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Tribunal's orders 

O.A. No.973 of 2015  

Smt. S.S. Sawant 	 ..Applicant 

Vs. 
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 Respondents. 

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

this Tribunal recorded certain order and sought response from 

the respondents and for which steno copy and hamdast was 

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

sorted out since the decision had to be taken by the office of 

respondent no.3. 

3. Ld. PO states that instructions are still awaited from 

the office of respondent no.3. 

4. The respondents are put to notice that if no 

instructions are given, by day after tomorrow, the Tribunal 

shall be constrained t9 direct personal attendance of 

Commissioner of Police, Thane. 

5. Ld. PO is directed to secure the name of 

Commissioner of Police, Thane and furnish it day after 

tomorrow. 

6. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. 

7. S.O. to 16.11.2016. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

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

 

Tribunal's orders 

 

    

Date : 07.11.2016. 

O.A.No.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 Respondents. 

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. 

A • ite ea/ 4:4, 
Request to amend Renpandcnt 	No.1 and " / 

:62 refrx_f e), 

4. Learned Advocate under takes to make the 

amendments forthwith. 

5. O.A. can be kept for further hearing after 

two weeks. S.O. to 22.11.2016. 

(Ri •iv Aga al 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 

Admin
Text Box
              Sd/-



(A.H. Joshi, ) 
Chairman 
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(O.C,P,) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-20I6) 
141- MAT•E-2 E. IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

Original Application /46. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

(Advocate 	  

	 Applicant's 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra,  and others 

Respondent's 
(Presenting Officer 	  

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

£AyE 
CORAM, 
flon'hic Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 
ih " ' 

hd 

AfPEARANCE 

sex ::*t: for the Applicant , 
Afi mint. • 	 - 
C.P.0 P.O. for the Respondent's 

Adj. To... 	 211.1:!4 	 1-02 	 

Tribunal's orders 
C.A,48 of 2016 in 0.A.342 of 2011 with 

C.A.49 or 2016 in 0.A.343 of 2U1 	 

Shri J.D. Mehta 	(CA.48/16) 
Shri A.D. Mehta 	(CA.49/16) 	..Applicants 

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

None for the Applicants. Heard 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 in 

view thereof the hearing of this CA be adjourned. 

3. In view of the statement of the Ld. P0, hearing is 

adjourned to 24.4.2017. 

{R'EO. 



THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1043 OF 2016 

M.J. Dashwant 
	 DISTRICT : PUNE 

•••. Applicant. 
Versus 

The State of Maharashtra 
....Respondent 

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

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

CORAM : SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN 

DATE :07.11.2016. 

ORDER 
1. 	

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, 

and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned 
Respondent. 

learned Counsel for the Applicant 

Chief Presenting Officer for the 

	

2 	
Learned Advocate for the Applicant pleaded strongly for grant of 

interim relief of staying recovery of Rs.1000/- per month from the Salary 

of the Applicant which is ordered by virtue of order of Hon'ble High 
Court. 

	

3. 	
Learned Advocate stated that the Hon'ble High Court has ordered 

the Commissioner of Police, Pune to hold an enquiry and fix 
responsibility. Cost of Rs.5,000

0[imposed on Commissioner of Police 
was to be recovered from erring officer. However this order has not been 

complied with and the Commissioner of Police, Pune, has gone on the 

assumption that the applicant is in the erring officer without following 

the proper procedure. He, therefore, pressed for grant of interim relief. 



2 

4. 	
I am not inclined to grant any interim relief at this stage. 

Considering the fact that a very 
	amount  ry 	

t is sought to recovered 

year to 
from the monthly Salary of the Applicant and it will take almost 5 y 

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
e.  

time. Respondent is directed to file affidavit-in-reply on the next dat 

Sufficient time of four weeks is granted for this purpose. 

6. 
Issue notice returnable on 05.12.2016. 

7. 
Tribunal may take the case for final 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 disposal 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 in the Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file 

Affidavit of compliance and notice. 

11. S.O. to 05.12.2016. 

(R iv Ag•al) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 
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Shri. RA/IV AGAPWAL 
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APPEARANCE : 
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Office Noted, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 07.11.2016. 

0.A.No.971 of 2016 

V.V. Waghmare 
	 Applicant. 

Versus 

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

1. 	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 

to file 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 pointed out to several judgments of this 

Tribunal, 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.O. to 16.11.2016. 

