THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBALI

Original Application No.319 of 2016 with
M.A.No.161 of 2016

Shri N.D. Patil ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate holding for Shri A.D. Sugdare, the Iearned
Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM :  JUSTICE SHRI A.H, JOSHI, CHAIRMAN

DATE : 08.09.2016.
ORDER
1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate holding for Shri A.D. Sugdare,

the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Ms. N.G. Gohad states as follows :-
Instructions are received by letter dated 3.09.2016 to the effect that it would .
not be necessary to file an affidavit because the copy of order dated 21.7.2016
was not received by the Additional Chief Secretary concerned.

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents was called to state as to whether notice of

Tribunal which was ordered on 6.4.2016 was received by Respondent No.1, Principal

Secretary.

4, Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that it is not possible for her to make

any positive statement.

5. Learned Advocate for the Applicant was called to show copy of

acknowledgement of notice of Tribunal'served on Respondent No. 1.

6. Learned Advocate for Appilcant has shown to learned P.O. as well to the
officer, Smt. Sanjana Khopade, Under Secretary and the Desk Officer who is present

and also to this Tribunal, the acknowledgement.




7. The officer, Smt. Sanjana Khopade, Under Secretary does not dispute that the
notice dated 6.4.2016 issued from this office taken by the Applicant was delivered in

the office.

8. Learned P.O. states that copy of-order dated 21.07.2016 was not forwarded by

the P.0.’s office to the office of Principal Secret\ary.

9. In the aforesaid background that despite service of notice of this Tribunal, the
pIea» that a reply to the questions framed in order dated 21.07.2016 need not be
given, can come, prima facie only because the Additional Chief Secretary concerned
has not exerted to verify the fact as to whether the notice of Tribunal was received in

the office.

10. In view that the affidavit is not filed and a gravely irresponsible and absurd
reply is sent to learned P.O.. The officer concerned i.e. Additional Chief Secretary,

-may have to be saddled with costs.

11. Hence, Smt. Medha Gadgil, .A.S., Additional Chief Secretary is directed to
show cause as to how could she or her office could take a stand thereby, denying /
refusing to file affidavit. She should also show cause as to why costs should not be
saddled against her personally for neglect in attending cases, and sending an

irresponsible response.

12. Affidavit answering show as indicated in paragraph no.11, hereinbefore, if the

concerned desires, be filed on or before next date.

13. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O. who is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

14, For filing affidavit in response to order dated 21.07.2016 and today’s order
5.0. t0 10.11.2016. Q

//
(A H. Joshi,

Chalrman
sha




[N THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.66 OF 2015
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.499 OF 2014

Shri A.V. Joshi ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri C.T. Chandrarte — Advocate for the Applicant
Shri K.B. Bhise - Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 8th September, 2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for the Applicant

and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Ld. PO states as follows:

(a) The compliance required to be done namely fixing the
applicant’s pay similar to the scale granted to Shri Badar is
done.

(b)  The revision of pension has not been done. This could not be
completed because correction of entries with regard to revised
pay scale has become necessary and this work is not done by
Pay Verification Unit.




2 CA.66/151n OA.499/14

{c) It would be impossible 1o comply with remaining part of the
order until Pay Verification Unit accords sanction of refixation

of pay.
3. The affidavit showing steps completed so far and steps which are
not completed and reasons thereof be filed. The affidavit should also
name the person who has objected to authentication of revision of pay

scale.
4, Ld. PO prays for one week’s time for filing affidavit.
3. Time is granted for filing reply till 19.10.2016.

0. Steno copy and hamdast is granted. Ld. PO is directed toO

communicate this order to the respondents.

)

(AH. Josﬁsl—:’t{Ylﬂi\A'z'L
Chairman
8.9.2016

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:\JAWALKAR\JudgcmentS\ZO16\9 September 2016\CA.66.15 in OA.499.14.J.9.20 16—AVJoshi»SO.l9,10.16.d0c
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(G.CPI J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) [Spl. a2 K
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBA!
Original Application No. ‘ ‘ of 20 . ' Drosrrier
) ‘ Applicant/s
(Advuuate_ ..... )
Uersis

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer......... LI IR )

Oftice Notes, Office Memorundu of Coruam,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s ovdews
directions und Registrax's orders C.A. No.58 of 2016 in O.A. No.422 of 2014
Shri S.B. Pawaskar . Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states that affidavit is received. It is not
properly drafted and time may be granted for filing

proper affidavit.

3. Ld. PO prays for two weeks time for filing proper
affidavit.

4 S.0.105.10.2016.
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o A : Chairman
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Offlce Notes, Office Memarnnda of Ceram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders ar
divections und Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders
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Shri R.S. Pawar

The State of Maharashtra & Ors

_Shinde,

5. S.0.1023.92016.

0.A. No.756 of 2015

..Applicant

Vs.

Respondents
Heard Shri R.S. Pawar," Applicant in person and

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO has tendered a copy of letter - dated

7.9.2016 and states that in- anticipation of further action
the meeting of the DPC is scheduled to be held on

~17.9.2016.

3. Ld. CPO on instructions from Smt. Sangita A.
Section Officer, Skill ‘Development and

Entrepreneurship Department, states that the process of

" upgradation of ACR of the applicant for the year 2004-05

is expected to be completed within one week.

4. [t is hoped that appropriate decision would be

taken and a statement would be made on the next date.

@%KW o (AH. Joshi, ]

Vice-Chairman Chairman
8.9.2016 8.92016

()




varsus

The State of Maharashtra: and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....... L ereert ey ey g s fereaer )
Oftica Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum; ol
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
Hrections and Reglstrar’s orders
‘Date : 08.09.2016.
0.A.No.291 of 2016
| Shri S.A, Tamboli ...Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ‘ ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri S. Sdanke, the learned. Advocate

holding for Shri P.V. Patil, the learned Advocate for the
- Applicant and Shri K.B: Bhise, the learned Presenting

1‘1)'[, , ' Officer for the Respondents.

