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0.A. No0.973 of 2015

Smt. S.S. Sawant ..Applicant
S N, . :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

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

for the Respdnd;:nts.

2. Thls case was on board on 24.8.2016 and on that date

 this Tr1bunal recorded certain order and sought response from
* the respondents and for whlch steno copy and hamdast was

- granted. Even longer date was given to see that matter can be

sorted out since the decis‘ioh had to be taken by the office of

respondent no.3.

=3 Ld. PO states that instrictions are still awaited from

the office of respondent no.3.

4.  The respondents are put to notice that if no
lnstructlons are given by day after tomorrow, the Tribunal
shall be constrained to direct personal attendance of

Commissioner of Police, Thane.

5. “iild, PO is dlrected to secure the name of.

Commissioner of Police, Thane and furnish it day aﬂer

-

tomorrow.
6. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed.
7. $.0.1016.11.2016. - - g
' ‘ sd-
" (AH. Joshifi) =
" Chairman

, 7.11.2016
(sgj) '
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, 'L.‘ribunal’s orders or
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Tribunal’s orders
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CCRAM :

Hor'ble Shri. RAJTV AGA}‘uNAL
(Vice - Chairman)
Mombel

APPEARANCE : G

Advorsie for fse Applicant '
W": ll\ S - G—CL!(/-’”J :
\

for the Ri.spcndems

. 8. a6 Q._SLthG'

|

N
mj

Date : 07.11.2016.
0.A.N0.926 of 2016

Dr. S.N. Kundetkar - +... Applicant.

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

1. Heard Shri A. Joshi, learned Counsel for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Resporidents.

2 Learned Advocate seeks leave of the
Tribunal to amend the title of Respondent No.1
which should be read as Additional Chief /
Principal Secretary (Revenue) .and Forest
Department. ‘Learned Advocate for the Applicant
also seeks leave to delete the Respondent No.2

from the list of Respondents.

O-A acigcch

L3 Request to amend" Reepmden-t—Ne—}—-and

delete Respondent No-2-hereby-alowed: 7o ?rmie.o

4. Learned Advocate under takes to make the

amendments forthwith.

5. O.A. can be kept for further hearing after
two weeks. S.0. to 22.11.2016.

Sd/-
(Rdjiv Agarwal)
Vice-Chairman
prk
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| (GCP) d 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) : [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
) IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
Original Application No. ot ofteg : | g PI'SI_T'E.E;CT il

V,. Applicant/s

(AAVOCALe ,...vvvveeersevenriranns ., ............... e e )

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer,.....,, o ek yis e Bt L AL
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Copram, )
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or  ° Tribunal’s orders
diractions and Registrar's opders . C.A48 0f2016 in 0.A.342 of 2011 with

“C.A 49 6f 2016 in O.A.343 of 2011

ShriJ.D. Mehta ~ (CA.48/16)

Shri AD. Mehta  (CA.49/16) ..Applicants
Vs. . ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

_ None for the Applicants. Heard Smt. K.S.
Galkwad learned  Presenting - Officer for the

Respondents.

o Ld. PO states that the order passed by this
‘Tribunal is carried before the Hon’ble High Court and in
view thereof the hearing of this CA be adjourned.

3 In view of the statement of the Ld. PO, hearing is

pate:  o\lnlzdt adjourned to 24.4.2017. . : \§

CORAM ; | : L

Hon’bic Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) s { (4
Hotile-Stri-MRanreshkumar (Member) A__ ' —_ ity
P e , | & (A.H. Joshi, {})

4 ' . » Chairman

: rhedal dhe. o4 1) |  7.11.2016

Adivsiniz for the Applicant | - |- (sgj) '

Shkei /amit, : k$ &ILQA’G-‘*

C.L.O/RO. for the Respondent/s

Ad. To 11\‘ L“l AV

¥

[2T.O.
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1043 OF 2016

DISTRICT : pun E

M.J. Dashwant ; --.. Applicant,
Versus
The State of Maharashtra -...Respondent

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chjef Presenting Officer for the
Respondent, |

CORAM : SHR] RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN

DATE :07.1 1.2016.

| Heard Shri aA.v. Bandiwadekar, learned Counse] for the Applicant
and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chjef Presenting Officer for the

the Commissioner of Police, Pune to hold an enquiry and fix
M responsibility, Cost of Rs.S,OOOﬂ/_imposed on Commissioner of Police




S

4, [ am not inclined to grant any interim relief at this stage.
Considering the fact that a véry nominal amount is sought to recovered
from the monthly Salary of the Applicant and it will take almost 5 year to

recover the entire amount, interim relief does not appear justified.

5. In the meantime with the co-operation of the Respondent this
Tribunal will endeavor to dispose of this O.A. in the shortest possible
time. Respondent is directed to file affidavit-in-reply on the next date.

qufficient time of four weeks is granted for this purposé.

6. Issue notice return'able on 05.12.2016.

7. Tribunal may take the case for ﬁnai disposal at this stage and

separate notice for final disposal shall not‘ be issued.

8. 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 O.A. Respondent is put to notice that
the case would be taken up for final dispoéal at the stage of admission

hearing.

9. 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.

10. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed post, courier and
acknowledgement be obtained and produced along with affidavit of

compliance 1n the Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file

Affidavit of compliance and notice.

11, S.0.%0 05.12.2016.

Sd/-
Y(Rafjiv Agaywai)

Vice-Chairman

prk
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directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

P T, for !bc Réspundents a

DATE: f‘?'l\[lg

CORAM :

Hon bie Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
{Vice - Chairman)

b
AP‘Pl"n}lu’\rE

Shri/Sustr, {t\ e @MMM+

Advucst: for Les Applicant
" ShriSeer ael C}’

B

s.o. to LS'I{///é

~to  file

LN

~ prk

Date : 07.11.2016.
0.A.No.971>of 2016

V.V. Waghmare ... Applicant.

Versus

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

14 Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the Applicant and Shri A.J.
Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents. -

2 In this O.A. the Respondents were asked

affidavit-in-reply on the issue of
competence of the Deputy Commissioner of
Police, to place a Member of Constabulary under

Suspension.

3. Learned Advocate Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar
has pomted out to several Judgments of this
Trlbunal where it has been clearly held that the
D.C.P. has no authority to place a Member of

. Constabulary under suspension.