V tiv --C 
(Ra v Aga al) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 
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DATE: 	  
CORAM : 
tioieble Shri. RAJIV AGAFOIAL 

(Vice - Chatrman) 

APPEARANCE : 

: 31.1.; 5 	 
Adrovike for fc: Amtkant 

it i 

„.—C-PrerrrCribi- the Respondents 

11) t16.  

• 	Adl 	............ 

'iv Aga al) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 07.11.2016. 

O.A.No.926 of 2016 

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

Versus 

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

1. 	Heard Shri A. Josh', learned Counsel for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

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. 

A turf 44, 
Request to amend Reepormiertt--No4—and 

:(32 afe,ot J. 

4. Learned Advocate under takes to make the 

amendments forthwith. 

5. 0.A. can be kept for further hearing after 

two weeks. S.O. to 22.11.2016. 
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Advocite L; f*:.Applicant 

ebt tho Rasvandefits,  

11  6  
• 

prk 

MUMBAT 

Original Application No.% 
	 of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 
	

)  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondentls 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corant, 

Appearance, Tribonars orders or 	 Date : 07.11.21hea s orders 

directions. and Registrar's orders 

O.A.No.936 of 2016 

S.A. Dh.avale 	 .... Applicant. 

Versus 

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

1. 	None for the Applicant. 	Heard Smt. 

Archana B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

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

DATE: 	7)1(11 g 
	 Respondents seeks four weeks time to file reply. 

Shri. RAJIV ACAT5NAL. 
	 • S.O. to 05.12:2016. 

(Vice - Chairman) 

(Rav Ag a ) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO. 	• , 



3. Learned Advocate Shri V.P. Potbhare 

wants time to seek instructions from the 

Applicant. 

S.0. to 10.11.2016. 

rwal) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 

2 

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

Tribunal' 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. Potbhare, learned Counsel 

for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, 

learned Chief Presenting 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 :  rf Vk\.∎  4  
COR/u11 -  

14on'Isle 	ITV AGARWAL 
scF - Chairman) 

APPEAR ANC : 

A, - 	Appiicant 

potn-n  
P.O. fot-  the RespNdellts 

Admin
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*iv A rwal) 
Vice-Chairman 

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

directions and Registrar's orders 

Versus 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 07.11.2016. 

0.A.110.902 of 2016 

V.D. Sawant 	 .... Applicant. 

The State of Maharashtra as Ore.....Respondents. 

1. 	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 

affidavit-in-reply. Learned Advocate Shri M.D. 

Lonkar does not wish to file any rejoinder. anth 

ftgeortakeiaP*6984*el 	

(t 

 • 

O.A.3.  is admitted. To come up ..for Final 

Hearing. or h_t'let 

4. 	S.O. to 15.12.2016. 

DATE: 	  
C011Alvi : , 
lion•ble Shri. RAJIV AGA7.7.VAL 

(Vice - Chairman) 
I 	11 It 

sk-ii%ikit.,4_  QA.c. 	1._  e, Ind 2., CIL 

Advs.-date fit tka Applicant 	, 

ShrilSsit-'"--  V • 	•  5.W..a 
theiRgpondortsmo +6,L6__:  prk 

P4LPY 6111  

o Ik• -ca 	 1 /(6. 
5-.0 +0 	fk.5--( 

2... 
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DATE 	  
COR NNE : 
Hnbtc Shri. RAJIV, AGAF..VAL 

(Vice Chairman) 

AP1,  AP, 	: 

Adocatc for Cr., ArrAlcafft 

.3luzeSirit 	 .. • ........ 
......r,ikft7V.O. for the ties!: ondents 	jt cto 

P-ert ts t 1(40-1-A-- 
.k-1,16 4_9- 

A3)677751---aArtr -r-r,  
5 •  

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Offici, Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 
Appearance, Trammel's orders or 
directions and Reg)strar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

   

Date : 07.11.2016. 

O.A.No.758 of 2016 

R.S. In dalkar 	 .... Applicant. 

Versus 

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

1. 	Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned 

Counsel for the Applicant and Smt. Archana 

B.X., learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

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

rejoinder. The same is taken on record. O.A. is 

admitted. To come up for Final Hearing after 

two weeks. 

3. 	S O. to 22.11.2016. 

(R iv Ag al) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 

WTI) 
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(Ra v Aga al) 
Vice-Chairman 

Adveeete forfn Applicant 
	 a k ,  

_r-rperrp.o. fa the Respondeets.  