' Cataw— Hm;‘_-’ﬂd)w'(&ét“f 2. Learned P.O, for the Respondents states as
PH ’jEAJLL, @)"‘T“Vm’) | follows:-

' : QL _P“ (a) jMajor pensionary benefits are released
Sshan S/Solﬁ"\ke’ holehs 7 and have been actually credited in
céltﬂ"?‘\/' 9:;}]'} &y e Applicant’s account. - _
agplcoul - de Ha (b) One Medical bill and Two of Travelling

., \CJ%.{},‘w\ﬁ C allowance bills are pending and those are

émedﬂwﬁ : © being processed.
- }{ead‘h ‘ . ' (c) ~Affidavit of show cause which Secretary
! ['PC!LQCA | A 'Wfb‘{"‘\/ ‘ “was to file is ready and it needs some
S Aun - ‘ ' ' modification and therefore time s

e 11(: required.

SO M 1319 ‘ ‘

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for two
weeks time.

C 4, Time as prayed for is granted.

Al

* (A.H. Joshi, J.)
Chairman (70,

5. $.0: to 23.09.2016.

o



THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.903 OF 2016

DISTRICT : PUNE

S.B. Saste ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

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

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE :08.09.2016.
ORDER
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms.

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

2. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan for the Applicant states that copy of
O.A. is already served along with intimation, therefore, notice to be issued by this

Tribunal need not accompany the copy of O.A..

3. Issue notice returnable on 21.11.2016.

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

final disposal shall not be issued.

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

at the stage of admission hearing.



o]

6. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the Maharashtra
Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation

and alterriate remedy are kept open.

7. 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.
3. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan argues on the point of interim relief.
g On perusal of the case following points are summarized :-

(a) It is shown from the impugned order (copy whereof is at Annexure A-18,
page 100 of O.A.) that recovery of alleged paid in excess pay is ordered
against the applicant.

(b) It is shown that the recovery being made is towards period commencing
from 1986.

{c) Applicant has placed reliance on judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court in
the case of State of Punjab and Others V/s. Raffig Masih and others
(2015} 4 SCC 334 as referred in page 14 of the O.A..

(d) Applicant has also pleaded discriminatory treatment.

10. It has transpired after hearing and perusal of O.A. that qguestion involved in the

case revolves around the ground taken in paragraph no.6.26.3. It shall suffice if the
Respondents file reply showing the case as to how do they come out of the judgment of
Hon’ble Supreme Court, which is binding president on everybody governed by the said

principle, referred to in said paragraph no.6.26.3.

11. Therefore, the Respondents are called to show cause as to the circumstances in
which the recovery initiated by them does not fall within the preview of the reported

judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court referred to in foregoing paragraph No.9(c).

i2. On what transpired and is recorded in the foregoing paragraph, the applicant

has made the case for grant of ex-parte interim relief by way of stay of recovery.




13. In the aforesaid premises, interim relief is granted in terms of paragraph 10(a),

which reads as follows :-

“a) That this Hon’ble Tribunal be pleased to stay the effect and operation of
the letter / order dated 4/6/2016, 18/6/2016 and 23/6/2016, 12/7/2016
and 20/8/2016 and restrain the Respondents from making any further
recovery from the pay or pension of the Petitioner, till the final decision
of this original application.”

(Quoted from page 17 of the O.A.)
14. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

15.  S.0.to 21.11.2016. y

Sd/-

{A.H. Joshi, J
Chairman
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MUMBAI
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versis

The State of Maharashtra and others
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..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. .. )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Pribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's urders
Date : 08.09.2016.
0.A.No0.230 of 2016
Shri G.R. Khopkar ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Re.spondents Ms. N.G.

Gohad states on instructions received from Shri V. B.

Bobade, Sub Instector, State Excise, Alibag as follows:-

{a) Entire amount payable to the Applicant
have been calculated and paid to the

Applicant.

The statement of calculations and heads
etc. total payment made to the Applicant
be furnished to him by registered post
within 15 days.

(b)

3. Applicant shall free to verify correctness of
amount from the statement which would be furnished

to him and decide to the future course of action.

4. ° Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

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

5, 5.0.t0 10.11.2016. X
Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, J.) {73’
Chairman
sba
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Applicant/s
(Advocate ............................................................. )
versus
The State of Maharashtra; and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Off1car, ..o i i rrrenstaren e et e e et raeneaneaaas )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Copam,
Appearance, Tribupul’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders
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Date : 08.09.2016:
0O.A.No.592 of 2016 with 0.A:N0.593 of 2016

Shri N.G. Phadtare (0.A.No0.592 of 2016) A
Shri V.B. Barge (O.A.No0.593 of 2016) ..Applicants

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

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. S. Suryawanshi,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri B.A.

3)Bandiwadekar states that he was granted leave to

substitute memo of O.A, however substitution is not
carried out. He prays for enlargement of time for

carrying out substitution.

3. Time as prayed is enlarged by one week.

4. Amended O.A. be served on the Respondents

along with fresh notice taken from the Tribunal.

5. Notice of amended O.A. returnable on

08.11.2016.

b. S.0. to 08.11.2016.

h

Sd/-
Y
(A.H. Joshi, J.)

Chairman
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9. $.0.t0 05.10.2016.

Date : 08.09.2016.
0.A.No.865 of 2016

B.P. Gaikwad .. Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. . Heard Shri Anurag Jain, the learned Advocate far

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

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate prays for leave to substitute the

memo of Q.A..

3. Substitution as prayed for is granted.
4, Issue notice returnable on 05.10.2016.
5. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be

issued.

6. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly

authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

~ of 0.A.. Respondents are put to notice that the case would

be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

“hearing.

7. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of
the Maharashtra Administfative Tribunal {Procedure)

Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitatior and

-alternate remedy are kept open.

8. 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

!

(K JoshlI} 1V K ¥

Chairman

compliance and notice.
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfICer. .oyt )
Office Nutes, Otfice Memarvands of Coram,
Appearanee, Lribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
Date : 08.09.2016.
0.A.N0.636 of 2016
Shri S.B. Raikar ~.Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
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1 Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presénting Officer for the Respondent No.3
and Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Special Counsel for

the Respondent No.1 and 2.

