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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 545 of 2020 

DISTRICT : PUNE 

Shri Bharat A. Waghmare 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Others 	)...Respondents 

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

Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the Responden 
no.'. 

CORAM 	 Justice Mridula it Bhatkar (Chairperson) 

DATE 	 08.10.2020 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondent no. 1. 

2. The applicant who is working as District Resettlement Officer 

Pune, challenges the order dated 1.10.2020 passed by Respondent no. 1, 

transferring him to Solapur as Deputy District Returning Officer, in place 

of Shri Uttam Patil, Respondent no. 2, who was working as District 

Supply Officer, Solapur. 

3. Learned counsel for the applicant Mr Bandiwadekar challenges 

order on the following ground:- 

(a) 	Applicant was not due for transfer, as he took charge at Solapur 
on 26.11.2018. 
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(b) Special case not made out not only for the applicant as well as 
Respondent no. 2. 

(c) The case of the applicant was not placed before Civil Services 
Board (C.S.B). 

(d) He also submits that while transferring Respondent no. 2, the 
policy of the Government dated 7.7.2020 is violated because the 
transfers are to be made including special transfers only before 
31.7.2020. 

4. 	Learned P.O submits that applicant is transferred in public 

interest because departmental enquiry is initiated and there are many 

complaints against him. Learned P.O submits that procedure under 

Rule 4(4)(ii) & 4(5) of the Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation 

of Transfers and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official Duties Act, 

2005 (hereinafter referred as 'ROT Act 2005' for brevity). 

7. 	5.0 to 5.11.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar, J.) 
Chairperson 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 08.10.2020 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 
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(G.C.P.) J 2959(3) (50,000-3-2017) [SpI.- MAT-F-2 E. • 

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

13.10.2020 

O.A.No.545 of 2020 

B.A. Waghmare 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, 

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Speaking to minutes taken on record. In this 

matter of transfer no stay was granted by the Tribunal 

It was specifically orally said so in the open l'iourt and 

in the presence of both learned Counsel for the 

Applicant and learned C.P.O. for the Respondents. 

3. 	However, the order was placed before me on 

Thursday, 08.10.2020 for granting stay to the transfer. 

The said order was signed and uploaded on that day. 

The learned C.P.O. after going through that order at 

night has contacted me telephonically and pointed out 

the mistake. I agreed to that. I have directed the  

learned C.P.O. to point out this mistake by email to the  

Registrar and send the copy to learned Counsel Shri  

A.V. Bandiwadekar. Accordingly, she sent the email. 

Therefore the matter is today taken on board for 

correction of the order. Meanwhile I made enquiry 

with my P.S. Mr. Nair who was on dais on thE t day and 

has transcribed the order. He explained that on that 

day group of 5 matters of learned Advocate Shri A.V. 

Bandiwadekar for transfer were placed on board. Out 

of 5 matters, in 4 matters the stay was granted 

however in one matter as the facts were different the 

stay was not granted. But while transcribing the same 

he got confused and hurriedly this order was typed like 

other 4 matters. It is true that on that day for 5 

matters for urgent circulation of transfer of learned 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

ounsel Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar were on the board 

nd out of 5 matters in 4 matters interim stay was 

ranted and this matter which is at serial no 6 on the 

oard on 08.10.2020 and no stay was granted. Today 

hen it was pointed out to learned Counsel Shri A.V. 

andivvadekar has fairly conceded and agreed for 

ctification of the order. He submitted that he has 

ccordingly informed his client. 

Thus, in order dated 08.10.2020 :- 

(i) In paragraph 4 from the word 'It appears 

prima facie' till `in accordance with law' 
be deleted. 

(ii) Paragraphs 5 and 6 be entirely deleted. 

Issue notice before admission returnable on 

0.10.2020. 

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at 

t is stage and separate notice for final disposal shall 

of be issued. 

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 

espondent intimation/notice of date of hearing duly 

uthenticated by Registry, along with complete paper 

ook of 0.A.. Private service is allowed in view of this 

esent COVID-19 Pandemic situation. Respondents 

e put to notice that the case would be taken up for 

nal disposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 

the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal 

rocedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as 

Imitation and alternate remedy are kept open. 

The service may be done by Hand delivery, 

peed post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained 

nd produced along with affidavit of compliance in the 

egistry within one week. Applicant is directed to file 

ffidavit of compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 20.10.2020. 

