

Shri Suhas Jagannath Wayachal ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & 2 Ors. ..Respondents

Shri Sandeep Dere — Advocate for the Applicant
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad — Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM R.B. Malik, Member (J)
DATE : 7t April, 2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri Sandeep Dere, learned Advocate for the

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

Respondents.

2. This ‘OA is placed for consideration of urgent interim

relief. The applicant came to be recommended to the post of

Assistant Executive Engineer, PWD by the MPSC. He was relieved

from his earlier job of Assistant Executive Engineer-I, under Tillari

Canal Division, Chorole on 28.3.2016. However, in the meanwhile
-

GO

-



2 0.A. N0o.315 of 2016

by the order dated 31.3.2016 the Government issued the impugned
order (Exhibit A page 12 of the paper book) whereby the
appointment of the applicant was cancelled because the MPSC who
had recommended the applicant subsequently turned around and
instead recommended Shri Abhinav Pawar. Shri Pawar has filed OA
No.3 of 2016 before Nagpur Bench of this Tribunal. There was no
stay in that OA but it seems to be the case of the MPSC that upon
verification of the documents second time Shri Pawar was found

eligible and he was in the manner of speaking above the applicant.

3. It is no doubt true that this OA is in the state of infancy
and opportunity will have to be given to the respondents to file
affidavit in reply. However, that by itself ca‘g}\’%e net sufficient
enough ground to leave the applicant completely unprotected. Shri
Dere, Ld. Advocate contended that contrary to the normal practice of
the MPSC even while they initially rejected the case of Shri Pawar
they allowed his case to be reconsidered. As of today | express no

opinion in that behalf,

4. However, there is another aspect of the matter. It
appears that one Shri Deepak Dattatraya Dhole whose name was at
Sr. No.24 from the same category as the applicant belongs to
(applicant being at Sr. No.29) has decided against joining the duties.
A document in that behalf is at Exhibit ‘B’ page 14 of the paper
book.

S. Although Smt. Gaikwad, Ld. PO strongly urged that no

interim relief be granted till such time as the respondents file
—y

5
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affidavit in reply. I am of the opinion, as already indicated above,
that in the context of the facts such as they are the applicant cannot
be left unprotected. The applicant has expressly sought the interim
relief that those appointed should be made clear that their
appointment would be subject to the outcome hereof. That interim

relief is hereby granted till further orders.

6. As far as Shri Dhole’s case is concerned it is indeed true
that no specific interim relief is sought. However, there are
circumstances that emanate from record and if they justify certain
directions being given or even relief being grar}_ted, I do not think
that this Tribunal would be so much o bound by the
technicalities as to allow the substantial justice to be sacrificed.
The Ld. PO may take instructions in so far as Shri-Dhole is
conéerned and in case it is found that a vacancy has accrued as far
as Shri Dhole is concerned then that vacancy be kept as it is till any

other order is made by this Tribunal.
7. Issue notice returnable on 5.5.2016.

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

and separate notice for final disposal need not be issued.

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

at the stage of admission hearing. LA
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10. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure} Rules, 1988, and
the questions such as limitation and alternate remedy are kept

open.

11. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed
post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained and produced along
with affidavit of compliance in the Registry within one week.

Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance and notice.

12, S.0. to 5.5.2016. Ld. PO waives service of notice.
Hamdast. -
Sd/- "
(R.B.Malik) /- ™\~ \&
Member (J)
7.4.2016

Date : 7th April, 2016
Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

E:\JAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\4 April 2016\0A.315.16.J.4.2016-8JWayachal-50.5.5.16.doc
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(G.C.P.} J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) 1Spl- MAT-F-2 E
) Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL .
) . RIS
Original Application No: - &+ of 20 T DigrRICT
- - ‘A‘pit)licant/s
(AQVOCALE .....oveeveseeesieseescesessas e esses)
versus
The State of Maharashira and oihers
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer................ peeereeane et )

Oifice Notes, Office Ml:morum;iu of Coram,
Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or - C Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 7.04.2016