4.  Last opportunity is granted. to the
Respondents to file affidavit-in-reply. If affidavit
is not filed on the next date it will be presumed
that the Respondents did not wish to file any
affidavit-in-reply and matter will be finally heard

on 16.11.2016.
5. S.0.to16.11.2016.
Sd/-

(Rafiv Agabival)
Vice-Chairman
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, ’?ribunal'ﬁ orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: \n\\g

CORAM :
For "ble Shri. RANV AGAT‘-NAL
(‘Vm: Chalrmm)

APPTAJ nT\fJ_

* Shriffintetn BM‘\. o == A

Advesie for dee Appiicant :
e A B c»a,s[mvaa’

M ¢ar the Respondents
s.a.t0 :’aa«llj llé'

oA

TEUT A

Date : 07.11.2016.
0.A.N0.926 of 2016

Dr. S.N. Kundetkar - .... Applicant.

Versus
- The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..;.Respondentﬁ.

S48 Heard Shri A. Joshi, learned Counsel for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaik_wad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Resporidents.

2 Learned Advocate seeks leave of the
Tribunal to amend the title of Respondent No.l1
which should be read as Additional Chief /
Principal Secretary (Revenue) _and Forest
Department. ‘Learned Advocate for the Applicant
also seeks leave to delete the Respondent No.2

from the list of Respondents.

} ' oA ‘den'n«.g{/
3. Request to amend Reepondeﬁ-t——No—l—an

4, Learned Advocate under takes to make the

amendments forthwith.

i

5. O.A. can be kept for further hearing after
two weeks. S.0. to 22.11.2016.

Sd/-
"(RAjiv Agarwal)

Vice-Chairman
prk
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MUMBALI

Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
' R Y N . e CEEREOy o Applicant/s .
(XA OCHEE rwissisesiisisrnsssstonsssnnrstpassnansas e e )
versus
The State-of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer......ccociieiiiomiinineiieer et i )

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

Date : 07.11.201'g.nal's orders

a'biz Shri. RAJIV AGATSVAL
(Vice - €hairman)

5 T * 8
i S e '
A-ix'fw:sz‘.é fur ¥z Applicant '

LETTEG. fovthe Raspondents'

5//2—' f\!G- &

0.A.No0.936 of 2016

S.A. Dhavale .... Applicant.
Versus

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

I: None for the Applicant. Heard Smt.
Archana B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2 Learned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for the

Respondents seeks four weeks time to file reply.
3. -S.0.to0 05.12.2016.

-

 [Raiv AEM)V\

) Vice-Chairman
prk :

[2TO.




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

‘Date : 07.11.2016.
0.A.No.634 of 2016

R.M. Lukade Applicant

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

1. Heard Shri V.P. Pbtbhare learned Counsel
for the Applicant and ‘Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,
lcarned -Chief Presentmg Officer for . the

Respondents.

2 Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit
placed on record the letter from the Respondents
to the Applicant dated 28.10.2016, informing
" him that his period from 27.07.2012 to
27.10.2013 has been regularized as period of
compulsory waiting and Salary for that period

has been deposited in his Bank Account.

bATE: "7\\\\\6 ' ‘ e

CORAY - 3. Learned Advocate Shri V.P. Potbhare
Bon’ble Shyi, 12TV AGA}*‘.,,VAL wants time to seek instructions from the

: Vigs-C i Applicant.
ABPEARANGE | —
S P, puAv\;l,mJ,_L ‘4. 8.0.t0o 10442016
we B f\ﬁy Hoant £ G ‘ 3 =
slm B VWA Ew‘-p\u& Sd/- /Q
T ”,G‘. fei the Respondents fk aﬂiv A éérwal)
. ’ - . vi = 3
i s foliesle. | pe-Chagsivg

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : 7’“),5
COAM: .

on ble Shri. RATIV AGATVAL
(Vica - Chairman)

Yt Clag

ATTEARANCE

Advovase for tes Ap;piicam l‘:‘ _

S TT.0,,for the Respond

@3/205 @6 ?fsuc" [+a8:

' affidavit-in-reply.

Date : 07.11.2016..

0.A.No.902 of 2016

V.D. Sawant _ +... Applicant.
Versus ‘
~ The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

L, Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Counsel
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned
Presenting Officer holding for Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2 Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad files
Learned Advocate Shri M.D.
Lonkar does not wish to file ahy rejoinder. Both
3. 0.A. is admitted. To comé up for Final
Hearing. ep Lty{j 4—'\1;’- :

4. 8.0. to 15.12.2016.

Sd/-

(R4jiv Aggrwal)
) Vice-Chairman -
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) i ISpl.- MAT-F-2- E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMTNISTRATTVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBATI
‘Original Aﬁplication No. ' of 20° ; DisTRICT
[P SO BRI e R e e T Applicant/s
(Advoechte ...l ..... ke A I )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffICer. .. ..o aesifiaivinmssapsass s cavnsdegvs e e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ¢
Appearvance, Tribunual’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders ]

Date : 07.11.2016.
" 0.A.No.758 of 2016

'R.S. Indalkar " .... Applicant.
Versus

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

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the Applicant and Smt.  Archana
B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2 Learned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. files sur-

: v ’ I “ & rejoinder. The same is taken on record. O.A. is
DATE:
CORAM ; : : admitted. To come up for Final Hearing after
len’ble ‘Tht RAIV AGAVAL : two weeks. :

{Vice = \,h'm'nan)

. el G . TR » ) AX AT I O L. )
Honbla et BB AT HCrtenber)

APTEARANCE 3. S.0.to 22.1172.016.'

"T;T;:-:i%a b Brspclipaddn

Ademeaie lmqkfﬁ?‘ Hicant a l L Sd/-
Wi ....... W aliTas . | (Rdjiv Ag a ]
_,%P'G”'T 0. for du I\Ma rJr&eﬂts Q’( (o o) ‘ Vice—Ch:i:wman
¥ prk 2 .

\Q__Q—.

TP;; d,g = Ay ‘“‘Eﬁwm

”éj,,.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50.000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAT
Original Application No.: ' of 20 : DistrICT
..... Applicant/s .
(AAVOCREe Rl | .. . sy ire adentasy s s B )
versus
The Statelof' Maharashtra and ot.hérs ¥
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........cooiii i ionnssinnnieseinieans Pt S )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribanal’s orders or . Bejbunal’s orders
directions: and Registrar’s orders Date : 07'11\'2&1 *
0.A.N0.936 of 2016
S.A. Dhavale .... Applicant.
Versus _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

b None for the Applicant. Heard Smt.
Archana B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2 Learned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for the -

e '7 ] T ’ | 6 Respondents seeks four weeks time to file reply.
ATE :

COR,

3. - -8.0.t005.12:2016.