S • ° ' 4-05  a";" .00000. 

prk 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50.000-2-2015) 	 1Spl.- MAT-F'-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MITMI3AI 

Original Application No.' 
	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT • 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Date : 07. 11.2biltriar s orders 

O.A.No.936 of 2016 

S.A. Dhavale 	 .... Applicant. 

Versus 

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

1. 	None for the Applicant. 	Heard Smt. 

Archana B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

!lig!) 	7j it )1 g  
COR  ; 

Shri. RAJIV it.GAPIATAT... 
(Vice -Chairman) 

R. P.  MALIK (Member)  

049 -k-AAAA4-0; .. .. 

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

Respondents seeks four weeks time to file reply. 

3. 	S.O. to 05.12.2016. 

1170 

Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-



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

DATE: 	  

C0PziWit : 

lion • hie Shri. 'RAJIV AGARWAL 
(1ike - Chairman) 

APPF.ARANOE : 	
ff 

•  /"--(15  

Rajiv Ag al 
Vice-Chairman 

2 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date 07.11.2016. 

M.A.No.414/2016 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 	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. Applicants are , authorized and directed to 

serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date 

of hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along 

with complete paper book of 0.A. Respondents 

are put to notice that the case would be taken 

up for final disposal at the stage of admission 

hearing. 

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under 

Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative 

Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the 

questions such, as limitation and alternate 

remedy are kept open. 
Advocate far fag Applicant 

—S14....kAS  •  M 
5• 

e'en" 
--C---rPre-r-P.O. for the Respondents 

s' • 5112-116.  
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. 

Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. S.O. to 05.12.2016. 

prk 

Admin
Text Box
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(GCS! ) J 2260 (A) (50.000-2-2015) 	 1E1,1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No.  of 20 	 DISTRICT 

Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 

Appearance, Tribunal's ordCrs or 

directions and Registrar's orders • 

DATE: 7111116  
CORAM : 

Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 
(Vice - Chairman) 

ARITAP.4NCE : 

	t1A. 	 12-"'" 

Advocate 1,3i fA,::Appliezmt 

"5-* 
foi the Respendenta 

Pt \ °"--" 	 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 07.11.2016. 

M.A.No.413/2016 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 	This is an application for leave to sue 

jointly. 

3. 	Both the Applicants are seeking similar 

reliefs against the same Respondents. M.A. to 

sue-jointly is therefore allowed, subject to 

payment requisite court fees, if not already paid. 

V 
(Ra iv A 	al) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 

urn 
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	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corain, 
Appearance, Tribunal's ordets,  

directions and Registrar's girders 

Tribunal' a orders 

Date : O'r.11.201-6. 

O.A.No.582 of 2016 

(O C P J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ISpl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASIITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

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 No.1 & 2 

and Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

fOr Respondent No.3. 

2 Replies have been filed by the 

Respondents, Learned Advocate Shri R.M. Kolge 

does not wish to file any rejoinder. 

3. 	O.A. is admitted. to come up for 'Final 

Hearing. 

DATE:  7101'6  

Ifor Shri. RAJIV AG AFONAL 
(Vice - Chairman) 

APITARANC$ :  

• 
Advcgste, for t.)ta Atplicant  

.221-C--4/ P.O. for the Respondents 1.1_¢, 
ta 4\ • 5 ea–IA Ca/C0.16LcOrgX,  

cs 

Vs P. 

• 4-0 yI 1 (I 1(6  

4. 	S.O. to 21.11.2016. 

iv Ag al) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 
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DATE 	 

enTok,7•4 : 
1; n'bie Shri. RAJIV AGAF VAL 

(Vice-Ch t.tman) 

ArrEARAN(T. : 

:skriAiAte•-- 	D  t--  c' 04  ei"--  
1•1(1,,•'.1';9te cri• t`mAcTlicluit 

N,  •  
the Respondents 

„ k 	5". c) • 	511 	6.  .. • .. ems. .... .. vatses.....statatmoloNtsa 

2.  

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

Tribunal's orders 

• 

Date : 07.11.2016 

O.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. 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 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.O. to 05.12.2016. 

(Rajiv A rwal) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 
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S.O. to 22.11.2016. 

V 
v Ag1 wa1 

Vice-Chairman 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50.000-2-2015) 	 ISpL- MAT-R2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUM:1AI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 
	 Applicant/5 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm,. 
Atipearance, Tribe ouPs orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

DATE:  71, 11 .1 14  
C9RAM: 

Sitri. RAJIV AGARWAL 
(Vice - Chairman) 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 07.11.2016.  