C.A.No,133 of 2015 in O.A.No.1051 of 2012

Shri Mangal Chandrakant Jadhav ...Applicant
Vs, - :

Shri Ujjawal Uke & Ors. ‘ ...Respondents

1, _Heafd Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

2. learned P.Q. for the Respondents states on .
instructions received from Smt. Uma Sawant, Under
Secretary,' Sacial Justice Department and S5.B. Kadam,
Office Superinténdeht, Social Welfare Department, Pune

as follows:-

Order passed in 0.ANo.1051 of 2012 shall be
complied till 11.4.2016, and Applicant can remain
present to receive order in the office of Assistante
Commissioner, Social Welfare, M.S. Pune.

DATE: . 2\M\)¢ e
CORAM : . , |
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmsn) 3. For reporting the compliance, adjourned to
bleSheih-Rass | 20.4.2016. - :
" Sd/-
Adviiae Srihe S oodeant - ' - .
Shii S, K‘fbwhb"‘"“.. - . (AC: J,OShl’\&)
C.EG /P, fur e Respondent/s : . airman
A Ton Z0lu) 16, | Sba -

B

[

- {ETO.
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(G.C.P.} J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

ISpl.- MAT-I-2 E.

.. . MUMBAI
Original Application No. = of 20 B Digtrier
..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE ....vv.eese e e
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Offiaer. oo iicie e i ie e e r e ats st e e ar s aenns )
Oftics Notes, Oftice Memorands of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date: 07.04.2016. (D.B. Matter)
O.A. No. 984/2015
Shri 8.A. Sarwade . Applicant
Versus
- The Superintendent of Police,
Pune and Others | ..Respondents

pate:___ 7511k
CORAM :
Hox'ble Justioe Shii A. 1. Joshi (Chairman)

v

APPEARANCE

ST I ﬁ:.,.\l‘ ﬁam\;‘\iaé.%f
Agvonts B e soolicanl
Shyi fSme Y‘bﬁhlﬁ;——....

C.BG 7RO, o G Baspomdent/s

Ady. To..f,....\kl ANA

Lo o i - PR

H :Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the appiica_nt and Shri K.B.
Bhise,lthe leamed Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.‘ .

(2)  In view of the order passed in Original
Application No. 1021/15 hearing of this Original

- Application is adjourned.

" (3)  S.0 to both the matters 16.06.2016.

3

Sd/-

(A.H. Joshf] T)
Chairman

Psz

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

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Orviginal Application No. - .. 87 of 20 . ‘ | D:STRICT
: : T Apph(..antjs
{Advocate e )
versus
The State of Maharashtr.a and other_s
L e Respondér}t/s

(Presenting Officer.........oovivvriviiniinni, ................................... ) o

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, I'ribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date: 07.04.2016. (D.B. Matter)
C.A.No. 120/2015 in O.A. No. 313/2015

Dr.(Smt.)RizviS. Salyed Ghulam

Abbas.. .Applicant
Versus _
The State of Mah. & Ors. Respondents

(1) Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise,
the = learned Presentmg Officer for the
Respondents

(2) The learned P.O states as follows:-

“Part of the ‘order in so far as giving
posting to the applicant as Associate
Professor {(Urdu) Maharashtra

Educational = Service, Group A is
DATE:  —\W\1L
CORAM :

“““lh;t {““‘i"-“_ Shii A. H. Joshi {Chairman) (3)  According to the learned advocate for the

applicant part of the order is yet to be completed.

completed and the order is issued”,

ADPTARANCE _
Shetiig, 5" Manch cVGJ/ (4)  In view of the above development,

*"‘4"5-~~“\"’”‘” plicont hearing of this Contempt Application is
Shri i, 5. K02 fb\ﬂ_v'-— di
CRO/ PO, fur the Respondent/s & joume.d to 14.06.2016. _ ‘ &
Ady. To... LAl &1 6. . . Sd/-
| o S 7 (AH. JoshiTh’
. Chairman
Psz