H' 1’ble S‘rm RANV AGATSVAL
(Vice - Chairman)

; ; _ : Sd/-
Qees, %ﬂ?dla@;} ' ' (Rajiv Agatwal)

Vice-Chairman

Advacate for s Applicant

ik
Sl M%h.@w&. R4 ¥
M {7, for the Respondents:

o to Lb’//a‘ {!6

by |

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

Trii)unal’ s orders

DATE ; v.\ll‘\é

COFAM - ,
Hon ble Shri. RAJIV AGATWAL
(Vice - Chairman)

D DR
oz

Ehn/s

[EREH

Advipate for the Applicant

— €p&+E0. tor the Rospondents

BV o ol 40_5’{1/16-

Date : 07.11.2016.
- M.A.No0.414/2016 in 0.A.No.1013/2016

D.Y. Warang & Ors. .... Applicants.

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Counsel
for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2 [ssue notice returnable on 05.12.2016.

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

final disposal shall not be issued.

4.  Applicants are authorized and directed to
serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date
of hearing dﬁly authenticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respdndents
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

1988, and the

limitation and alternate

Tribunal (Procedure) Rules,
questions such as

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

..ﬁ‘h

‘compliance in the Registry within one lvireek.

Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.
T S.0. to 05.12.2016.

Sd/-

{Rajiv Agddwal)
Vice-Chairman
prk
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[{e o P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMTNTQ’[‘RATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAT
Original Application No. of 20 DIsSTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(A TVOCETIO TR . .. . ooy haassAsess nnsyataees soosuasbat ilbes )
versus
-The State of Mé\ha,ra'shtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer...........ccaumiieieniiimini! IO S (o o oot AR i3

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE :
CORAM :

q|||r\l6'

Fon'ble Shri. RANV AGAEWAL,
(Vice - Chatrman)

[Tmatbie
ATTRAL LANCH :

hrif St MR \"’C’b"lécu“'

Advoeste fat G Applicant

Shri gt e . NG G—c‘l\m_ﬁ,\
— CPOPOG, for the Respondents

A\ persma):

i

Date : 07.11.2016.
M.A.No.413/2016 in O.A.No.1013/2016

D.Y. Warang & Ors. .. Applicants.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors Respondents.

1.  Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Counsel
for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 This is an application for leave to sue

jointly.

3.  Both the Applicants are seeking similar

reliefs against the saﬁe Respondents. M.A. to

sue-joinﬂy is therefore allowed, subject to

payment requisite court fees, if not already paid.

Sd/-
(Rajiv Agarwal)

Vice-Chairman
prk

[RTO.
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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. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AGTOCHEE I . . i i st s s R VAR R )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......... AT TR L )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, -
Appearance, Tribunil’s ovdets or ; " Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ) 3
Date : 07.11.2016.
. 0.A.No.582 of 2016
G.R. Gujrathi .... Applicant.

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, learned Counsel
;for the Applicant, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents Nol.l & 2
and Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel

for Respondent No.3.

DATE : ql“hé : 2 Replies have been filed by .the
: Respondents. Learned Advocate Shri R.M. Kolge

Shri, RAJWnG!‘T *NAL
(Vice - hanman)

does not wish to file any rejoinder.

APTEARANCE : 3. O.A. is admitted. To come up for ‘Final

&h JM-mP\mM V‘Q\%‘Qﬁ' " Hearing.
‘w;uchb

Adveoate for tee Arplicant

ST S e et R e e Y
e PO, for the Respondents MO (2. :
BN Beon Aico e (oo ¢ _
AT R - _
oM\ oS q&m%ﬁfj i i . {Rajiv Agarwal)
<. ot 20 ‘H “6 4 2T Vice-Chairman

prk

[PTO.
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"

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

Tribunal’s orders

e e .u....m:...M.ﬁ.ﬁ.:.éSﬁ?.w
_C#2 70, ot the Respondents

ol e El26

Adi Ao,
e}

|

Date : 07.11.2016

0.A.No.1009 of 2016

Dr. A.S. Khomane .... Applicant.
Versus

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

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Counsel
for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. lssus notice returnable on 05 12.2016.

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

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

up for final disposél at the stage of admission

hearing.
5.  This intimation/notice is ordered under
Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative

Tribunal (Proccduré) 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.to 05.12.2016.
Sd/- |
“(R@jiv Agarwal) .

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

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMTNISTRATFVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
...... Applicant/s
N T e vt o ORI ANt ML, SN o et B )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others .

..... Respondent/s

(Prementing CHEICeT: .. .. o v i tiinstssansmaseinapassfonbasierensgassaseeskins )

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 07.11.2016.

DATE; ’7| [\l

Hon'k 2° Shri. RANV AGAFVAL
(Vige - Cha :m'n)

APPEARANCE

et bt

Advoeate For e Applicant

12 .S Mlm& :

ul i R plss

P.%fm ,:Sc‘i._ ident = o ( 2]
" w, TE— S c)
vavl

s to 9-9-“\‘\6

%

P.A. Kudanar

0.A.No0.693 of 2016

.. Applicant.
Versus

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

1 Heard Shri P.S. Pathak, learnéd Counsel
ey Gai'kWad,

learnéd Presenting Officer holding for Smt.

for the Applicant and Smt

Archana B.K. learned Presentmg Officer for the

Respondents

é . Learned Advocate Shri P.S. Pathak files
affidavit-in-rejoinder. ~The same is taken on
record. O.A. is admitted. Respondents may file
sur-rejoinder, if need be. To come up for Final

Hearing after two weeks.

3 8.0, t022,11.2016,

Sd/- ?
{Rel}iv Agdywal)

Vice-Chairman
prk | %
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Office Notes, Office Memorsanda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : v’(i,lé o

Fon'hie Shri. RAJIV AGARWAY,
{Vice - Chairman}

enerae e MR L—@b\JLd—A—

Advona for 4 “A‘”&Q)hc...ﬂt
—Shilt., Ma MG c,o\mmd
PO f- i the Respondents

l Applicant is

Date : 07.11.2016
M.A.No.415/2016 in 0.A.No0.1012/2016

S.S. Mirgal .. Applicant.
Versus'

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

1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Counsel

| for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Issue notice returnable on 05.12.2016.

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

final disposal shall not be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to

~ serve on Respondents 1nt1mat1on/ notice of date

of hearing duly authenticated by Reg1stry, 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.