O.A.No.693 of 2016 

P.A. Ku danar 	 .... Applicant. 

Versus 

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

1 	Heard Shri P.S. Pathak, learned Counsel 

for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikvvad, 

learned Presenting Officer holding for Smt. 

Archana B.K. learned Presenting Officer for the 

RespOndents. 

2 	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. 

APPEAT)ANCE: 

prk 

• [Ara 

Admin
Text Box
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Tribunal's orders 

Date : 07.11.2016 

M.A.No.415/2016 in O.A.No.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. 

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 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. 

AP "::At:. ATiTal : 

Adver4te ror t ^ Wing% 

-34t444...65.4..ba:-CY • 	AL"-cl  
--C•AtrrP.O. t the Respondents 

-t-o 5(I 1 16 - 

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:  471(1 1t g  
criRAM: 

Shri. RAJIVAGAFWIAt 
(Vice - Chairman) 

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

directions and Registrar's orders 

S.O. to 05.12.2016. 

t/ -Gv■ 
(R 	rwal) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 
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DATE:  7( 011  

C(±1.CAM., 

SUL RAJIV AGARWAL 
(Vice -Chairman) 

11031.1'1 	B. MALIK (1.4.zrnber) 

Au, " 

• 	a :011.1.isa-  Ad). 
for the Resp iadevits 

13 ( 	(I  

tica Al pliant 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 • iSpl - MAT-F-2 E. ' 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The•State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corium 
Appearance, Tri nund's orders dr 
directions and ..egistrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

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

Shri V.D. Kuikarni & Ors. 	.. Applicants 

Vs. 

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

Heard Shri B.S. Shinde, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaild.vad, 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 her 	directed to amend their 
Contempt Application suitably', incorporate .the names of 
the Officers who are holding thosts of the Respondents 
herein. 

S.O. to 13th December, 2016.. 

	

.B. Malik) 	-TRatv Ag al 

	

Member (J) 	Vice-Chairman 

	

07.11.2016 	07.11.2016 

[P1:0 



.... Applicants. 

V.D. Kolekar (O.A.No.587/2016) 
T.V. Dhokate (0.A.No.588/2016) 
B.S.Malaine (O.A.No.589/2016) 

, S.T. Kare (0.A.N0.590/2016) 
S.P. Jadhav (O.A.No.591/2016) 

Versus 

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

Huey 
2 	Affidavit-in-lily have been filed by the 

Applicants in all the O.As except in 

0.A.No.590/2016, which will be filed shortly. 

Yc 

(Rajiv ga0val) 
Vice-Chairman 

S.O. to 22.11.2016. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 07.11.2016. 

O.A.No.587 of 2016 to O.A.No.591 of 2016 

1. 	Heard Shri B.A, Bandiwadekar, learned 

Counsel for the Applicants and Shri N.K. 

Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for 

the Respondents. 

R ..  	prk 

C,P.0.42:erfnths ResNm to 

q„, 01 1,6411.'1— Qt; ttaci) (c, 	 A
ffliettuf • 

5-q ol is) ."-4  

Adveoake f;.-t 

DATE:  7111(1 4  

Shri. RAJIV AGAFNAL 
(Via: - Chairman). 

t.:12.4,tefIcecActi6kv-A- _______. 
... 

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

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

Hearing after two weeks. 



versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent-is 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

: 	■116,  

no 	F.AJIVAGARVAL 
(Victi ...Chairman) 

• Ficir".:c-'57:`;;;. 	S. MALUX (Mcirib,:r)  

Tribunal's orderii 

Date : 07.11.2016 

O.A.No.717 of 2016 to O.A.No.721 of 2016 

S.D. Shelar (O.A.No.717/2016) 
S.V. Thakurdesai (O.A.No.718/2016) 
E.J. Earshinge (O.A.No.719/2016) 
S.R. Parche (0.A.No.720/2016) 
P.S. Pereira (0.A.No.721/2016) 	.... Applicants. 

Versus 

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 	Affidavit-in-rejoinder has been filed. O.A.s 

are admitted, 	Respondents may file sur- 

rejoinder, if need be. To come up for Final 

Hearing on next week. 