2. Learned Special Counsel Shri D.B. Khaire appears
and states that he has instructed to appear for

Respondent Nos.1 and 2.

3. Learned Special Counse! and learned P.O. prays

Smge l§ G e |
i Ao Mm\w}bg .L\Wg * lfor four weeks time for filling affidavit.
Ay e b okt B9 E o |
_ ) y o 19 e |4 Though four weeks time is prayed longer time Is
o
pre b /’f ,J granted with the hope that no furhter adjourned would
. ', |be necessary.
ot pu&d& ™M,
Ay CAYMY " |5, 5.0.to 26.10.2016.
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Chairman’
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(Advocate .......,.... SERTIURTURTTOON fetrterrerna e Cverees)
persius,
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer. .....ooviiiiniinummen i e )
Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Apprurance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
_ Date ;: 0R.09.2016
. 0.A.N0.836 of 2016
Shri P.M, Patiletc. 2 ..Applicants
Vs. :
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

g1a116
—

(gt — Hongeuth Le St

1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Smt. KS.

Gaikwad prays for time on the ground that office of

Director General of Police has sought certain

information and it would be furnished to Respondent

No.2 today itself.

Respondents should act without loss of time.

3.
4.  S.0.t020.09.2016.
——J
(AH. Joshi, 1) [~ r
Chairman
sha
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directivns and Registear’s orders

Tribunal’s orders
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Date': 08.09.2016.
1

0.A.No.91 of 2016

P.A. Kamble ' ... Appticant.
~Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri A.. Chougule, the learned

- Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

‘2. Learned Advocate Shri J.N. Kamble for the

Ap'plicant states as follows :-
]

(a) He has apologies, since that he could not serve
the Respondents with Tribunals’ notice.
- (b)* He undertakes to serve the notices, and
Returnable date be extended.
3. - Returnable date is extended to 07.11.2016. '

4. F.{éspondents are put to notice that this Tribunai
expeé:t_ them to issue appropriate orders if they decide to
follow the order passed in O.A.N0s.195, 202, 213, 259, 260
to 265, 276, 305, 306, 312 all of 2014 decided on -
12‘.033.2015 and passed in Writ Petition No.11406/2014

and extend to the applicant appropriate benefit. -

5. In ‘the event the Respondents decide to be
governed .by the judgments referred to in foregoing
paragraph, and take suitable action, affidavit—in—reply‘ need

not be filed, it shall suffice if action is taken.

6.  .In case the Respondents decide to contest this O.A.
in that event affidavit-in-reply be filed by answering, each
and every paragraph, point and averment made in the

Q.A.
i

7. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed to learned P.O..
Learned P.0. is directed to communicate this order to the

Respondents.

8. 5,0. to 07.11.2016. 9

Chairma
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Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
e Applieant/s
(AAVOCALE «.vrerecnsisenrsiesis s )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OfICOr. ooy )
Office Notes, Oftice Memorandu of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '
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0.A.381/2016

_Shfi SM Jadhav
. Vs. '
The State of Mah. & Ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

This dA can be finally disposed of at this stage
itself on indisputable facts.

We have heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learnea
Advocate for the -Applicant and K.B. Bhise, wne
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

It is an admitted position that in the list, copy
whereof is annexed at Page 14 of the Paper Book,
Shri V.P. Boralkar whose name appeared at Senal
NO.15 from Open category has declined to accept ine
promotion. We are not going to enter into the details
of each name of the personnel but ex-facie, 1t woulad
appear that his name is at Serial No.12 in the select
list of Open category candidates. All that he 1s
asking for in this OA is to give directions to tne
Respondents to give the promotion to the next
eligible person in view of Mr. Boralkar’s refusal to

accept the direction. ~We can ‘find nothing
objectionable much less even illegal or irregular in
giving the necessary directions. It is, therefore,

directed that the Respondents shall within a perioa
of .eight weeks from. today act in the matter arising
out of the refusal of Shri Boralkar to accepl the
promotional post and give it to the next eligible
person, who is already been found fit by the DPC and
if the next eligible person is the Applicant, so be 1t
The OA is allowed in these terms with no order as Lo
COSts.

A

N Sd/- Sd/-
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~— S~ A4RCB. Matik) '™ (Raj{y Agdgwal)
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Tribunal’s orders

——————Q.A.381/2016

Shri 8.M. Jadhav ... Applicant
Vs. '

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

This OA can be finally disposed of at tus stage
itself on indisputable facts.

We have heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learnea
Advocate for the Applicant and K.B. Bhise, we
- learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.’

[t is an admitted position that in the list, copy
whereof is annexed at Page 14 of the Paper Bool,
Shri V.P. Boralkar whose name appeared at Seral
NO.15 from Open category has declined to accept wne
promotion. We are not going to enter into the details
of each name of the personnel but ex-facie, 1t would
appear that his name is at Serial No.12 in the select
list of Open category candidates. All that he 1s
asking for in this OA is to give directions to tne
Respondents to give the promotion 1o the next
eligible person in view of Mr. Boralkar’s refusal to
accept the direction. We can find nothing
objectionable much less even illegal or irregular in
giving the necessary directions. It is, therelore,
directed that the Respondents shall within a perioa
of eight weeks from today act in the matter arising
out of the refusal of Shri Boralkar tc accept Uic
promotional post and give it to the next eligible
person, who 18 already been found fit by the DPC and
if the next eligible person is the Applicant, so be 1t
The OA is allowed in these terms with no order as o
costs.

v Sd/- Sd/- s

(Rajjv Agdgwal)
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Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance; Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrur’s orders

© Tribunal’s orders

DATE:__ B \Cl ‘ 1<
CORAM :
Hor’tle Shri. RANY AGARWAL
(¥ioe - Chairman)
vHGu’i:?c Shri B B MLl (Member)
APPEA LSNCE

b —— do e et 1 1 e

S T o) Y e
Advecute for the Applicast

(11} T vor - gt carsvenare Teinssassnasenss

w— CEG+1.0. for the Respondents

" Shri S.M. Jadhav

M.A.487/2015 in O.A.422/2016

... Applicant
Vs. |
The State of Mah. & Ors. ... Respondents
Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.3. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice retufnable on 06.10.2016.