53 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.
directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice. -

7. S.0. to 05.12.2016.

Sd/-

Y (Rajiv Agarwal)
Vice-Chairman
prk
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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. ‘ of 20 b DisTRICT
B ke O R Applicant/s
(Advocate .............. e ... et )
versus
The State of Maharashtfa and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting T I L MR | S ivs)

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ;
Appearance, Tri junal’s ovders or i ' Tribunal’s ovders
directions and legistrar’s orders

C.A.76/2016 in 0.A.242/2015

Shri V.D. Kuikarni & Ors. ... Applicants
BRI ¢ i :
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri B.S. Shinde, the learned Advocate‘ for
the - Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
- |Presenting Officer for the Respondents, -

The Applicants are directed to serve the Contempt
Notice personally on the persons holding the posts of the
Respondents herein and the matter be placed before us on
13th December, 2016.

The Applicants are hereby directed to amend their

[ / Contempt Application sultably,\ incorporate the names of
pate: 7!
the Officers who are holdmg the posts of the Respondents
'_ AR herein.
wa'tle Shri, P..AJ:V AGARWAL : i
(Vice -~ Chairman) S.0. to 13% December, 2016. .

Hen B Db R B MALIK (Member) 77—

AT HANIE e / i

it oS ik, Q SEETE e

A VGHRE !_,"' {2 A 213 O ‘iﬂ! : % (‘ﬁ Malik) g

s S Ssazmo) Member (J) e Chalrman
' ) (skw) : :

"13(19—

Adi To

(PTO.




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

Date : 07.11.2016.
0.A.No.587 of 2016 to 0.A.No.591 of 2016

V.D. Kolekar (0.A.No.587/2016)
T.V. Dhokate (0.A.No.588/2016)
B.S. Malame (O.A.No.589/2016)
. S.T. Kare (0.A.No0.590/2016) .
S.P. Jadhav (0.A.No.591/2016) .... Applicants.

Versus

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

e Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the Applicants and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

' xend el
: @ 2 Affidavit-in- have been filed by the
Applicants in all the O.As except in
0.A.N0.590/2016, which will be filed shortly.

Lo -

3. O.A. is admitted. Respondents may file

sur-rejoinder, if need be. To come up for Final

DATE: '7' (1l ll & Hearing after two weeks.

M : i

bls Shri. RATIV AGARSVAL 4. - 85.0.t022.11.2016.
(\.’ ice -C‘mrmm)

Shri/Searrtt. (3 h rRajﬁVﬁ ga&’al}‘ R

Advoose &1 e AT md LJ' - Vice-Chairman
r .
Slhiw N s P* rea o P |

Cvowm, Ls m Applieit -
%é’;@pmasqol* i




versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer

Respondent/s

Z Oftu.e Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s ovders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

gu‘r » '-7\ \ll\é

AV AGAF-.‘
('\; e

.Y
T

WAL,
- Ciiairman)

qu H’ (Nn ? R
T {IvreaET oy

' _'_.,,J'es Ao B clicanenclléd

Adurasis fo Agpileant R 1
Shi .. N..M. Roes, PUJLQ(L’-l-
Qd weu oA 720 It

o.p Ji%tti 510ndt:n
(h[a—bc. P dabif Ceoud Miv.hsd

s

Dl

e *s:.
Scon - P o inclen MEEJA
An ot Malie:

® Ao coma cd U'U'H{"J
B o e lé—j“}'

Gl

Date : 07.11.2016
"~ 0.A.No.717 of 2016 to 0O.A.No.721 of 2016

S.D. Shelar (O.A.No.717/2016)

S.V. Thakurdesai (0.A.No.718/ 2016)
E.J. Barshinge (0.A.No.719/2016)
S.H. Parche (O.A.No.720/2016)

P.S. Pereira (0.A.No.721/2016) .... Applicants.

Versus Y
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned

Counsel for the Applicants and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.

2

are admitted,

Affidavit-in-rejoinder has been filed. O.A.s
Respondents may file sur-
if need be.

rejoinder, To come up for Final

Hearing on' next week.

P

3. .S.0.to15.11.2016.
o/~
(Rafiv Agakwal)
Vice-Chairman
prk

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATI'VE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
- Original Application No. of 20 :  DistricT
R O e N ol B e e 7 i e | Ty s i T Applicant/s
(Advocate ............... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... .Respondent/s 7
(Presenting thcer ................. )
Ot’t‘lfce Notes, Office Memoru.ndu ot Coram, : e g
 Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . . e ! Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '
0.A.165/2016
Shri R.S. Patil i ... Applicant -
Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondenfs

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant .and Ms, N.G. Gohad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This OA can bc disposed of here and now for which
‘both sides have no objecuon i

: The Applicant is a retired Awal Karkun in the
Office of the Collector, Mumbai. happened that on
the basis of what was percewed?v;gs overpayment on
account of the supposedly incorrect ‘date from which the
Time Bound Prmotion became admissible to the Applicant.

* The said allegedly over paid amount was by the impugned
order sought to be recovered

It is indisputable that the issue of the Time Bound
Promotion finally rests with the Judgment of the Division
Bench of the Hon'ble the Chief Justice of Bombay High
Court in Writ Petition No0.9051/2013 (The State of
Maharashtra Vs. Smt. Meena A. Kuwalekar and other

~ Writ Petitinos decided on 28th April, 2016 (Meena
Kuwalekar’s case). Based on Meena Kuwalekar’s case, -I
in the Single Bench decided by common Judgment a
‘number of OAs, the leading one being OA 732/2011 (Dr.
Shankar B. Kasabe Vs. Secretary, Public Health

Department and other OAs, dated 8.6.2016. The said

common Judgment concluded thus in Para 24.

1

“24, The Respondents in this fasciculus of OAs
i : . are directéed to reconsider the case of all the
’ . Applicants herein in the matter of grant of Time
Bound Promotion / Assured Career 'Progression
Scheme by counting the services of the Applicants
from the date of their initial appointments in
whichever capacity and take the steps consequent
thereupon = so as to extend the benefit of this
judgment based on Meena Kuwalekar’s case. The
authorities shall bear in.mind the principles laid
S down in Meena Kuwalekar’s case and also in this
T ’ OA. Compliance be made within eight weeks from
' " today. A-copy hereof be forwarded to the Chief

Secretary, Government of Maharashtra with a

request to comply with the directions in Paragraph’

22 of this Judgment. These Original Applications

[PTO.




Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s erders or it Tribunal’s ordeis
directions and Registrar’s orders '

stand allowed to this extent with no order as to
costs.” g ‘ : '

It is again an indiaputable factu%' legal position
~ that this Applicant will have to be treated at par with the
Applicants in Dr. Shankar Kasabe (supra) as well as
Meena Kuwalekar (supra). Therefore, her date of
~ entitlement to the Time Bound Promotion will have to be
" reckoned as the date of her first appointment and that
being the state of affairs, there will be no gues;ion of any -
over payument having been made. - The r payment,
however, has been considered to have been Tiade by the
Respondents and recovery from the monthly pension and
gratuity have been made. On instructions, Ms. Gohad,
the learned P.O. informs me that this recovery was made
till the month of March, 2016. I make it clear that I make
no prenouncement with regard to the quantum of pension
) or any of the heads of the post retiral benefits. It is
: necessary to make this cbservation because it appears to
‘ me that there is some dispute that the Applicant raised
about the quantum. That aspect of the matter will be
worked out and in case, the directions to refund the
amount recovered is sufficient to take care of the situation
so be it. : :

It is, therefore, directed.that the Applicant is not
liable to make any repayment to the Respondents and
whatever amount has been paid by the Applicant either
directly, if any, or recovered from her in any manner
whatsoever shall be refunded back to her within a period
of six weeks from today. The order herein impugned being
at Exh. ‘A’, therefore, stands quashed and set aside. The
Applicant shall be entitled to be paid full pension and
other post retiral benefits, as if the said impugned order
was not passed. The Original Application is allowed in
these terms with no order as to costs.

-3‘(b-'ﬁa'w<m'y 4% © % (RB Mailg OV |
o3 o - Member. (J)
vy : 07.11.20'16

AT Remaetasal

2 A et e , . ” &
Advoes ar dis Agplicant. :

B

/9 for the Respondent/s

dermg W) re ordes o940 cogl -

i

"




¢

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. : of 20 ) DisTRICT . .
: : = CE P s [ e SRR . T Applicant/s
(AN BORES: cirives: oiorormighansos imgsinsnns Eth it o By et o e aans )%
. : o I e VUL’I'Sl'tS
- The State of Maharashtra and others ; :
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.............oersereis ALY L e ) |
Otfice Notes, Oftice Mem&andn of Cdrkﬁn.
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ‘
0.A.91/2016
Shri P.A. Kamble L ane Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah, & ors. ... Respo_ndents

Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and  Shri. A.J. Chougule, the learned
Présenting Officer for the Respondents.

This OA can be disposed of at this stage itself for
which after some’ debate at the Bar, both sides do not
have any object{on

The Applicant, in this OA seeks directions§ to the
Respondents to regularize his services and give him the
benefit of permanency for all purposes and further to pass,
any other appropnate order.

A show cause notice of 17.10. 2013, a copy of
which is at Exh. ‘A’ (Page 12 of the Paper Book) becaused
this OA. It was therein alleged by the Respondents that
the Applicant allegedly played sharp practice and he was
asked to show cause as to why an appropriate action
under Rule 8 read with Rule 5 (1)(8) of the Maharashtra
Civil Services (Disciplini Appegal) Rules, 1979 be not :
initiated against the RM The Applicant brought -
this  OA thereagainst seem relief already indicated
heréinabove.

The 2nd Division Bench of this Tribunal of which I
was also a Member in deciding the fasciculus of OAs, the
leading one being OA 195/2014 (Shri Mohan S. Bhoir
Vs. The State of Mah. & Ors. and other OAs, dated

Fetitions, the leading one being Writ Petition
No.11408/2014 (Ramesh S. Mayne . Vs. e _ Vs. Chief
Conservator of Forest and  others and other Writ

Petitions, dated 13 March, 2015) are thé  two

prenouncements based on which this OA can be worked
out. In Para 9 of the order of the Hon’ble High Court, the
following observations are made.

“9, - We direct the respondent-State not to take
-any adverse action against the petitioner and other
similarly placed employees on the basis of show-
cause notice issued to them until further orders.”

[PTO.
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions apd Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE : | "7‘\1]()"5“0" |
CORAM - .. ‘ ,\<.<MU)

Hon'ir

APZLARANICE

st . 21h AN S

Advocase i s ﬁipplican& il | '
Shri /5smt- . P T
C.Pr/ 20, for ihe Respondent/s

\ ' S
fetr=o.: WL’S AR ﬁ\"’(\f‘é} Abt@rd,
of with Mo wder ssdo tagt

He

The present Applicant is admittedly, “similarly
placed employee” stung by the show cause notice to him,

The issue herein involved is subjudice before the
Hon’ble High Court in the above batch of Writ Petitions.
In my opinion, therefore, the' show cause notice the receipt
w3 hereof gave rise hereto cannot now survive in view of the
foregoing and it has become non-est. The present OA
can, therefore, be disposed of making it clear that subject
to the final directions of, the Hon’ble High Court in the
pending Writ Petition, xt-a?’é?g other rights survive in favour
of the Applicant to take Técourse to the appropriate legal
remedy, it will be open to him to do so. With this
- ‘abundant clarification, I am making it clear that the show
cause notice herein stands declared non-est and subject to
the observations just now made, this OA stands.disposed
_ of with no order as to costs. k\\q,

(RB. Malik)
Member (J)
07.11.2016

-

(skw)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA
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- © ISpl- MAT-F2 E,

ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL -

_ MUMBAI
Original Application No, : " of 20 Districr e
i ' i ‘Applicant/s
(Advécate .................. rasereniense e NSt e A i)
[ versus:
The State of Maharashtra and others
Respondent/s
.............................. )

(Presenting Officer.,............. Ao R

Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appee rance, Tribunal’s orders oy
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate:__7\uli

: CG!E.M.' ) V) 3 <
Hou'ble Jesitambhet &—E’—m&mgb)
Hoable-Sasl bheRes oslikuniar (Mombes) A
APPRAR, VCE: T
She/Same E.ﬁ~2. Kﬂ&fa‘.(_b 7 \ 4 "v

Y15, v
£ as s for thfk\wﬁcam ‘ L
Shr §mts..., TR %Q"\’”’(h”ﬂ_
C.F. 1/ P.O. for the Respondent/s

AT Tomn hamie .

Shri V.B. Aute

The State of Mah. & ors.

0.A.408/2016

... Applicant
Vs :
.« Respondents

Heard Shri A.D. Sonkawle holding for Shri D.B.
Khaire, the learned Advocate for the-Applicant and Shri
K.B. Bhise holding for Shrj N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned °
Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. .