IMridula Bhakar ii-----T--  
Chairperson 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 548 OF 2020 

DISTRICT : RAIGAD 

Shri Gaman R. Gavit 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra 8; Others 	)...Respondents 

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

Shri A.J Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent no. 1. 

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for Respondent no. 2. 

CORAM 	 Justice Mridula R. Bhatkar (Chairperson) 

DATE 	 08.10.2020 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Shri A.J Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for Respondent 

no. 1 and Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for Respondent no. 2. 

2. The applicant earlier working as Tahsildar, Murud-Janjira, Dist-

Raigad, challenges the order dated 1.10.2020 passed by Respondent no. 

1, under which the Respondent no. 2 is transferred in place of applicant 

from Mumbai. 

3. Learned counsel for the applicant Mr Bandiwadekar challenges 

order on the following ground:- 

(a) 	His transfer order is not issued so his post is vacant. 

(b) 	He is not given posting. 

\AZ 
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(c) It is at the request of Respondent no. 2. 

(d) Applicant was not due for transfer, as he took charge at Mum- 
Janjira on 13.9.2019. 

(e) Special case not made out only for the applicant as well as 
Respondent no. 2. 

(f) The case of the applicant was not placed before Civil Services 
Board (C.S.B). 

(g)  
policy of the Government dated 7.7.2020 is violated because the 
He also submits that while transferring Respondent no. 2, the 

transfers are to be made including special transfers only before 
31.7.2020. 

5. Learned counsel for Respondent no. 2 submits that she has made 

a request for her transfer to Murud-Janjira on account of her husband's 

health. 

6. Learned P.O submits that the applicant will be given a posting 

soon by issuing transfer order by the Respondents. 

7. The applicant was not due for transfer. The competent authority is 

empowered to transfer by following the rules and procedure under Rule 

4(4)(ii) 86 4(5) of the Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation of 

Transfers and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official Duties Act, 

2005 (hereinafter referred as 'ROT Act 2005' for brevity). It appears 

prima facie from the submissions made before the Tribunal that the 

procedure is not followed by the authority competent to transfer. 

Further, it is to be noted that it is a settled position of law that no 

Government servant is to be transferred at the whims and fancies by any 

authority competent to transfer. The transfers should be in accordance 

with law. 

8. Reliance is placed on the judgment of this Tribunal in 0.A 

300/2020, Shri R.G Lande Vs. State of Maharashtra 86 Ors, decided on 

6.10.2020, wherein in paragraph 41, it is held as below:- 

41. 	It is obligatory on the part of the State to act fairly, so the 
orders to be passed with reasons assuring the transparency in the 
administration. It is noticed that on certain occasions, the orders 
passed by the competent authority are not found legal for want of 
compliance of ROT Act 2005', hence they are challenged. 
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Therefore, following points are required to be mentioned while 
placing the proposal/ submission for mid-term/tenure transfer 
under Section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of the 'ROT Act 2005' before the 
competent authority, so that further litigation can be avoided and 
reduced. 

(a) Special reasons or exceptional circumstances or how special 
case is made out. 

(b) The recommendations of Civil Services Board (C.S.B). 

(c) The place from where the Government servant is to be 
transferred to which Department and to which post. 

(d) The policy, circular or decision issued on the relevant time if 
relevant to transfer, is to be specified in the proposal. 

(e) Reference of earlier judicial orders, if passed by the Court/ 
Tribunal. 

9. Prima facie case is made out that the transfer order is issued 

without following due procedure. Hence the transfer order dated 

1.10.2020 is stayed. Respondent no. 2 is directed-  to go back to Mumbai 

and take charge of her earlier post. 

10. 5.0 to 5.11.2020. 

(Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.) 
Chairperson 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 08.10.2020 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 

D:\Anil  Nair \Judgments \ 2020 \ 1.10.2020 \ 0.A 548.20 Transfer order challenged, SB. 8.10.20.doc 
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IN THE MAHARASHTFtA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 544 OF 2020 WITH CAVEAT 
APPLICATION NO. 43 OF 2020 

DISTRICT : KOLHAPUR 

Shri Dinesh Jagannath Parge 
	

)...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra 86 Others 
	)...Respondents 

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

Ms Swati Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the 
Respondent no. 1. 

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for Respondent no. 2. 

CORAM 	 Justice Mridula R. Bhatkar (Chairperson) 

DATE 	 08.10.2020 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the 

Respondent no. 1 and Sint Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for  

Respondent no. 2. 