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

_ Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duiy

authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

of 0.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
hearing.

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

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained ana
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit o1
compliance and notice, -

$.0. to 06th October, 2016.

o

Sd/- Sd/-

- !

“IRB. Malik)
Member (J)
08.09.2016

"(Rejiv Agagwal)
Vice-Chairman
08.09.2016

(skw)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.884 OF 2016

Shri M.V. Gurav ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar — Advocate for the Applicant

Miss Savita Suryawanshi - Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 8th September, 2016
ORDER

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

and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.
2. Issue notice returnable on 11.11.2016.
3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage and

separate notice for final disposal need not be issued.

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

case would be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission

9

hearing.




2 O.A. N0.884 of 2016

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.

0. 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. The respondents are further directed as follows:

(a) Both the respondents should examine the applicant’s claim.

(b)  Upon examination, form an opinion as to whether applicant is
entitled to the relief sought by him and if there is no legal
impediment in granting the same, take appropriate steps in
that regard.

(c) If it is necessary to oppose the OA, In that case only the
affidavit be filed.

8. In view of this longer time is hereby granted. No further

adjournment should be sought. \

S s
(A.H. Joshi, JI
Chairman
8.9.2016

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:\JAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\9 September 2016\0A.884.16.J.9.2016-MVGurav-S0.1 1.11.16.doc




Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Corum,

Appearcance, Tribunal’s orders or
diveetions nnd Registrar’s ovders

Pribunal’s vrders

prk

Date : 08.09.2016.

M.A.No0.142 of 2016 in C.A.No.33 of 2016 in
0.A.N0.796 of 2012 with C.A.No.33 of 2016 in
0.A.No.796 of 2012

‘R.P. Bénsod & Ors. .... Applicants.
Versus

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

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocatevfor the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for ‘the
Respondents states as follows :-

(a) The benefit of A.C.P. is given to all Applicants.
(Except Applicants No.2 and 30).

(b) Grant of benefit to applicant No.2 has to

remain in abeyance because decision as

' regards his suspension is not taken, and his
eligibility is yet to be decided. .

(c) In so far as Applicant No.30 is concerned, his
claim requires to be re-examined because
there are certain pracedural snags, in deciding
applicant’s pay etc. due to his deputatjon.

3. It is hoped that case of Applicant no.30 would be
examined and appropriate - decision would be taken

without loss of time instead of driving this Tribunal to take

recourse to the proceeding of law of Contempt.

4, . Decision as regards applicant no.2 as well be

expedited.

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

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

Respondents.
6 $.0.t008.11.2016. ‘ %
—
{A.H, loshi, J.
\ , Chairman



(G.C.P} d 2260 (A} (50,000—2-2015) 8pl- MA'MT-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI
Original Application No. = ™ " of 20 ‘ DIS’I‘R'ICT
L Apphcant/s
(ADVOCAte . vvirrnriveerinn ettt aeae i re ey rererraens )
UVgrsisy ]
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer....... e pre e et r et r e e )

Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Caram,
Appsarunce, Tribunal’s orders or ) Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar's orders

Date : 08.09.2016.

M.A.No.285 of 2016 in O.A.N0.359 of 2016 (A’bad)

rhe State of Maha. & Ors. ..Applicants (Or. Respondents)

Vs, o
Shri G.3. Dhale & Ors. -.Respondents (Or. Applicant)
i Heard Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting  Officer for the Applicants ~ (Org.
Respondents).  None for the Respondents (Org.

Applicant).

. Record shows that notices are not collected by
the C.P.0. Heiundertakes to serve notice and prays to

extend returnable date.

3. Returnable date is extended till 27.10.2016.

\
| e Clairman) ~TAH. JoshiYF&v™
T Sotiion) A Chairman

e TV RS ki, 0. For
biio i Cord Regp)
Bhne r{a‘nr_ —F'-r/

(S Tnoa i3 [m ﬂ-"’)])

L'aZ8

(270,




Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corum,

Appearance, Tribunul's orders or
divections and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

A Torrn 311111"

| iy

Date : 08.09.2016.

M.A.No.142 of 2016 in C.A.No.33 of 2016 in
0.A.No.796 of 2012 with C.A.No.33 of 2016 in
0.A.No0.796 of 2012

‘R.P. Bahsod & Ors. ... Applicants.
Versus

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

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

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

“(a) The benefit of A.C.P. is given to all Applicants.
(Except Applicants No.2 and 30).

(b) Grant of benefit to applicant No.2 has to

remain in abeyance because decision as

' regards his suspension is not taken, and his
eligibility is yet to be decided. .

(¢) In so far as Applicant No.30 is concerned, his
claim requires to be re-examined because
there are certain procedural snags, in deciding
applicant’s pay etc..due to his deputation.

3. it is hoped that case of Applicant no.30 would be
examined and appropriate decision would be taken
without ioss of time instead of driving this Tribunal to take

recourse to the proceeding of law of Contempt.

4. « Decision as regards applicant no.2 as well be

expedited.

5. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed to learned P.O..
Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the

Respondents.

6 S.0.to 08.11.2016. Q

_ -

(A.H. Joshi, J.
' , Chairman
prk




{Advocate

VeErsis

The State of Maha_rashﬁra and others

{Presenting Officer

..... Respondent/s

- Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurunce, Tribunal’s orduers or

directions and Registrur’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: cg\q\\ g

CONAM :

et Anc A

Adverute oF the Applicant

onde

M‘calmca cLhh
) |
C.p. OO forthe Resp ‘

.5'.@ Ao \6]q\\6

Shri K.P. Patil & 2 ors.
Vs. :
The State of Mah. & ors.