‘ ~Afﬁd&m’t-in—rejoinder is taken on record. Admit.
Liberty to mention granted. .
Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at -

this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not

be issued. ’ :

Applicant ig ‘authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. : ; :

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

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

compliance and notice,

g Sur-rejoinder, if any, it be filed on the next date
o and not thereafter. e S
:, f_ s |
'8 Sd/- Bl
' “REMER 6 [ { (6
Member (J) ’
: 07.11.2016
|(skew) : '
. [BTO
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(G.C.P,) J 2260_ (A) (50,000—2-2015) : ' pideen, | - . : [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUN _
i MUMBAI G

Original Application No. i of: 20 » . Districr
. ' o - A Y Applicant/s
(Advgeate.................... PR 0 v s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respo_ndent/s

(Presenting Ofﬁcar ............. )

Office Not :s, Office Memoranda of Coram, ) 3 - :
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders ;

e

0.A.333/2016

Shri M.A.M.U. Qureshi .+ Applicant .
. Vs- § 2
The State of Mah. & ors, ... Respondents

) Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadékar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

It seems that the matter still hangs fire. The reply
has not been filed. I "have perused my order of
17.10.2016. The 'OA proceeds without Affidavit-in-reply. y il
make it clear that on the next date, when the matter
appears for hearing, if reply is tendred, it will be taken on
record, but no adjournment shall' be given for that
purpose. The OA is admitted and appointed for final

hearing on 1st December, 2016.
pate: 7|y L 1 Sd/- F
Sh (RB. Malik) 07-\)"1%

Member (J)
At e S - 07.11.2016
TR S At s iy e (skw) :
it 20 R4rd) Wed ot - |
Advoeade fir the Applicant §
She-fSny 4., **.".?K@Iﬂ\ﬂl..
C.EO/EO. f,,rlthe_Respondent/s

Adm )+
AG Tow.. 1216
tRTO.



Admin
Text Box

         Sd/-


(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

~IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

;

[Spl- MAT-F2 E.

DistricT

Original Application No. of 20 :
S SR o e I - S T Applicant/s
oo o R O N L L )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Offic or...........,.......omooiostososeo o .o ) |

Office N (es, Og'ﬂ'ce Memoranda of Corum,
- Ar searance, Tribunal’s orddrs m
d cections and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: .7 afoele

CORAM: 50 1.5, Mat< M
Hon'ble J Hr ook 7
* loatble-Shr-M-Rmestiommar thtemirery A

" A PEARANCE:

Advocaie for the:Ap licant S
shai s Th.€: Soned. iy

shey i weg( i e {0 B Kb

\
MJL,T“ M.Q_- l’)" 1 'i'?‘

~lphe B
v! ﬁ

' Shri PL Hotkar

" 0.A.342/2016
Lo Applicant
Vs.

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

Heard Shri B.A.  Bandiwadekar, _the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad holding for -
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer

for the Respoqden_ts.

_ Ms. Gohad, the learned PO seeks further time to
file Affidavit-in-reply, 1 have perused the order dated
1.9.2016 whereby the Hon’ble Chairman was pleased to
grant time of a little more than two months. The order
was self-operating and, therefore, this OA shall proceed
ex-tatse. " The OA is admitted and is. appointed for final
hearing on 15t December, 2016.

Sd/- pl—T
\h
(R.B. Malik) '
Member (J)
07.11.2016

(skw)

[PTO.



Admin
Text Box

          Sd/-


R cs—

. t

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

- IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI :
Original Application No. . of 20 : . DISTR_;CT i
. ! . ... Applidant/s
(Advocate ........ e T ETITTS B (A T ) |
versus

The State of Maha:rashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer...............ocioovooien . gl ) ,
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ‘ : ’
- Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or - - Tribunal’s orders
‘directions and Registrar's orders
0.A.416/2016
'Shri G.S. Pawar ... Applicant

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

Applicant and Advocate were absent on 26.9. 2016
and 17.10.2016 also. Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the 1earned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The comphance with the Hon’ble Chairman’s order
on 21.7.2016 has not been done. The Affidavit-in- reply
has been filed. The order dated 26.9. 2016 be perused.
The OA is formally admitted and is appointed for hearng,

DATE : 7‘ 11 \'3-9] b ok failing which for dismissal to 2nd December, 2016. .
GORAM 9"‘ XN 1( LM U) S.0. to 2ad December 2016.
Hon’ble . :
Hombb-&hﬂ*hzmeeh*&mr-(-h&mnbe:}.& v \\(_
APPEARANCE : : , Sd/- . »7_____._\ 1
: T R.B. Malik) - =
St ... DN ¢ L e, o.w | S
' S Member (J
Advocate fir the au»am . : A 4 ;r{ll ZI;) (1 6)
iL/Smt. : : ”CQHQI ; (skw) . ;
C.P.O/RO. for the Respondent/s . ‘
Pam 1t

Ady. To. 9—{!7’1'1 b
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAIIARASHTRAVADMINI-STRATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl.- . MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI

DistricT .

CORAMN : - | \ A
Hon'bic Jue mm'?’)) iy
Hoalhivs _‘-*r—vamﬂik&m&w. - - o [
stuifg., M0 LaWlas
. Advoesie & b Applicant ;
C.ECH .G e e Respondent/s
it

o

Original Application No. of 20

; ..«.. Applicant/s
(Advocate RPN (P TP SOI )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
2 Reépondent/s
(Presenting Officer...........cocc..civeenin e R o T e . )
Office No es, Office Mgmorimda of Corum,l
" Appearance, Tribunal’s orders dr ' Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders .
0.A.440/2016

Shri P.U. Rathod ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents, '

Shri Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
makes a statement that the Applicant does not want to file

Affidavit-in-rejoidner, Admit.

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. :

- This intimation / notice is-ordered under Rule 11

|-of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

Rules, 1988, The questions such as limitation and
alternate remedy are kept open.

The service may be done by hand deli‘}ery / 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.

'5.0. to'22d December, 2016. :

e Sd/-
~ —R.B. Malik) '
Member (J).
07.11.2016

r

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

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. v "lof_ 20 DisTrICT _
. . PRI T TR T R T Appli¢ant/s
A B SN R Sl 38 )
) : versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
‘ R D R R ¢ Respox;dent/s_
(Presenting Officer................... Bt baecdioiins s ........... ) .

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

Tribunal’s orders
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Shri H.R. Jadhav ... Applicant

Vs.

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

Heard A.T. Javeri, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant an ri M.D. Lonkar, Special.Cousel with
Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

‘ Smt., Javeri, the learned Advocate undertakes to
file Vakalatnama by the next date and Memo of
appearance during the course of the day. The copies of
the Affidavits-in-reply have been furnished to the learned ,

Advocate for the Applicant.

S.0. to 21st November, 2016.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT IVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI ;
Original Application No. ' + of 20 L . DistricT :
' : : v "Applitant/s
(Advocate ....... .............. )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Off cer....... o s e TG syt e 5 LR Fearytl)

Office Not s, Office Memoranda of Corum,
App:t arance, Tribunal’s orders g Tribunal's orders
direc ions and Registrar’s. orders L

M.A.435/2016 in 0.A.267/2013

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Applicants

~ (Ori. Applicants)

Vs. o L ;

Shri R.R. Avtade ... Respondent
- (Ori. Applicant)

. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Présenting
Officer for the Applicants (Ori. Respondents) and Applicant
in person.