2. In the present matter, caveat is filed by private person 

Respondent no. 2, Shri D.J Parge. 

3. The applicant earlier working as Tahsildar, Gadhinglaj, Dist-

Kolhapur challenges the order dated 1.10.2020 passed by Respondent 

no. 1, under which the Respondent no. 2 is transferred in place of 

applicant from Sangli. 

4. Learned counsel for the applicant Mr Bandiwadekar challenges 

order on the following ground:- 

(a) 	His transfer order is not issued so his post is vacant. 
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(b) He is not given posting. 

(c) ' It is at the request of Respondent no. 2. 

(d) Applicant was not due for transfer, as he took charge at 
Gadhinglaj on 7.9.2019. 

(e) Special case not made out only for the applicant as well as 
Respondent no. 2. 

(f) The case of the applicant was not placed before Civil Services 
Board (C.S.B). 

(g) He also submits that while transferring Respondent no. 2, the 
policy of the Government dated 7.7.2020 is violated because the 
transfers are to be made including special transfers only before 
31.7.2020. 

5. Learned counsel for Respondent no. 2 submits that he has already 

taken charge on 6.10.2020 and to that effect she has submitted letter. 

6. Learned C.P.O submits that the applicant will be given a posting 

soon by issuing transfer order by the Respondents. 

7. On query, learned C.P.O on instructions from the officer Shri 

Prasad R. Shinde, Section Officer, Revenue & Forest Department, 

Mantralaya, Mumbai, present in the Court, submits that in the Civil 

Services Board, the name of the Respondent no. 2 was placed for 

transfer. However, C.S.B did not recommend the transfer of Respondent 

no. 2, on the ground that he was not due for transfer. The case of the 

applicant was never placed before the C.S.B for transfer. She accepts 

that the Respondent no. 2 is transferred at his request. 

8. The applicant was not due for transfer, so also Respondent no. 2. 

The competent authority is empowered to transfer by following the rules 

and procedure under Rule 4(4)(ii) & 4(5) of the Maharashtra Government 

Seri/ants Regulation of Transfers and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of 

Official Duties Act, 2005 (hereinafter referred as 'ROT Act 2005' for 

brevity). It appears prima facie from the submissions made before the 

Tribunal that the procedure is not followed by the authority competent to 

transfer. Further, it is to be noted that it is a settled position of law that 

no Government servant is to be transferred at the whims and fancies of 
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transferred at the whims and fancies by any authority competent to 

transfer. The transfers should be in accordance with law. 

9. 	Reliance is placed on the judgment of this Tribunal in 0.A 

300/2020, Shri R.G Lande Vs. State of Maharashtra 86 Ors, decided on 

6.10.2020, wherein in paragraph 41, it is held as below:- 

41. 	It is obligatory on the part of the State to act fairly, so the 
orders to be passed with reasons assuring the transparency in the 
administration. It is noticed that on certain occasions, the orders 
passed by the competent authority are not found legal for want of 
compliance of 'ROT Act 2005', hence they are challenged. 
Therefore, following points are required to be mentioned while 
placing the proposal/ submission for mid-term/tenure transfer 
under Section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of the 'ROT Act 2005' before the 
competent authority, so that further litigation can be avoided and 
reduced. 

(a) Special reasons or exceptional circumstances or how special 
case is made out. 

(b) The recommendations of Civil ServiceS.  Board. 

(c) The place from where the Government servant is to be 
transferred to which Department and to which post. 

(d) The policy, circular or decision issued on the relevant time if 
relevant to transfer, is to be specified in the proposal. 

(e) Reference of earlier judicial orders, if passed by the Court/ 
Tribunal. 

10. 	Prima facie case is made out that the transfer order issued is 

without following due procedure. Hence the transfer order dated 

1.10.2020 is stayed. Respondent no. 2 is directed to go back to Sangli 

and take charge of his earlier post. 

11. 	S.0 to 5.11.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar, J.) 
Chairperson 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 08.10.2020 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 

\Anil Nair \Judgments \ 2020 \ 1.10.2020 \ 0.A 544.20 Transfer order challenged, SB. 8.10.20.doe 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 545 O F 20 2e 

DISTRICT : PUNE 

Shri Bharat A. Waghmare 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Others 	)...Respondents 

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

Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent 
no.l. 

CORAM 	 Justice Mridula R. Bhatkar (Chairperson) 

DATE 	 08.10.2020 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondent no. 1. 