[ETO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A} (50 000—2-2015) ) |Spl.- MAT Pz E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN IST_RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. , of 20 i DISTRICT
o T Applicant/s
(Advocate ... e FTTRPPRPPNES )
Dersys
'i‘he State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s -
(Presenting Officer.............. s SN — )
Ot’t]:ue Notes, Otfice Memorandu of.Chrum,
Appearance, Tribunal's opders or Tribueal’s orders
dir_ecti'ons‘ and Registrar's orders ’
' Date : 7.04.2016
O.A.No._42 of 2016
Shri Amruta Ramesh Bhai .. Applicant
Vs. ‘ _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ...Respondents’
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the lea rned Advocate for

Officer for the Respondents.

2. ~ Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that para-

i ' _wise remarks are received, and two weeks time is required
for filing reply.
3. Though two weeks-time is-required longer time is
granted so that no further adjournment is necessary.
4, For filing reply, adjourned to 6.05.2016.
- Sd/-
pATE:__ Al
J : o , ‘ “ (AH.JGShH 1T VY
fedsse Sloi AL Toshi (Chaismag) " Chairma .
e bleshirde il e {Memboe) A sba i -

(PTO.

the Applicant and Shri K. B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
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Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribuanls orders or
" divections and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

DATR: 7\1‘\‘”‘

CORAM ;
Hor'ita fiy o 3t g 158 (Cheitman)
i LI e £

S AN Bardiwedeldar
Yoursd

Wi

Shrls L MO hgtlley
CRU T

Ady. To, 5‘7‘”"

Daie: 07.04.2016.D.B. Matter

C.A. No. 04/2016 in O.A. 260/2012

Shri 8. K.Pawar Applicant -
Versus '
Shri Sunil Porwal, Etc.2

..Respondents

1) Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the applicant and Shri M.D.
Lonkar, the leamned Special Counsel for the
Contemnor. '

(2} - Shri M.D. Lonkar, the leamned Special
Counsel appearing for the Contemnor states as
follows:-

(i)  That the affidavit is drafed, but
he’ would like to study the
affidavit once again. _

(i)  The Government has carried a
writ petition before the Hon’ble °
High Court and the date of
hea:ihg is sought to be taken. .

(3} In view of above submissions 10 days
time is granted for filing affidavit. Let the

Contempt Application come up for hearing on

5.05.2016.

Sd/-

(AH. Joshf, 1)
‘ Chairman
Psz
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, = -~ 2t v of 20 < Disrmicpr ¢
o ' " ..... Applicant/s
(Advocate .......... [ SN )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{(Presenting Officer..........oocveeinennn.. e e et te et re e anaarenrara )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cm'um; .. .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or } : Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date: 07.04_.2016. (D.B. Matter)
0.A. No. 1058/2015
Shri N.B. Narang “JApplicant . .

Versus
The State of Mah. & Ors. .Respondents

(H Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for. the applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise,
the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.
(2) The learned P.O on instructions received
from the office of Director General of Police
states as follows:-
“Two. months time is required for taking
decision in the matter of examination and

pate. e decision on the eligibility of applicant for

- CORAM ) promotion”

Hanj‘ufc Juslﬁice ShriA. H. Joshi (Chairman} (3)  In view of the above statement, for
| AQPEARANCE. ‘ - reporting the comp;ijance as may be done ip the
et o T O m We . maml:r, hegnng is adjourned to 16.06&015.