Shri Bhise, the learned PO serves a copy of the MA
to the Applicant to accept it and waive service. '

S.0. to 15t November, 2016 for reply.”
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, . ) - ;
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders ;

‘directions and Registrar’s orders

M.A.436/2016 in 0.A.1018/2015

Shri Commissioner, State Excise
& Ors. - "~ ... Applicants
' ‘ : ~ (Ori. Respondents)
. Vs. ,
~ Shri Sudhir V. Bhagwat ... Respondent

. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned: Presenting
Officer for the Applicants (Ori. Respondents) and Shri A V.
Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Respondent
(Ori. Applicant) :

This Misec. Application is presented by the State
seeking extension of time to comply ‘with our order in the
disposed of OA dated 27.07.2016 whereby we directed by
allowing the OA and’ quashing and setting aside the
impugned order that the case of the Applicant for
promotion te the post of Sub-Inspector, State Excise
should be considered and if otherwise, found fit to appoint |
him on that promotional post within a period of three
months from 27.7.2016. -

It is pertinent to note that in so far as the original
Applicant was concerned, he faced difficulties relating to
“his height in such a manner as to attract the provisions of
the Disabilities (Equal Opportunities, Protection of Rights
‘ and Full Participation) Act, 1995, Further details are not
necessary to be mentioned.

! ’\ ,C : That being the state of affairs, the case of the
PATE: "7 1 ; ) - Applicant stands on a peculiar and distinct pedestal, and
CORAAM « - therefore, 'the case of the State that now they have made
Rie <ot the necessary amendment in the Recruitment Rules in the

Fou'bic Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairmen)
Hon'blc Sbri R. B, MALLR {Member) o

matter related to the height is' completely foreign to the
scope of the OA. In fact, we have no hesitation  in
observing that the whole thing is so simple as to make it

APTEARANCE H . b ' | completely unnecessary to consider the issue of promotion
MT”**MH B Bhas <, including therein the cases of others also. In fact, at one
Shei/St - stage, we were so disposed as to take suo-moto cognizance
_Ah&‘g“ oo Agniionss and initiate contempt action, which is inherent in our view

1
: L in this matter.’ However, as of today. we refrain from
o A - Qﬁ.cmc&&m' L in t natter. o ; ay,
Shrd WBQQM taking any serious measure and making it clear that our

’Wﬁ"’ tue Respondonts . i order will have to be complied with and there is no
2 question of extension, the Misc. Application is accordingly

; . : N A L-bl GMS [u,:SS dismissed with no order as to costs.
/ S/ b

(RBMalik] ~ (Bajiy Ag
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
07.11.2016 07.11.2016
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer.................... Sk s ot e B

Respondent/s

............................. )

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

Tribunal’s orders

C.A.86/2016 in 0.A.1114/2015 with
C.A.89/2016 in 0.A./2016 and
C.A.90/2016 in O.A./2016

Shri K.N. Lonkar & Ors. ... Applicants
Vs. ,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents-

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate or
the Applicant in C.A.86/16, Shri A.A. Gharte, the learnea
Advocate for Applicants in C.As 89 & 90/2015 and Shri
K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for MPSC and
the other Respondents in all the matters. x

We have perused the record and proceedings ana
heard the submissions at the Bar. In so far as the
Applicants in the CAs 89 & 90/2016 are concerned, they
have complied with the procedural requirement of causing
service: of the intended contempt action to the
Respondents. . The Applicant in CA 86/2016 has
apparently not done so. However, in our opinion, the facts
are so bizarre as not to get detained by the procedural
aspects of the matters. The orders of which the contempt
is alleged came to be made on7.9.2016 in the OAs by this
very Bench and that will have to be read along with the
order on Review Applications made in these very OAs in
which we made an order on 16.9.2016. They are seli-
speaking and nothing more needs to be said or done abourt
it. It is very clear that there is absolutely no room for any
doubt or dispute about the mandate enshrined in the
above referred orders. The grievance apparently is tnat
not only have the orders not been complied with, but
contrary thereto, the appointment orders have been issued
to the candidates who figured in the waiting list.

We are very clearly of the opinion that the oraers

.are not just ‘capable of being ‘executed but the

Respondents were in duty bound to do so. We do not
think, attempts to make light the process of law and the
institution represented by this Tribunal could be
countenanced, and therefore, in fact a case to take suo-
motu action in contempt is constituted.” Therefore, as
already mentioned at the outset that is a matter where we

~should not get detaind by procedure., -

It is made clear that by the very nature of things,
even if, the appointments have been made as alleged by
the Applicants and even if they are made still further, all
that will be subject to the final outcome of these CAs and
this fact must be made clear to those appointees, if any. It

[RTO.
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda

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

of Coram,

Tril_)unal’ s orders

DATE : 7!“\ lé

CORAM : E

Hon bic Shri, RAIV AGAKWVAL
(Wice - Chairman)

Hon'ble Shii X &, MALIK {iember) J
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___CBe+, for the Respondoats
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should also be made clear that in the event this Tribunal

| were to hold in favour of the present Applicants, thehn

those appointees may have to vacate the Office without
any hastle or ado.

Issue notice to the Respondents 1'& 2 asking them
to show cause as to why. an appropriate action in
contempt be not initiated against them, made returnable
on 21st November, 2016. Hamdast.

5 — L AR —

3 -vi. iy
T Ve
(R.B. Malik) (Rdjiv Alrwal)
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07.11.2016 - 07.11.2016
(skw)




(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015).

[Spl.-* MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA A.DMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

’ MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo. ~~ "' of 20 __ Districr S —
..... Applicant/s
CAQVACAL 1.yvvvereeererersseissessonseessiossssesssssees oo )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

& Tl e Respondent/s

(R roROntIng OHBLBY. .. i1.vuivscisrsisioiipminrsonesorerisiorotrrsinesistonse. sesross ) ‘

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

Tribunal’s orders

OA.189/2014 with OA.190/2014

St :.,.mw y_. 3&5&\1 {hehs<y
Advsoots o d:m Ay )pucnnt H

L K.s. 4‘\134\\)@.4

J, for the Respondent/s .

A{;i_)_ To. ’)—7’\1"\7""\ b,

\

Shri M.V. Kulkarni -

Shri A.R. Jadhav ..Applicants
Vs. : ' i
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the

E Applicants has filed leave note. Heard Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, - learned Pfesenting Officer . for the

Respondents:.