2. The applicant who is working as District Resettlement Officer 

Pune, challenges the order dated 1.10.2020 passed by Respondent no. 1, 

transferring him to Solapur as Deputy District Returning Officer, in place 

of Shri Uttam Patil, Respondent no. 2, who was working as District 

Supply Officer, Solapur. 

3. Learned counsel for the applicant Mr Bandiwadekar challenges 

order on the following ground:- 

(a) 	Applicant was not due for transfer, as he took charge at Solapur 
on 26.11.2018. 
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(b) Special case not made out not only for the applicant as well as 
Respondent no. 2. 

(c) The case of the applicant was not placed before Civil Services 
Board (C.S.B). 

(d) He also submits that while transferring Respondent no. 2, the 
policy of the Government dated 7.7.2020 is violated because the 
transfers are to be made including special transfers only before 
31.7.2020. 

4. Learned P.O submits that applicant is transferred in public 

interest because departmental enquiry is initiated and there are many 

complaints against him. Learned P.O submits that procedure under 

Rule 4(4)(ii) & 4(5) of the Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation 

of Transfers and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official Duties Act, 

2005 (hereinafter referred as 'ROT Act 2005' for brevity). It appears 

prima facie from the submissions made before the Tribunal that the 

procedure is not followed by the authority competent to transfer. 

Fin2ther, it is to be noted that it is a settled position of law that no 

Government servant is to be transferred at the whims and fancies by any 

authority competent to transfer. The transfers should be in accordance 

with law. 

5. Reliance is placed on the judgment of this Tribunal in O.A 

300/2020, Shri R.G Lande Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors, decided on 

6.10.2020, wherein in paragraph 41, it is held as below:- 

41. 	It is obligatory on the part of the State to act fairly, so the 
orders to be passed with reasons assuring the transparency in the 
administration. It is noticed that on certain occasions, the orders 
passed by the competent authority are not found legal for want of 
compliance of ROT Act 2005', hence they are challenged. 
Therefore, following points are required to be mentioned while 
placing the proposal/ submission for mid-term/tenure transfer 
under Section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of the 'ROT Act 2005' before the 
competent authority, so that further litigation can be avoided and 
reduced. 

(a) Special reasons or exceptional circumstances or how special 
case is made out. 

(b) The recommendations of Civil Services Board. 

• 	 (c) The place from where the Government servant is to be 
transferred to which Department and to which post. 
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(d) The policy, circular or decision issued on the relevant time if 
relevant to transfer, is to be specified in the proposal. 

(e) Reference of earlier judicial orders, if passed by the Court/ 
Tribunal. 

6. Prima facie case is made out that the transfer order is issued 

without following due procedure Hence the transfer order dated 

1.10.2020 is stayed until further orders. 

7. 	S.0 to 5.11.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar, J.) 
Chairperson 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 08.10.2020 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 546 OF 2020 

DISTRICT : SOLAPUR 

Smt Arund S. Gaikwad 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Others 	)...Respondents 

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

Ms Swati Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the 
Respondent no. 1. 

CORAM 

DATE 

Justice Mridula R. Bhatkar (Chairperson) 

08.10.2020 

ORDER 

    

1. 	Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for 

the Respondents and none present for Respondent no. 2. 

2 	The applicant who is working as Deputy Collector, Land 

Acquisition Officer, Solapur is transferred to Kolhapur in place of Shri 

Shrawan Kshirsagar, Respondent no. 2 

3. 	Learned counsel for the applicant Mr Bandiwadekar challenges 

order on the following ground:- 

(a) Her transfer order is not issued so her post is vacant. 

(b) She is not given any posting. 

(c) It is at the request of Respondent no. 2. 

(d) Applicant was not due for transfer, as she has completed only one 
year at the present place where she is posted. 
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(e) 	Special case not made out not only for the applicant as well as 
Respondent no. 2. 

The case of the applicant was not placed before Civil Services 
Board (C.S.B). 

v. • 

He, also submits that while transferring Respondent no. 2, the 
policy of the Government dated 7.7.2020 is violated because the 
transfers are to be made including special transfers only before 
31.7.2020. 

4. Learned counsel for Respondent no. 2 submits that he has already 

taken charge on 6.10.2020 and to that effect she has submitted letter. 

5. Learned C.P.O submits that the applicant will be given a posting 

soon by issuing transfer order by the Respondents. 