Advoeate fur the Applicant |

Shri /S 1. Y02, B MDe . Sd-

C.P.G /PO, for the Rospondent/s (A.H. Joshi, J) ™"

| | Chairman

)Adj_. Ta ‘I"\ Ghﬁ. e

' ﬁ Psz

2To.
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(G CPD F 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

_  MUMBALI

Original Application Néw - '« e of 20 F U DISTRICT o
L Applicant/s

(Advocate ..... U
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
- (Presenting Officer. ... e }

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

Tribunal’s orders

DaTE: it el%
CORAM: '
Hon'hic Justice Shri A. 1. Joshi {Chairman)
) Hmﬂﬁﬂmﬂhkm%mbcﬁA
AJPEARANCE :
Shetsme o JADAM #A A\M Cn
Advoratc fur the m:'m» =h 4

hluif’ HR K ’2‘.’ ﬁhut’ *racvanare
C.rJ PO iur the Respondeit/s

ad o MG,

Date: 07.04.2016.D.B. Matter

C.A. No: 136/2014in G.A. No. 275/2010
Dr. Balaji Baburao Birajdar and Ors... Applicant
Vers-lis -
Smt.Sujata Sounik, Principal Secretary, .
Public Health Dept., Mantralaya,MumBai.
| .Respondent

(1) Heard Ms. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise,
the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

(2)  The learned P.O prays for time on the
ground that the department has asked for four
weeks time for securing approval from G.AD

and Finance Department.

(3) For reporting the steps taken ad_]ourned
to 21 04.2016 :

N

Sd/-

(A.H. JoSWYIH Vo
Chairman

Psz

[PTO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application Nob -~~~ %% of 20 o DistRigT 1 ) ‘ ‘
' ‘ R Applicant/s
CLAAVOCALE .. e e e 3
versus
The Staté of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........ocoiiiiiiiiiiii )
Offl;{:e Notes, Ottice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearcance, Tribunal's vedevs or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s vrders
Date : 7.04.2016
Q,A.No.226 of 2016
Shri Gangadhar Sakharam Musmade ...Applicant
o Vs, .
o The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents

1. None for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

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

AN

adjourned to 4.05.2016.

- - . Sd/-
_ (A;H.Jé’s‘h‘iqj‘""',
Chairman
Sba

DATE. _ \M} 16,
CORAM ; ‘ ,
Hoa’blc Justice Shei A. H. ushi (Chiaitmay

iy st cshumarghiomber) A

Agvonnts hee (b Araacang

Shri /5. !“ﬁ’ﬁ\\f)f'"..

C.RO /PO, or i fespondent/s

Adj. Ta. ‘L\\ T‘ 1‘9 .

(PTO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV E TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Na. of 20 . DisTrICT
’ T  Applltant/s
(AAVOCALE vt e e s e )
Lersus -
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondeht/s
{Presenting Officer............c....... S ....................... )
Ottice Nut;:s, Office Memoranda of Covam,
Appenrance, Tribunat’s ovders or - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '
Date : 7.04.2016
0.A.No.22 of 2016
Shri Balasaheb Dada Pawar ...Applicant

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

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt, K.S. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2.  Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri C.T.

Chandratre prays for enlargement of time for substitution

of 0.A. . '
3. Time eniarged for substitution upto 10.06.2016.
' 4. S.0.to0 10:06.2016. %
pate:__ 7A4l1L. -
CORAM : ' ' Sd/-
‘Hon'ble Justice Shn A H. Inah: (Chauman) ‘ ' — (AH. loshi Q
Hom oS —Hemesirkunmr thrtembery - SRR
' A Chairman
APPEARANCE : sha '

SOVERL o ST NI
Advosite iu: the An Juﬁ. Fivs

Kb Gankunkd

SheiHETT. o,
C.EO/ PO fur the Respondent/s

Ad). Tor LAVG]LE
£

[ATO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Origigal Application No.: -~ =8 - of 20 ﬁJQTle'ICT ‘
o Aiﬁblicant/s
(Advocate ..o, )
versus
The State of Maharashira and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer............. et ettt e et e eeaartniee s )
Office Notes, Otfice Mt;nnurandﬁ of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s yeders or Tribunal's ovrders
directions snd Registrar’s orders
Date : 7.04.2016
0.A.No.141 of 2016
Shri Vishnu Krishnaji Pawar  ...Applicant
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra - ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri R.G. Panchal, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gailkwad, the ‘learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays time for
filing reply on the background that there was excessive

work load in the office of P.O.
3. Time is granted by way of last chance.