. ... Applicants
... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri- N.K.
Rajpurchit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

Smt. Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants insists on interim orders more or less like
the interim orders made by the learned Judicial
Member of this Tribunal in OA 538/2015, dated 23rd
July, 2015. Smt. Mahajan submits that in any case,
an order should be made that three posts for DT (A)
category should not be filled-up even if promotions to
the other category people are given. Liberty is
reserved for the Applicants to renew this request on
the next date and in the meanwhile, 1] make it clear
that henceforth, if any promotion is effected, the said
promotees must be made known about the pending

‘hereof and the further fact that the said promotion

shall be subject to the ultimate outcome hereof.. The
Respondents must keep the relevant record for the
perusal of this Bench on the next date.

S.0. to 16t September, 2016. Hamdast.

Member (J)
08.09.2016

(skw)

[(rro.




(G.CP.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) |Spl.- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.© =+~ ' of 20 ‘ " DISTRICT
' ‘ [ Applicant/s
(Advocate ..., ;yecarreene o v geaerniraee eregererren )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OQfficer......ooooovverienrinen PP . )
Oftfice Notes, Office Memorandy of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ovders or Tribunal's orders
directions uand Registrar’s orders
| Date : 08.09.2016.
0.A.No.670 of 2016
Dr. C.G. Gaikwad ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the

‘learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. learned Advocate for the Applicant has

tendered apology for failing to collect Tribunal’s notice.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for

1 enlargement of returnable date.

4. ' Returnable date is extended to 10.11.2016.

5. 5.0.t010.11.2016. - cﬁ

-—

- —j'v-'\\l "“m
~{AH. Joshi ],
Chairman

sba

(PTO.




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50 000—2-2015) =pl- MAT-F-2 I

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAX

Original Application No. ‘ o of 20 Digrricr
: o Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE oo e )
Uersus
The Staie of Maharashtra and vchers
. espondent/s

(Presenting Officer........ PR Vo

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, 'I'ribunal’s orders or ' Tribunul's arders
directions and RHegistrar’s orders ' 0. A No. 784 Of 2016
Shri 8.R. Sapate Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Shri AJ.
Chougule, learned  Presenting  Officer for the

Respondents,

2. Ld. PO has tendered copy of order dated
27.7.2016. It is taken on record. '

3. ‘With this order the purpose of filing OA s
accomplished and the OA has become infructuous and

the same is disposed off accordingly.  §

/-

(A.H. Joshi, ‘J”)«r A

o\ oo | Chairman
g ] )
T 3"11”’ ———— ' 8.9.2016

(5g))

mne B e eyl

A

e




(G.C.P) ] 2260 (A) (50,000—12-2015) Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo, ~ ' of 20 ’ ) o st?TRigT ‘ ‘
’ , . ... Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o S e )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(PreséntingOfﬁcer,....,............,...,....,..,,,, ........................ e )
Office Notes, Ottice Memoranda of Coram, .
Appeurance, Tribupal's arders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orders :
Date : 08.09.2016.
- 0.A.No.781 of 2016
Smt. M.R. Ghate ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. " Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. It is seen from order dated 28.7.2016 learned

P.O. waived service.

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that it

s not possible to waives service due to deficiency of

staff.

i Applicant is to serve fresh notice. on the
Respendents.

b. Applicant is directed to serve Tribunal’s notice

Thartan) bn the Respondents as per the standing practice.

, . Q
B8 Pandvodden

o R By AR Todiy ,
' S e : Chairman
Bba

-

[ IRy

b. 5.0.t0 8.11.2016.

[PTO,




(nC.RY J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2013} 1Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - Gl of 20 ‘ ' DisTRICT
5 “ Api)licant/s
(AdvORAte .o e ereeeaeeees ferereree s )
parsus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. e erereearerereaenreees it N )
Ottice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coruph,
ApPLuranue, Tribupal's orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Rogistrap's orders
_ _ i , ‘ e
Date : 08.09.2016.
0.A.No.440 of 2016
shri P.U. Rathod « ...Applicant
Vs, .
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate

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

presenting Officer for the Respondents.

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

That the matter of assignment of Deemed Date.
is pending for the G.A.D.s approval and the
department has to wait till appropriate decision
from the G.A.D. and F.D. A

3. Steps as may be completed from time to time

would be reported on the next date.

4. Learned p.0. for the Respondents prays for a

month’s time.

Time as prayed foris granted.

5.0.t07.11.2016. 9\
(AH. Joshi, ) [
Chairman

Ady. To. 7‘11119 ................................
Bl

[

sha

[ATO.




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000-—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.- e of 20 ' "Disrricr
..... Applicant/s
L]
(AAVOCAREE |y renenens vt e, )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OfflCer. .. i iee e i eeeie e e en e ver e s )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ar Tribunal’s orders
diregtions und Registrar's orders )
Date : 08.09.2016.
L] N
0.A.No.583 of 2015
S.S. Talekar = ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. "~ ...Respondents.
1. Heard - Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the

learned Presénting Officer for the Respondents.

2., Liberty to move before Division Bench for Final

Hearing at the earliest. \

(AL~
——
i _é\ﬂhf'—ﬁ_ : Y7 O

Chairman

P R l'r:"}‘ﬂ) pl’k

O A e dd,

S SAan Pl

[
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HGCPD J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015)

: : ISpl- MAT-F-2 I,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No.