6. On query, learned C.P.O on instructions from the officer Shri 

Prasad R. Shinde, Section Officer, Revenue & Forest Department, 

Mantralaya, Mumbai,_ present in the Court, submits that in the Civil 

Services Board, the name of the Respondent no. 2 was placed for 

transfer. However, C.S.B did not recommend the transfer of Respondent 

no. 2, on the ground that he was not due for transfer. The case of the 

applicant was never placed before the C.S.B for transfer. She accepts 

that the Respondent no. 2 is transferred at his request. 

7. The applicant was not due for transfer, so also Respondent no. 2. 

Under such circumstances, the competent authority is empowered to 

transfer by following the rules and procedure under Rule 4(4)(ii) & 4(5) of 

the Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation of Transfers and 

Preirention of Delay in Discharge of Official Duties Act, 2005 (hereinafter 

referred as 'ROT Act 2005' for brevity). It appears prima facie from the 

submissions made before the Tribunal that the procedure is not followed 

by the authority competent to transfer. Further, it is to be noted that it 

is a settled position of law that no Government servant is to be 

transferred at the whims and fancies by any authority competent to 

transfer. The transfers should be in accordance with law. 

(f)  

(g)  
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8. 	Reliance is placed on the judgment of this Tribunal in 0.A 

300/2020, Shri R.G Lande Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors, decided on 

6.10.2020, wherein in paragraph 41, it is held as below:- 

41. 	It is obligatory on the part of the State to act fairly, so the 
orders to be passed with reasons assuring the transparency in the 
administration. It is noticed that on certain occasions, the orders 
passed by the competent authority are not found legal for want of 
compliance of 'ROT Act 2005', hence they are challenged. 
Therefore, following points are required to be mentioned while 
placing the proposal/ submission for mid-term/tenure transfer 
under Section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of the 'ROT Act 2005' before the 
competent authority, so that further litigation can be avoided and 
reduced. 

(a) Special reasons or exceptional circumstances or how special 
case is made out. 

(b) The recommendations of Civil Services Board (C.S.B). 

(c) The place from where the Government servant is to be 
transferred to which Department and to which post. 

(d) The policy, circular or decision issued on the relevant time if 
relevant to transfer, is to be specified in the proposal. 

(e) Reference of earlier judicial orders, if passed by the Court/ 
Tribunal. 

	

9. 	Prima facie is made out that the transfer order is issued without 

following due procedure. Hence the transfer order dated 1.10.2020 is 

stayed. 

10. 	S.0 to 5.11.2020. 

PYLILAj  
(Mridula Bhatkar, J.) 

Chairperson 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 08.10.2020 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 547 OF 2020 WITH CAVEAT 
APPLICATION NO. 42 OF 2020 

DISTRICT : KOLHAPUR 

Smt Vijaya D. Pangarkar 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Others 	)...Respondents 

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

Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent 
no.1 

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for Respondent no. 2. 

CORAM 	 Justice Mridula R. Bhatkar (Chairperson) 

DATE 	 08.10.2020 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondent no. 1 and Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for 

Respondent no. 2. 

2. In the present matter, caveat is filed by private person, 

Respondent no. 2, Shri Babasaheb B. Waghmode. 

3. The applicant earlier working as Sub Divisional Officer, 

Gadhinglaj, Dist-KOlhapur challenges the order dated 1.10.2020 passed 

by Respondent no. 1, under which the Respondent no. 2 is transferred in 

place of applicant from Sangli.. 
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4. 	Learned counsel for the applicant Mt Bancliwadekar challenges 

order on the following ground:- 

(a) 	Her transfer order is not issued so her post is vacant. 

(13) 	She, is not given posting. 

(c) It is at the request of Respondent no. 2. 

(d) Applicant was not due for transfer, as she took charge at 
Gadhinglaj on 31.8.2018. 

(e) Special case not made out only for the applicant as well as 
Respondent no. 2. 

The case of the applicant was not placed before Civil Services 
Board (C.S.B). 

He also submits that while transferring Respondent no. 2, the 
policy of the Government dated 7.7.2020 is violated because the 
transfers are to be made including special transfers only before 
31.7.2020. 

5. 	Learned counsel for Respondent no. 2 submits that he has already 

taken charge and he was due for transfer. 

6. 	Learned P.O submits that the applicant will be given a posting 

soon by issuing transfer order by the Respondents. 