 

S.O. to 15.11.2016. 

prk 

 

(Rajiv Agalrwal) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO. 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRIPT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearanee, Tribunal's orders or 
directi.ms and. Registrar's orders 

     

TribubaT s orders 

  

             

      

0.A.165/2016 

  

   

Shri R.S. Patil 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

 

   

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 be disposed of here and now for which 
both sides have no objection. 

The Applicant is a retired Awal Karkun in the 
Office of the Collector, Mumbai. It_,2 happened that on 
the basis of what was perceived sv s. overpayment on 
account of the supposedly incorrect 'Mae 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 Honble the Chief Justice of Bombay High 
Court in Writ Petition No.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, .1 
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. 

"24. The Respondents in this fasciculus of OAs 
are directed '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 is to extend the benefit of this 
judgment based on Meena Kuwalekar's case. The 
authorities shall bear in , mind the principle's laid 
down in Meena kuwalekar's case and also in this 
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. 
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Sh6i.4.4‘ 	 /P)Ar-41.‘0°411"  

Advocasy; 	,ito Applicant. 

1; 	 the Responclont/s 

wii vl r19 	o-5'\-c5  (0)5 

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

Tribunal's orders 

stand allowed to this extent with no order as to 
costs." 

It is again an indiaputable factuA legal position 
that this Applicant will have to be treaterat par with the 
Applicants in Dr. Shenker Kasabe  (supra) as well as 
Meena Kuwalekar (supra). 	Therefore, her date • of 
entitlement to the Time Bound Promotion will have tb be 
reckoned as the date of her first appointment and .that 
being the state of affairs,•there will be no sitmtion of any 
over payument having been made. The Wei' payment, 
however, has been considered to have beenlffade 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 prcnouncement with regard to the quantum of pension 
or any of the heads of the post retiral benefits. It is 
necessary to make this observation 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 setaside. 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. 

(R.13. Malik) '61'1/ TC  
Member (J) 
07.11.2016 

(skw) 
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The State of MaharaShtra and others 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Appliaant/s 

(Advocate 	  

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenti ig Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corwin, 
Appearance, t'ribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's ordeis 

Tribunal's orders 

0.A.91/ 2016 

Shri P.A. Kamble 	 ... Applicant 

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

Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chaugule, the learned 
Presenting 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 objection. 

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 appropriate 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 (Disciplin 	,App  .al) Rules, 1979,  be not 
initiated against the FiF.PWri.  The Applicant brought 
this OA thereagainst seeking relief already indicated 
hereinabove. 

The 2nd Division Bench of this Tribunal of which I 
was also a Member in deciding the fasciculus of 0As, the 
leading one being OA 195/2014 (Shri Mohan S. Bhoir 
Vs. The State of Mah. & Ors. and other OAs, dated  
12.8.20151  and the Honble High Court in a batch of Writ 
Fetitions, the leading one being Writ Petition  
No.11408/2014 (Ramesh S. Mayne Vs. Chief 
Conservator of Forest and others and other Writ  
Petitions, dated 13'h March, 20151  are the two 
pronouncements 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. 



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

DATE: 	7111 f)-61  
ps‘th  

_ ..1.3111 14 11 ‘Ciii t111)1) Hon' 	ri  A.  

. 11...Y.7ft. 	 

Advodat,e for Applicant 

Shri 
C.P.0 / 13.0. for the Respondent/s 

A 	Ir. Tu  11(\ t, 01-.1ttl>  A4  
4 1141 	&vekel ."5  
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Tribunal's orders 

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 

vs 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 

.....)4 to the final directions if  of„t e Horeble High Court in the 
pending Writ Petition, 	 other rights survive in fivour 
of the Applicant to take ecourse 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. 	 \..._■ft--- 

(Rt.-. Malik) 
Member (J) 
07.11.2016 

(skw) 
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Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

AppliCant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus. 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

(Presenting Officer 	  
	 Respondent's 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appea mace; Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders Tribunal' s orders 

0.A. 408L201. 

Shri W.B. Aute 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. Sc ors. 	.., 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 Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned ' 
Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.. 

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

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

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

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

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

Sur-rejoinder, if any, it be filed on the next date 
and not thereafter. 