(Advocate

MUMBAI

DistricT

Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting O 0T e e

Respondent/s

.......... o)

Oftice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurunce, Tribunal's orders or

directions - and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’'s orders

DATE : %‘lﬂllé ,
CORAM :

T iNice Chal ‘
Hor'ble Chei R. B. MALIX (Member) I
CAPPEARANCE: |

Artvieate for the Apnlicant

dts

C.P.ORoerthc Respon

o 0 8 ‘Av[l(sgu.c'zcﬁ f

M.A.349/2016 in O.A.905/2016——
Shri K.P. Patil & 2 ors. Applicants
Vs. .
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the- . Applicants and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents. ‘ '

This MA has been filed to sue jointly. As all
the Applicants are seeking similar relief, the MA to
sue jointly is allowed, subject to payment of Court
Fees, if not already paid. -

o

(R.B _
Member (J)
08.09.2016

TRUE copy

Azats Qg i
=S Renistrar/R

Matroe . SiraResenarch
Tarashirg Aas‘ninése.‘rénw ]_rff£§6f
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(G.C.R) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 B,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No,- - =7~ of 20 - Distaicr ‘
: v Applicant/s
(Advocate ... s R |
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

© (Presenting Officer. oo Feretrersrere e e )

Oftige Nutes, Office Memorands of Coram,
Appesrance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal' s orders
dirgotions and Registrar's orders

Date : 08.09.2016.
C.A.N0.130 of 2015 in O.A. No 308 of 2012

Shri 8.S. Padare Appllcant

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

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

Respondents’.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that
officer who is suppoéed to instruct him is unable to
come becuase his daughter is suffering from serious
iilness on account of Dengue and therefore he was

unalbe to arrive to instruct the {earned C.P.O.

: 3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for
P e or i L s [ imman) |weeks time.

R b A

ol . 4.  5.0.t020.9.2016.

‘E — \\\"" chv\&%'ﬂl’l* | (AH Joshi!

Chalrman
sba

Ad). Tuugr@\ﬂ]]b.._..

[ 1

(BT




CAAVOCALE < oeieiiiieeririe e eeaeste e rras e )

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

(Presenting Q)T U U PP O OV PP PR PTPRTPRTLY )

Qttice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s ovrders or Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar’s orders

Date : 08.09.2016.

C.A.No0.131 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.907 of 2012

P.A. Vanje;-i ... Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondeynts.
1. Heard Shri B A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for.the Apphcant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohnt the

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2+ Learned Advocate prays for time till 24.10.2016 to
address as well as take steps required to be taken after

admission of Contempt Petition.

3. Adjourned to 24.10.2016. \
parr: . 3|al18 ‘ e C:7//
T (A.H. Joshi, J K
Lo : ) ' Chairman
o pl’k

\\w %ajwrm?c

L‘.. RN

Adﬂu}‘x\lo\lb

—

7
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(G.C.P) d 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) |5pl.- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Na. -~ = ! of 20 ~ DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOUALE e )
uér'sus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

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

Ofttice Nutei;, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's oyders

Date : 08.09.2016.
0.A.N0.340 of 2016 with 0.A.No.341 of 2016

Shri K.V. Sawant [0.A.No.340 of 2016)
Shri D.G. Pilankar {0.A.No.341 of 2016)  ..Applicants

- Vs, ‘
The State of Mah. & Ors. .:Respondents
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate

for the Applicénts and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. fd_r the Respondents prays for a
week’s time for enabling her to make a statment
furtherance to query framed by this Tribunal in order

dated 10.08.2016.

T 3. S5.0.1026.09.2016. Y\

o) A / .
S f

‘Chairman

o by B

sba

(PTO),



(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spi. MaTF2 Bl
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
-MUMBAI

Original Application No. S of 20 0 Istwicr
’ ‘ Applicant/s
(Advuce;te ............................................................. )
versis
The State of Mz‘xhabra:shtru and ovlers
‘ . k(.&‘bl)ﬁl]de“t/ﬁ

(Presenting Officer.........oo e, )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appeurance, Lribunal’s orders or Tripanal’ s virdecs
directions and Registrar’s urders L 0O.A. No.337 Of 2016
Smt. S.A. Chavan .Applicant
V.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Miss Neelima

Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the Reépondcnts.
2. Ld. PO prays for time for filing reply.

3. Hence, adjourned to 24. 10. 2016

(A H. JOShl J?/

Chalrman
892016

DATE : %\q\]L (sgj)

CORAM

i ©fE gk (Chatrmang

& —amber) A

Mane -?Wm, ).
L <Ak b

[0




(G.C.PY J 2260 A) (5U,000---2-2010) Sple MATEFZ B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE Ti HHJNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. S of 20 T DrsrR
: L Applicant/s
(Advocate ................... B IR R R )
ersiey

The State of Maharashtra and othces
Kespondent/s

(Presenting Officer........oon e e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corumn,

Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or : dribunal’s ordois
directions and Registrar’s orders O.A No.840 Of 2015
Shri S.S. Shelke .Applicant
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the -Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad; learncd

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

-~

2. Ld. PO has tendered affidavit affirmed by Dy.

Secretary, Home Department. It is taken on record.

3. Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate prays for time
to consider. whether he wants to accept the decision
communicated to him by the Government through letter

dated 19.3.2016 or otherwise.

4. Time granted.
5. S.0.106.10.2016. AN
(AH. Josl'ii','J.f/(' v
Chairman
8.92016
(sgj)

..............

.............
LS T PP PO,
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(G.C.R) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) : |Spl- MATI-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Nb. T of 20 ) " DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ...ooveveeinnn e e )
Udrsies
The State of Maharashtra and others
R Respondent/s
(Presenting OffIcer. ..o i e et e )
Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’'s orders
directions and Registrar's orders ’
Date 7 08.09.2016.
0.A.No.801 of 2016
T.M. Munge ... Applicant.
Versus
The IState of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respandents.
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting _Ofﬂcer for the Respondents.

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

(a) Affidavit-in-reply  required to “be filed
furtherance to the directions given by this
Tribunal on 06.09.2016 is ready and would be
filed.

+ (b} tLearned P.O. on examining its purport would
 file proper affidavit before next date.

3. 5.0.1022.098.2016.