4. S.0.t05.05.2016. \
Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, -l’.)(. v
Chairman

Sha

[PTO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRYIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. e of 20 T tDhigtwrier ’
' o ' o Applicant/s
(Advocate ... frveeirten BRTPPUUIUURRRR: v Y )
versus
The State of Maharashira and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer,........cooviiiriniininnn, erree et et e ranas ¥

Offize Notes, Office Memoranda of Caram, A ]
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 7.04.2016

0.A.N0.254 of 2016

Shri Nandkumar Sambhajlrao_Deshm_ukH ...Applicant

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

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0. for the Respondents prays for four

weeks time forﬁlmg reply:
3. Time as prayed for is granted.

4, For reply, adjourned to 7.6.2016.

Q

_ Sd/-
pate:_ \a\ls . . : : oy
— . . (A.H. Joshi )™~
CORAM ; ' Chairman(}

Hoable justice Shri A. #. Joshi (Chastman) - o
:M@ﬁ%mmm " Sha
EPE!- F

Shr/Sme. - Q’ﬂ ﬁ'df\A\WC‘—Aﬁuﬂ/

Advoeat: for the Apphcant

Shi/Smt. ;. KnS CrenKi@)CqJ

C.PO/PO. fcr the Respondent's

A, Tou 2} E)L L.

iPTO
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- IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATFVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No." =+ "~ of 20 R D]STRIC:'I‘
' 7 . Applicant/s
(Advocate ...oooveeeeireeer et e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............ et ere et )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
© Appearsnce, Tribunal’s orders or oo Tribunal’s orders
girectipns and Registrar's orders ’
Date : 7.04.2016
O.A.Np.212 of 2016
Shri Meena Bhimanand Sonawane ...Applicant
: Vs. : '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. " - ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri G.A.  Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant, Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the .
jearned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents no.1
& 2 and Ms. 5.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the

Respondent No.3.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondent has tendered

reply. It is taken on record.

3. For filing rejoinder, only if it is necessary, adjourned
to 16.6.2016. : ' \
\ \_L Sd/-
_ DATE:_ 714

CORAM : (AH. Joshi, l.) -

Hon'ole Just]i ¢Sh-i A B lhﬂhl(Chiﬂrmani Chairman

Jhrﬁrﬁmmm@mm ' '
Sba

fgpk)A; X \“
Syt ‘__E "ﬁ WM\MM/
Advosals o .L:.A'lmC&l‘ﬁ

Shri /. 3.0 RS Wa’dhkb
C.P.O/ PO, for i Respandent's | 4.9

Ay 5.4 Manchaler 5 R %,

Ady. Tow....hL611G

(PTO,



Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-


(G.C.P.) J 2260 (&) (50,000—2-2015) . ‘ C18pl- MAT-TF-2 R

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TiﬂtB 13 NAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No.”™ "+ " # of 20 © et YDisTRICT
) L Applicant/s ’
{Advocate ....ccc.ooeieeennnnnn. e gttt e e e e e )
" versus
The State of Maharashira and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer....................... U S )
Office MNoutes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance; Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar's orders '
Date : 7.04.2016
0Q.A.No.255 of 2016
| Shri Vijaykumar Kashinathappa Patne .Applicant
. Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the !earned )

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

iearned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.Q. for the Respondents prays for time for .

filing reply.
3. Time as prayed for is granted. ‘

4. Adjourned to 5.5.2016.

\

pare:__7\u\)¢ | | | Sd/-
e R ~TA.H. Joshi: 1§ ¥ ©
mm(fﬁm ; Chairman &

Sba

ﬁ A bard Wedala,
K,s qqp-@aﬁl

T uh.:,

Ad). Yo Tb_“ b.
B

e
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A} (50,000—2-2015)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Qriginal Application No.' =+ = 7 of 20 ‘ DISTmCT . o
- . i Apbliﬁant/s
(Advocate ..coooeeiieieen S )
Uersus ‘
The State of Maharashira and others
S Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfiCer.. ..ot

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, -

Appesrance, Tribupal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE:
CORAM -
Flonble Jesthoe 5t AL 1L ]

At -

| ISR UL PP A N
Ls AL RN SRS ST D £ L

&3 cx\wgvlc-

.."L O, i e BTSN pThIH s
v, DN, (4\0&/ A S TN
Ad) o 1‘7'"’11,5’

~

Date : 7.04.2016

0.A.No.19 of 2016

Shri Sampat Trymbak Gunjal ..Applicant

Vs.