DATE :___2131.1° 
CaMR: • ) 
Hon'tdels446;1  

Shr■ M. A.% 414aatho4A 

APPEAR, •ICE 

Siiii/Sket ......6..:2-401/zaW4-h1111/11 

ricy Ai..tv ;ate fur the pplicant 

shr, 4Gar-, 7  t K,N 	t-.1.rQk It.. 
C.P. / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

/art- ro--- 

. 	. 
Member (J) 	• 
07.11.2016 

[R7:0. 
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CO??.!4: 
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Advocate far the Applicant 	• 
.51;(448n:( . .. 	........ C. !to / 	the.Respondent/s 

I 
Adi ........... ...... , ..... 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 • 	
1Spl - MAT-f-2 E. 

IN THE MA.HA.RASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

• Original Application No. 	 of 20 	 DISTRICT 

Applicants 

(Advecate 

versus 

The State of"Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Not at, Office Memoranda of Covent, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions, and Registrar's orders Tribunal' s order 

0.A.333/2016  

Shri M.A.M.U. Qureshi 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Shri 13.A. Bandiwadekar, 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,  4.9 
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 lat December, 2016: 

(R. . Malik) 0-2 —11 
Member (J) 

(sly ) 
	 07.11.2016 

[RM. 
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Advocate for theAp licani 

C.--,R04-11.137-funthe- 	 r, 
*It 

11171)6' 
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lion'tik 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J).  
07.11.2016 

(skw) 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 
ISpl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/'s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondents 
(Presenting OM it 	 

Office N cos, Office Memoranda of Corata, 
..eurance, Tribunurs ordors 

d ..ections and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' a orders 

0.A.342/2016  

Shri P.L. Hotkar 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

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

Ms. Gohad, the learned PO seeks further time to 
file Affidavit-in-reply, I 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 onlf-Loperating and, therefore, this OA shall proceed 
ex-P4T674 -The OA is admitted and is. appointed for final 
hearing on1st December, 2016. 

[PTO: 
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0.A.4162016 

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 learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

• 
The compliance with. the Honble 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, 
failing which for dismissal to 2nd December, 2016. 

S.O. to 2nd December, 2016. 

(R.B. Malik) 	..)" 
Member (J) 
07.11.2016 

(skw) 
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• 
Original Application No. 	 of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applidant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, 

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

Tribunal' s orders 
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Honable 
Ho' 

APPEARANCE: 

..................) , 
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C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 
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S. O. tO 2nd  December, 2016. 

'14% 

.B. Malik) 
Member (J). 
07.11.2016 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No of 20 	 DISTRICT 

Appliaant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office No es, Office Memoranda of Cortina, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders dr 
directions arid Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

0.A.440 / 2016  

Shri P.U. Rathod 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Adj. 

A.PPEARA. ,CE 

.....
plicant 

ri• 	he-4  
':.0, 	Respondent/s 

(A-4'r$ .% 

4NA  

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. 

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

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

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

DATE :  711p-el  
gOttlikj 

tion'Int 	ty..2hti A. 	(Quia+los.$) 

Admin
Text Box
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Member (J) 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-2015) 	 141- MAT-E.2 E•  
ADMINISTRATIVE 

 IN .THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 
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(Advocate 	  

versus 
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	 Respondents 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cartn, 
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directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' a orders 

  

0.A.919/2016  

Shri H.R. Jadhav 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

5  
Heard 	AT. Javeri, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant andSai 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. 

DATE: 	1119-01 So 

coR;cm, 

Hot 

naushkumar (Member) A 

A 

S.O. to 21st November, 2016 

(skw) 

`N 	"IlAze .511- 	 c.p 	, 	)ondent/s 
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Heard Shri K.B. .Bhise, the learned Presenting 
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.O. to 15th November, 2016 for reply. 

Member (J) 
07.11.2016 

ca0c, 

. Malik)  

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 	 141.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHAR,ASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
IVIUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DisnucT 

	 AppliCautis 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Oft cer 	  

Office Not es, Office Memoranda of Comm: 

App. n:ance, Tribunal's orders or 
direr ions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

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

The State of Mah. & ors. ... Applicants 
(OH. Applicants) 

Vs. 
Shri R.R. Avtade 	 ... Respondent 

(OH. Applicant) 

DATE 

96,i■ 	 < 
:7 r • 	,C■A, ;L11 /47-147-ksitr(67trafitttt 	

) 
ttj- 

' 	, 	,'E 

' 	-0\ir- 
14444.  ° 4-r the Applicant C-41-/' q°2  
Shri 	' 	'911'  1\f\  1  tril  C.P 	for the Responder tis (co,• A(1It) 

Adj. To.... . 151.iL\  7-61 • 

(skw) 

[P7:0. 

Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Vs. 

Shri Sudhir V. Bhagwat 	... Respondent 

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

This Misc. 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 to 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. 

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

Shri Commissioner, State Excise 
& Ors. 	

... Applicants 

(Ori. Respondents) 

DATE:  7111 h4  
CORAM : 

Haul& Shri. RAJIV AGATIWAL 
(Vice - Chairman) 

flicra.blz Teri R. D. MALIK (Member) .7".  

APPEO.AINICE : .................... 

c3 • 
-Ati3ooset‘ 

Crsrt77$  '11  • Osta4.,,cia Cow mC 

fur the Respondents 

S EL" 

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. 

That being the. state of affairs, the case of the 
Applicant stands on a, peculiar and distinct pedestal, and 
therefore, the case of the State that now they have made 
the necessary amendment in the Recruitment Rules in the 
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 
completely unnecessary to consider the issue of promotion 
including therein the cases of others also. In fact, at one 
stage, we were so disposed as to take suo-moto cognizance 
and initiate contempt action, which is inherent in our view 
in this matter. However, as of today, we refrain from 
taking any serious measure and making it clear that our 
order will have to be complied with and there is no 
question of extension, the Misc. Application is accordingly 
dismissed with no order as to costs. 

(--  

(T B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
07.11.2016 

(skw) 

(Raj Ag al) 
Vice-Chairman 

07.11.2016 



versus .  

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corium 

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

Tribunal's orders 

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

Shri K.N. Lonkar & Ors. 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 	... Responaents. 

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for 
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. 

We have perused the record and proceedings ana 
heard the submissions at the Bar. In so far as the 
Applicants in the CM 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 on 7.9.2016 in the 0As by this 
very Bench and that will have to be read along with the 
order on Review Applications made in these very 0As in 
which we made an order on 16.9.2016. They are self-
speaking and nothing more needs to be said or done about 
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 that 
not only have the orders not been complied with, but 
Contrary thereto, the appointment orders have been issued 
to the candidates who figured in,  he 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 

[Pro 



DATE: 

CORAM : 
Shri. RAJIV AGA.71VAL 

(Vice - Chairman.) 
Hoti'ble Shri K. B. MALIK (Member) Jr--  
APPEARANCE : 

(2., 0-4.  es-A__ 

Pt-,;P•,e;1"- 
	varcqA oTt66(6 

AinJt,:....0 rt& Anpucfint 

14.  (6 
for the Respondevas 

31( -- 
(R.13. Malik) 
Member (J) 
07.11.2016 

(skw) 

/1/ 
(Rdijiv AliaTw'alr 
Vice-Chairman 

07.11.2016 

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

Tribunal' a orders 

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 initidted against them, made returnable 
on 21st November, 2016. Hamdast. 

\A,i i, To.. ..... .21., t 1  

clum.claky\--7-  

 



of the leave note, adjourned to 

(A.H. J 
Chairm 
7.11.201 

• pATALL l le 
CORA  

Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

(Q.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015). 	 fSpl - • MAT•F-2 F. 
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

Original. Application Ro. 	 of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent's 
(Presenting Officer 	 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

0A.189/2014 with OA:190/2014  

Shri M.V. Kulkarni 
Ski A.R. Jadhav 	 „Applicants 

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

Smt.. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the 

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

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents: 

2. 	In view 

22.11.2016. 

(sgj) 

sin... • 	 4,d.r.1411 -1.—t4L4Y1 1=l1:1 *C • Sic Apisicant 
Shri/Sir'..... 	. . 
CPA / P.01 for the Respondents 

To.....2:24.11 7-41  6  

 

[PTO 



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

Tribunal' s orders 

C.A.46 of 2016 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 petition filed by the State is expected to come up for 

hearing 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, hearing is 

adjourned to 24.4.2017. 

(sgi) 

[Pro... 