* T halnman) Qt/ u
= '..‘Liux}—A

—AH. Joshi Y

_ j. {NV\U\W) p‘l“‘\"“j‘\n - Chairman
SR ’\><‘5 ﬁa\kwc_,}

o

e

(PTO



(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015) ’ pEple MAT B2 b

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. C of 20 - Disrrics
- Applicands
(AAVOCALE i )
versity

The State of Maharashira and viliees
. Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfficer.......omin e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coramn,

Appeuaranece, Tribunal’s orders or ' Teunul’s weders
directions and Registrar’s orders - () A NO 409 Of 2016
Shri K.G. Sarang . ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss Neelima 'Gohad, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Lonkar, Ld. Advocate for the applicant prays
for two months time to secure copy of representation
submitted by him before Govt. due to which order of

fresh appointment came to be issued.

3. In view of the request of L.d. Advocate for the
“applicant adjourned to 21.11.2016. 0
(AT JOShl JQ)/ ’

Chairman
8.9.2016

(sgj)




(G.C.Py J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Sphe MAT-E2

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. ‘ of 20 ' DnsrrIcT
Applicant/s
CAAVOCALE ..o e e B )

Uersius
The State of Mahavashtra and cthers
. Kespondeot/s

(Presenting Officer......... B PP |

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coratn,

Appearance, ribunal’s orders or Tribunul’'s ordess
directions and Registrar’s orders B “CA NQSS of 2016 in O.A. N0422 of 2014
Shri S.B. Pawaskar . Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate -
for the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondcnts.

2. Ld. PO states that affidavit is received. It is not
properly drafted and time may be granted for filing

proper affidavit.

3. Ld. PO prays for two weeks time for filing proper
affidavit.

: \
4. S.0. 10 5.10.2016.
pate: 2lal1k : _ , C//’/

remove: ' . — ‘
e ; (AH. Joshi, J.)
Chrrmang '

oA Chairman
8.9.2016

. (sgi
G Bandcddar |

Ad). ‘b..'f?—\\(’\wlb'

§ 1o
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[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
f 20 ‘ 7. DISTRICT - |
o ' ... Applicant/s
L] .
)
Versus ‘
s of Maharashtré and others
..... Respondent/s
................................ DS
Tribunal’s orders’ .
Date' : 08.09.2016.
'0.A.N0.998 of 2015
K.A. Kedar . ' ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Preseanting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad has tendered
affldaVIt -in- reply on behalf of Respondent No.3, Joint
Director, Sports & Youth Servuces Dlrectorate M. S Pune.

It is taken on record.

3. Learned Advocate Shri K.R; Jagdale for the

Applicant 'pra_ys for time to study and address.

4, [n view of the foregoing, Adjourned to 12.09.2016.

N
o ot

‘ Chairman
prk



Spl.- MAT-F-2 F

ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
of 20 " DistricT _ .
S . o ‘ o Applica}lt/s
........... )
L]
versus
of Maharashtra and others
..... . Respondent/s
................................ )
Tribunal’s orders
Date : 08.09.2016.
0.A.No0.688 of 2016
L] . )
R.l. Ingawale ' ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents..
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advogcate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Of_ficer for the Respondents.
2. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan for the
Applicant prays for time to study and argue.

t

3. In view of foregoing, adjourned to 12.09.2016.

Chairman

mm?f(m“’\

prk ‘



[Bpl.- MAT-I2 k.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

-MUMBAIL
of 20 ‘  - ' Disteigr |
' e Applicant/s
............ ) .
versus
: of Maharafshtra and others’
..... Respondent/s

Tribunal’s orders

[}

Date : 08.09.2016.

C.A. No 70 of 2016 in 0.A.No.42 of 2015

N.K. More _ | .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ...Respondents.
| . ! . 2
Pl Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant ‘and'Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
Ly .

2. . Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurchit for the
RespOndents states as follows :-

Time may be granted till 12.09.2016, for enablmg
him to make a statement as to the time frame
within ‘which remaining compliance of the order
would be done. :

3. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 12.09.2016.
h 1
T LT, WY MA
' , (A .H. Joshi, J. '
Chairman

prk




\Sple MAT-F-2 E.

DMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
TUMBAI

20 | ; o - Dwsstpier
e Applicant/s
........ )
Uersus
f Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
....................... verenar) |
Tribunal’s orders
| Date 0B 09:2016 ‘ .
| O.A.N0.683 of 2015
A.S. Bhos.a!el | , | ‘ ... Applicant,
Vgrsus
The Statt.e’of Maharashtra & Ors.. ‘ ....Respondehts.
1. Heara_ Shri  A.V. Bandiwadekar, the . learned |

Advocate for the Applicant, Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the leafned
Presenting Officer for the Respondent No.1 and Shri M.D.

Lonkar, the learned Advocate for Respondent No.2.

2. Due to paucity of time, adjourned to 12.09.2016 at

the bottom of board. A

—TAH. o

Chairman
1 prk




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

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE: B ] . i l <
CORAM :
Hon’ble Shri. RAHY AGARWAL
(¥ice - Chairman)
Hew'hlo Shri R B, MALIE (Momber)
APPEARANCE:

s s re 3 1 B

SrilSeit Lo hl‘“““:

Advocute for the Applicast | B
— LRG0, for the Respondenss

S0 o gl

=" L

M.A.487/2015 in O.A.422/2016

Shri S.M. Jadhav ... Applicant

, Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

“Issue notice returnable on 06.10.2016.

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

" Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing auly

_authenticated by Registi‘y, along with complete paper book

of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
hearing.

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 1!
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation ana
alternate remedy are kept open.

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

$.0. to 06 October, 2016.
=

| v Sd/- Sd/- Jl

“TIR/B. Malik)  (Rejjiv Agafwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
08.09.2016 08.09.2016

(skw) '
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

MISC. APPLICATION NO.345 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.611 OF 2015

DISTRICT : KOLHAPUR

1. The State of Mah. & Anr. )...Applicants
(Ori. Respondents)
Versus
Shri Abdul A.G. Patel. )...Respondent

(Ori. Applicant)

Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, Presenting Officer for Applicants (Ori.
Respondents)

Shri M.D. Lonkar, Advocate for Respondent (Ori.
Applicant)

CORAM : RAJIV AGARWAL (VICE-CHAIRMAN)
R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)

DATE : 08.09.2016

PER : R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL)

w

O~



ORDER

1. This Misc. Application is presented by the State
of Maharashtra being the original Respondent No.l to the
disposed of OA seeking extension of time of three months
to file Review Application in the above referred order on the
OA.