2. In view of the leave note, adjourned to

22.11.2016. « ' \ '
- 7//,.
“AH. T8I T
Chairm
7.11.201
(sgj)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2615) ©[Spl. MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

. MUMBAI
Original Application No. i of 20 o . "7 Disteier
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ....,ccoereenns ........... .............. ey,
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
2 e Responaent/s '
(Presenting Officer.......c.covierrenrre T R, - e it s )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram," ) :
' Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ' Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders . C.A.46 02016 in 0.A.352 of 2014
- Shri R.J. Tundiwale ..Applicant
: Vs. ;
The State of Maharashtra & Ors _ Respondents

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

2. Ld:PO states that the order passed by this
Tribunal is carried before the Hon’ble High Court and
writ pétitioh filed by the State is expected. to come up for
heéring on 31.1.2017 as per_CMIS date given by the

| Registry of the Hon’ble High Court. |

3. In view of the statement of the Ld. PO, hea_ring is

e : adjourned to 24.4.2017. {

DATE:___ 21|20l ooy

CORAM : ; o5 : | c / (’f

Hon’ble Justicz Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) S L 5\

Hoa'ble Sk M-Rameshkumar (Member) A : (A.H. JosB® Y

APPEARANCE : ‘ g Chairman
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Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
divections and Registrar’s orders

Tri_lml}_al’ 5 urdgfs

pate:__ 2\l b
CORAM ;
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
PR i‘_*.NCEZ
& g

B Wk
Adwocuc for the Applicant.
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A
C.26:/ 20, for the Respondent/s
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C.A.37 0f 2013 in O.A.632 of 2011

Dr Anjali S. Warke ..Applicant
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri S.K. Warke, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, leamed Presenting

- Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO

Administrative Officer from the office of Commissioner,

states that Shri Sanjay Jadhav,
ESIS, Mumbai, who is present in the Court, is not able to

give instructions because he has not read the papers.

3. The said officer i called to show cause why he
should not be saddled with cost for coming to the
Tribunal without studying the papers and taking timé of
this Tribunal. : e

4. He was called to state whether he wants time to
engage a lawyer.
5. He prays for time till tomorrow.

6.  S.0.t8.11.2016.

7. - Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO is

* directed to communicate this order to ther{espondents.

(A.Hﬁcilzl) i
Chairman N

7.11.2016
(sgj) '



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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI.
Original Application No,” "' of 20 : © Dismmcr
e : . L By g Applicant/s
(Advocate ,.........ccrnnns g ........... e o) : ‘ . '
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
o) Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................ T NRSTE T { ...... )
bft’ice Notes, Office Memorandﬁ of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ' Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders C.A.88 of 2015 in O.A.150 of 2015
Dr. F.HR.H. Gaidry ' . ..Applicant
b ais,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -~ - ..Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, learned Presenting  Officer for the

Respondents.
"% At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 8.11.2016.

| 37///

— b
(A.H. Joshi! .ll)"'
Chairman
: 7.11.2016
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(G.C.R.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
Original Applicatioi No. * """ of 20 ' ' Disteier
: ' .. Applicant/s
AV OCHED o1iwismvissirinissrssis e S Tl ey
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............ Ll T - SO i O e Ee NNl )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

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

Tribunal’s orders

C.A.84 0f 2015 in O.A.781 of 2013

pate:_- Y\l &
CORAM :
Hon'ble lustice Shii A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

!m"““—'—r"H—Rmcskkn'mr(-lvme,—}A_
ke o

Advissiz e the Applicant
}h‘l"---hl K g'g_ﬁlwc—é

C.E.G/ PO. for the Respondent/s

Ady. To 9\\\\]6 .

: "““:mL Jer. e oq()-

Shri P.M. Waghmare & Ors. : .._Applicants
. Vs
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

None for the Applicants. Heard Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad,

Respondents.

learned  Presenting  Officer for the

73 " At the réquest of Ld. PO adjourned to 8.11.2016.

7.11.2016
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUIVIBAI

Original ApplicationNo.™ * ™ """ of 20 ° . =i y " Districr

: PE R R o T e T A SR T (e Applicant/s
(Advocate_...,.' ............. AR T e TR )

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting 0):: 110 SRR —— o T 1A )

Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
d:rectxons and Remstrar’a orders

Tribunal’s orders

C.A38 of2016 in OA. 1136'of2012

-~

DATE : 71\\\ 9—5[ 2

CORAY
S ¢ fustice Shiri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

Advsiid s Applicant

She-sme. 1. Kﬁ 6‘41‘(\]“——4

C.PO/Pis a:‘u- Respondent/s ok

\o\h1 26\7.

1,
Ady. To

Smt. R.S. Thakurdesai & Ors. - ..Applicants
L4 AE : -
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

' Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned

“Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states that the order passed by this

~Tribunal is carried before the Hon’ble High Court and

writ petiti;)n filed by the Stéte is expected to come up for
hearing on 18.11.2016 as per CMIS date given by the
Registry of the Hon’ble High Court.

3. In view of the statement of the Ld. PO, hearing is
adjourned to 10.4.2017. Q

cz//—, .
(A. H Joshi, .‘7

Chairman
7.11.2016 -
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(GC P) d 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASI—ITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. ™~ """ of 20 | " Dsmcr .
2 = : - ; vy Applicant/s
(Ac_ivocate , ....................... e e e Y
versz;s
The State of Maharashtra and others -
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........covserererrnannss o T R R T on sl v Py ol ' '
- Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,’ .
. Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders C A.63-0f2015in O.A.511 0f2()12
Shri K.P. Magar & Ors. ..Applicants
e '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ' ..Respondents

Heard Shri R.M. Ko,lge., learned Advocate for the
'Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states as follows:

(a)  Instructions are received informing that the
~order is complied with.

(b)  -Chart showing amounts paid to the various
‘ ~ applicants is received.

(c) 'Its copy is furnished to Shri R.M. Kolge,
Ld. Advocate for the Applicants.

3 Shri Kolge, Ld. Advocate prays for one weeks’

oAt 2lylaelb
CORAM: ' |

Hou'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) by i
Kb oAb 4, Time granted.

time.

0 A{ L8 .RANCE . ; .
' Shri/Sut _R " -’,Cd]d\‘,{__ o S.0. 10 21.11.2016.
Advocaie for tbeApphcam 1 ‘ : < l/ / 'y
Shri/Smt. .. 805 &IK ‘ : : (AI—I Joshi, J
C.P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s i Chairman

7.11.2016

Ad. To.... 21} 20l ) (sg)
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