(A.H. Jos 
Chairman 
7.11.2016 

DATE: 	7111\ flt)1  
COMM : 
iiseble Justice Shri A. R. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE: ---- 
SliiiISAIrt- • 	Et.f..:..ft. :41..ti.... 	V 

Advoccie far the Applicant 
Aiiri-iSint. • 	%.,,C.: qr"\11'<le\). ... 
C.P.O I P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Ad). To  e)-11\ 	"37' 	 

(GC.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-201.5) 	 (Eel.• MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No . 	 of 20 	 1)1,,,;Tate'r 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advkate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  



DATE :  7 11111  
CORM : 
Hon' hie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

N. 

iNCE : 

Advo.:t:: far the Applicant 

Shri   ' P9 \'\ 	 
• C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Adj. .0 	).1)1-dlb  • ••••••••• ***** 

2 

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

Tribunal's orders 

C.A.37 of 2013 in 0.A.632 of 2011 ' 

Dr. Anjali S. Warke 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri S.K. Warke, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO states that Shri Sanjay Jadhav, 

Administrative Officer from the office of Commissioner, 

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 is called to show cause why he 

should not be saddled with 'cost for coming to the 

Tribunal without studying the papers and taking time of 

this Tribunal. 

4. He was called to state whether he wants time to 

engage a lawyer. 

5. He prays for time till tomorrow. 

6 	S.O. to 8.11.2016. 

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

directed to communicate this order to theAespondents. 

(A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman \,1 
7.11.2016 

(sgi) 



(G C P,) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2.2016) 	 141. MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMI3AI 

Original Application No, 	 of 20 	 DiSraidr 
Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/8 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 
C.A.88 of 2015 in 0.A.150 of 2015 

Dr. F.H.R.H. Gaidry 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

None for the Applicant. Heard Smt. K.S. 

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

2. 	At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 8.11.2016. 

(A.H. Joshi:r 
Chairman 
7.11.2016 

DATE 7 '2-61/1° 
	

(sgj) 
CORM 

flan 'bie i t; Shri A. H. dositi (Chairmic) 

AKTARANCE 

Shr 	 °It 1 
Advs7.8. 	0i,, Applicant 

. 	• ic11.1..Off1-41 c.p.0 11.0 	Respondent's  

941427.0.1k 	 Adi Ts  

[PTO 
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(0•0,1?.) J 2260 (A) (50,000--,2-2015) 	 [§p1  MAT-F-2 

- IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
AIRIMBAI 

Original Applicatioli N. 	' ' ' ' ' 	of 20 	 bISTRIar 
	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

vers4s 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 

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

Shri P.M. Waghmare & Ors. 	„Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

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

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 8.11.2016. 

7.11.2016 
DATE:  7106 

	
(sgj) 

CORAM : 

Hoa'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

A 	the Applicant 

,Sbfl ,Sffit. • 	K.N..-roit4k-ic-61 
C P.0 P.O. for the Respondent's 

At. To 	talkk IG  

[PTO 



	

DATE: 	7111\ 1-e►  to  

;on :Av 1, ktice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

	

- 	̀z.e,ineshkumat  (Mcmbr.1)..A_ 

ili 

atth!:)AoA 
vplicant 

L.5  

	

C.P.0 / 	.. Respondent's 

	

To 	  

(G.C.P.) J 226Q (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application 	' 	 of 20. 	 ,•• • DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/a 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/a 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 

C.A.38 of 2016 in 0.A.1136 of 2012 

Smt. R.S. ThakurdesaF& Ors. 	..Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate 

for the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gailcwad, 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 petition filed by the State is expected to come up for 

hearing on 18.11.2016 as per CM1S 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. 

(-- 4  

(AB. Joshi, 	- 
Chairman 
7A 1.2016 

(sgj) 

[PTO. 



(O.C.13,) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-2015) 	 (Sol MAT-F”2 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTJMBAI 

Original Application No.'' 	 Pf 20 
	

DISTRICT 
	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others • 

Respondent's 
(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 
C.A.63 -of 2015 in 0.A.511 of 2012 

Shri K.P. Magar & Ors. 	 ..Applicants 
Vs. 

The Slate of Maharashtra & Ors. ' 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, 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. 

M.20_2E' 
coitAm : 
Hon' ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

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

time. 

4. Time granted. 

5. S.O. to 21.11.2016. 

Afl'El:.RANCE : 

Shriit. • 	
MOP 

Advocate for the Applicant 
-Sir(/Smt. • 	K:-.E.*K10'.74.. C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Adj. To 	 '111.111 	 ' 	 

(A.H. JoshicIr 
Chairman 
7.11.2016 

(sgj) 

[PTO. 


	07.11.2016 (4).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3

	07.11.2016 (C).pdf
	07.11.2016 (3).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5

	07.11.2016 (B).pdf
	07.11.2016 (2).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13

	07.11.2016 (A).pdf
	07.11.2016 (1).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12

	07.11.2016.PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9