State of Maharashtra & Ors, ...Respondents

1. - Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate

for the Applicént, Shri  A.J. Chougule, the ‘Iea_rned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Shri D.H.

Pawar, the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.4.

2. In the midst of haring learned Advocate for the

Applicant prays for leave to amend and to incorporate the

amendment.

3. Leave to amend as prayed for is granted.

4, - Amen dment:be served‘on the Respondents,

5. Fﬁr filing reply to the amended O.A,, ane week's

time is granted.

6.  S5.0.to22.04.2016.

I

Sd/-
ARH. Jashi, {.)

Chairman

Sba

[PTO,
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. S of 20 T DistrICT
‘ B ... Applifant/s
(Advocate ... ............... o
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presentihg Officer.......cc.ininnnnn, Fer et e arang e - )
l, Office Notes, Oftice Memorunda of Corum,
Appeayvance, Tribunal’s orders oy * Tribunal’s orders
diréctions  and Rggistrm"s orders - -
Date : 7.04.2016
0.A.No.211 of 2016
Shri Arun Anand Sariputra - ...Applicant
- Vs,
. e The Deputy Director of Land Records & Ors,
B ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned

. Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K5, Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondenfs.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered

reply. It is taken on record.. ‘

3. . 5.0.t020.06.2016. 9\
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(G.C.P.) J 2360 (A) (50,000-~2.-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

{$pl- MATF-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE THIBUNAL

Original Application N&. - of 20 S ‘Disthict )‘
s ICT o
| ' ‘Applicant/s
{AdVOoCate ... e )
versis
The AStateA of Maharashira and others
..... Respondenﬂs
{Presenting Officer........ ..o, )
Qffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or 'i ! ;
directions and Registrar's orders Felbuoalls ordess
Date : 7.04.2015
0.A.No.161 of 2016
Shri Kishor Hari Pimple ~..Applicant
Vs, | '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.  ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri 5.5. Dere, the learned Advocate for the

pate;__ 20 L

CORAM : :
Hop'bhe Justice Slai A, 41 Joshi {Chairman)
Hoptble e Y i -

ATTEALANCE

Adtvomate S oot

Skt K,Sém\é\dd—ﬁl .......

C.PO/ PG for G Baspondent’s

adg. To a\4)le

Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.. ‘ ’

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for time for
filing reply. '
3. Limited questions are involved in this G.A. The

Respondents are directed to show by filing affidavit any
overt act on the part of Applicant in receiving the
monetary benefits which are sought, unless‘AppIicant’s
case will be governed by the judgment of Hon'ble Supreme
Court, copy whereofis on record at page no.17 of this O.A.

4. - Affidavit be filed before next date.

5. in view of the ‘fact that the limited questions

involved in the O.A., adjourned to 21.04.2Q16.

Q
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{G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

: ' |spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No.» v e of 20 - R DISTI':{IACTV‘
o A Aﬁﬁlicant/s
(Advocate ................ e e )
versus
The Btate of Maharashtra and 0tﬁe1‘:5
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Offlcer.........cooeiiiiinnccir e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corain,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders '
Date : 7.04.2016
' 0.A.No.275 of 2016
Shri Raosaheb Shankarrao Katkar - ...Applicant
Vs. .
The Commissioner of Police & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned.

pate:_ 7iu) 14 e
CORAM ; '
Hon’be Justice Shri A. 11 Joshi (Ch'airu.un)’
; b A
. ARPEARANCE: .
St 1 oY, DArdie e
Advesats for the Applicant, |

Stz 1. K35 Gany e ]
Cr0/P0. for the Respondeni/s

Ad). To, | 'ﬁﬂla

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant states that the
affidavit of service would be filed during the course of the

day.

3. . Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for three .

weeks time for filing reply.
4, Time as prayed for is granted.

5. . $.0.t05.05.2016. Q
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WYL AYLID AL

T 20 Disrricr
L Applicant/s
......... )
versus
of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
............................... } |
Tribuual’ s orders
| Date:7.04.2016
0.A.No.98 of 2016
Dr. Pandurang Shankar Pawar ...Applicant
Vs,
Government of Maharashtra & Ors. ..-Respondents
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkér, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and . Smt. K. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2; Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri Lonkar

. prays for time to-file affidavit of service,

3. Learned P.0. for the Respondents Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad states that no instructions are received so far.

4, Time may be granted for fifing reply.

5. in view of the earlier communications received by
learned P.O. for the Respondents, P.O.'s request for

granting time is refused.

6. Case wiil proceed‘ without filing reply of
Respondent No.1 and 2.

7. If service report is not filed the stay will be
vacated.
8. S.0.t020.04.2016. &
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WYLIDAL

DisTriCcT

..... Applicént/s
)
versus
Taharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
.......................... )
Tribunal’ s (J.l’d.El'S
Date : 7.04.2016
0.A.N0.1046 of 2015
Shri Ashish Dyandev Bankar ..Applicant
Vs, : ‘
The state of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned

Pr‘ese-nting Officer far the Respondents,

2. Llearned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered

reply. Itistaken on record.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri K.R.
Jagdale prays for time to consider the reply and file

. rejoinder only if it is necessary.

4, S.0. to 14.06.2016, - )\
Sd/-
" [A.H. TosH|J)
Chairm
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of 20 ) o DistrIcT
..... Applicant/s

versus
ate of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

Tribunal’s ovdexs

Date : 7.04.2016

0.A.No.272 of 2015 with 0.A.No.273 of 2015

Shri Dilip Popat Londhe {in 0.A.N0.272 of 2015}
5hri G.S. Dumbre {in 0.A.N0.273 of 2015)
...Applicants
: Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri A. Apte, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents, ‘ .

’ .
2. Respondent No.2 is expected to pass an order as
regards manner in which the period of suspension of the

Applicant be dealt with.

3. In view that minor punishment has been crdered,

now there should be no difficulty in taking decision,

4. Decision in this regard be taken and the same be

reported on the next date.

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

for the Respondents to communicate this order to the

Respondents.
6. For reporting compliance, $.0. to 10.06.2016.
‘ A
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,o-'(‘E‘F!TJos”ﬁf,'J!‘)Q"VTV‘”-"
‘ Chairman '
sha

[PTO.


Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-


1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

NAL

..... Applicant/s

. Respondent/s

[RTO

Tribupal’s orders

~ with liberty to file fresh.

Date : 7.04.2016 .

0.A.No.14 of 2016

Shri Suryabhan Manikrao Mundhe ....Applicant
Vs. .
The Qivisional Commissioner & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Officer Shri Makarand Pralhad Deshmkh, Deputy

Commissioner (E.G.S.), Konkan Diviston is present.

3. He has tendered affidavit stating that he may bé
granted leave to withdraw the affidavit which is at page’
No.40 affirmed by him dated 22.02.2016 and prays for

permissioh to file a fresh affidavit. ‘ N

4, Affidavit which +is tendered today is taken on

record.

5. Affidavit which is at page no.40 is stuck on record

L] - 4
6. He prays for three weeks time for filing fresh
affidavit. |
7. It is clarified that in the event in the matter of .

review of Application if the decision is in favour of the

Applicant, affidavit need not be filed.

8. In the event the decision is adverse to the Applicant

fresh atfidavit needs to be filed.

9. $.0.to5.05.2016. \ ‘
Sd/-
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