2. The Affidavit-in-reply has not been filed but it is

utterly unnecessary to protract the matter in that behalf.

3. We have perused the record and proceedings and
heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting.Ofﬁcer
for the Applicants (Ori. Respondents} and Shri M.D,
Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the Respondent (Ori.

Applicant).

4. The order on the OA was made on 28.6.2016.
We quashed and set aside the order therein impugned and
the Applicant was exonerated from the DE and the
punishment awarded to him was quashed and set aside. A
direction was given to the original Respondents to restore
to the Applicant his full pension and refund arrears of
amounts deducted as a result of the impugned order. We

further made it clear that his full pension became payable

C_\.

<



forthwith, which should be paid to him regularly and the
arrears were to be paid within a period of four weeks from
the date of our order, failing which that amount would
carry interest at 12% p.a. from the date of deduction till
actual payment. A cost of Rs.5,000/- was imposed to be
deposited within four weeks in the Office of this Tribunal to

be paid to the Applicant on a proper identification.

S. The MA is made by Shri D.L. Thorat, Joint
Secretary in the Office of Revenue and Forest. In the first
place, we find that this application is made much after the
period of four weeks that was granted to them to comply
with our order and that speaks volumes in ‘the matter of
sincerity or rather complete lack of it in the manner they
have moved in this matter. There is no point in
mentioning as to when the copy became available, etc.
because the order was pronounced in the open Court and
if the concerned Officer was not present, he has to take the
consequences. At this stage, it may also be mentioned in
fairness to Smt. Gaikwad, the learned P.O. that instead a
period of three months, only one month’s extension was
being sought. We are not prepared to grant the extension
of even one day let alone one month. From the tenor of the
application read in the light of the submissions at the Bar,

it appears that in all probability, it was in the beginning,

Nt




there was under contemplation to challenge our order
before the Hon’ble High Court and thereafter, ultimately,
they settled with the option of filing the R.A. We must
repeat times out of number that the entire conduct of the
Applicants hereof is totally and completely lackadaisical
and is also in the manner of speaking disdainful to the
’I‘ribunal‘. ‘There is also no inkling to show that the need to
comply with our order was present in their mind.
Somehow or the other, there was a move to take the whole
thing casually and taken the Tribunal thtly. For how,
otherwise, can one explain as to why at least the cost was
not deposited in this Tribunal.which was to have been
deposited within four weeks. We are completely satisfied
that there is no satisfactory reason for granting any
extension and on the contrary, stern action needs to be
taken for the deliberate disregard of this Tribunal at least
in so far as the cost was concerned and we are so minded
as to impose an additional cost of Rs.10,000/- which we do
hereby do. That amount of Rs.10,000/- along with the
amount of Rs.5,000/- already ordered to be deposited, be
deposited in the Office of this Tribunal within one week
from today. The same upon deposit, be paid over to the
Applicant on proper identification within four weeks
thereafter. If the amount of cost is not deposited as

directed just now, the matter be placed before us even if



this MA will no longer be pending on 19th September, 2016
for consideration of suo-motu contempt action. With this,

the Misc. Application stands disposed of. Hamdast.

(

: L o
(R(Malik) (Rdjiv Agarwal)
Member-J Vice-Chairman
08.09.2016 08.09.2016

Mumbai
Date : 08.09.2016
Dictation taken by :

S.K. Wamanse.
E:\SANJAY WAMANSE\JUDGMENTS\QO 16\9 September, 2016\M.A.345.16.w.9.2016.doc
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MUMBAI

Original Application No.

(Advocate

The State of Maharashtra and others

of 20

DistrICT
. Applicant/s

versus

Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer.............ooiviiviiniienn, e e e y)

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

DATE ; iS[C1llé;

CORAM :

J;:‘u”!‘!"(’ . (“hq"rm'in} -
Ghla T ol s r N
Her'vle Thri BB, MALLL (Member) I
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Tribunal’s orders

~ML.A.349/2016 in O:A;905/2016—

... Applicants

Shri K.P. Patil & 2 ors.
Vs. :
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.

This MA has been filed to sue jointly. As all

the Applicants are seeking similar relief, the MA to
sue jointly is allowed, subject to payment of Court

Fees, if not already paid. R ) »
o \\C,v ;
/
Sd/- ) \%
(R.B. Malik) ™ “

Member (J)
08.09.2016

(ékw)
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MUMBAL

QOriginal Aﬁxppli(jation No.

“of 20

DistrIiCT
..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE Luertiiiieieeaen s )
versits
The State of Maharrashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting O LG e eeeeeeeeeeeeeesesb e eneeceeneeeesm e anns )l

- Offiee Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Corim,
Appeurance, Tribunui’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE :__ %\q\\ 6

dc sia

Advonie for the Applicant

C. .06 torTie Respond

\5:)q\\6’.

ALPRBRRSRNEE

. 5.0 +o

ch«dw cur&t— .

£ |

0.A.905/2016

Shri K.P. Patil & 2 ors.
Vs. :
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicants
... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri N.K
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

Smt. Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants insists on interim orders more or less like
the interim orders made by. the learned Judicial
Member of this Tribunal in OA 538/2015, dated 23
July, 2015. Smt. Mahajan submits that in any case,
an order should be made that three posts for DT (A)
category should not be filled-up even if promotions to
the other category people are given. Liberty 1s
reserved for the Applicants 1o renew this request on
the next date and in the meanwhile, I make it clear
that henceforth, if any promotion is effected, the said
promotees must be made known about the pending
‘hereof and the further fact that the said promotion
shall be subject to the ultimate outcome hereof.. The
Respondents must keep the relevant record for the
perusal of this Bench on the next date.

S.0. to 16 September, 2016. Hamdast.
-t

( -
Sd/- —
s %
—{R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
08.09.2016
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