7. The applicant was not due for transfer. Under such 

circumstances, the competent authority is empowered to transfer by 

following the rules and procedure under Rule 4(4)(ii) & 4(5) of the 

Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation of Transfers and 

Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official Duties Act, 2005 (hereinafter 

referred as 'ROT Act 2005' for brevity). It appears prima facie from the 

submissions made before the Tribunal that the procedure is not followed 

by the authority competent to transfer. Further, it is to be noted that it 

is a settled position of law that no Government servant is to be 

transferred at the whims and fancies by any authority competent to 

transfer. The transfers should be in accordance with law. 

(f)  

(g)  



0.A 547/2020 

	

8. 	Reliance is placed on the judgment of this Tribunal in 0.A 

300/2020, Shri R.G Lande Vs. State of Maharashtra 86 Ors, decided on 

6.10.2020, wherein in paragraph 41, it is held as below:- 

41. 	It is obligatory on the part of the State to act fairly, so the 
orders to be passed with reasons assuring the transparency in the 
administration. It is noticed that on certain occasions, the orders 
passed by the competent authority are not found legal for want of 
compliance of 'ROT Act 2005', hence they are challenged. 
Therefore, following points are required to be mentioned while 
placing the proposal/ submission for mid-term/tenure transfer 
under Section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of the 'ROT Act 2005' before the 
competent authority, so that further litigation can be avoided and 
reduced. 

(a) Special reasons or exceptional circumstances or how special 
case is made out. 

(b) The recommendations of Civil Services Board (C.S.B). 

(c) The place from where the Government servant is to be 
transferred to which Department and to which post. 

(d) The policy, circular or decision issued onthe relevant time if 
relevant to transfer, is to be specified in the proposal. 

(e) Reference of earlier judicial orders, if passed by the Court/ 
Tribunal. 

	

9. 	Prima facie case is made out that the transfer order is issued 

without following due procedure. Hence the transfer order dated 

1.10.2020 is stayed. Respondent no. 2 is directed to go back to Sangli 

and take charge of his earlier post. 

10. 	S.0 to 5.11.2020. 

(Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.) 
Chairperson 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 08.10.2020 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 

D: \ Anil Nair \Judgments \ 2020 \ 1.10.2020 \ 0.A 547.20 Transfer order challenged, SB. 8.10.20.doc 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

8.10.2020 

O.A.No.348 of 2020 

R.B. Shinde & Anr. 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

he State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned 

dvocate for the Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, 

earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

Learned Advocate files sur-rejoinder. The same 

s taken on record. 

The applicants who are working as 

dministrative Officers, Class-I claims that they are 

ntitled to the promotion to the post of Deputy Director 

Education in view of the Recruitment Rules dated 

18.01.2018 and Government Resolution dated 

0.11.2019. However, the Respondents had taken a 

ew that not the Administrative Officers but only the 

ducation Officers, Class-I are entitled to the promotion 

o the posts of Deputy Director of Education. 

Learned Counsel for the applicants submits that 

he DPC is held and the Respondents are going to 

romote the Education Officer without considering the 

dministrative Officers. Hence, he prays that the claim 

the Applicants to those posts is to be protected. 

arned C.P.O. submits that the promotions are going 

o be declared soon as the posts are vacant. 

In view of this the promotions which are going to 

e given to these posts of Deputy Director are subject to 

utcome of this 0.A and accordingly the Respondents to 

ommunicate the decision. 

S.O. to 12.01.2021. 

%letra"Serr 
(P.N Dfx 

Vice-Chairman (A) 
(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 

Chairperson 
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S.O.to 22.10.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Vice Chairman (A) 	 Chairperson 

I 1 ) 
(P.N Dixitr 

2 

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

Tribunal's orders 

08.10.2020 

C.A.No.28 of 2020 in R.A.No.13 of 2019 with 
0.A.No.35 of 2019 

Y.L. Dharavane 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra es Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri U.V. Bhosle, learned Advocate for the.  

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Till today no reply is filed by the Respondents to 

this Contempt Application, though sufficient time i.e. 4 

weeks was given earlier. Learned P.O. submits that the 

Respondents want to challenge the order before the 

Hot-031e High Court by filing Writ Petition. Accordingly, 

the proposal is sent to the office of Government Pleader 

gi  the Hon'ble High Court. Therefore, learned P.O. 

rays that more time be granted. 

3. Respondents to take note that it is Contempt 

roceeding. Therefore by way of last chance time to file 

affidavit is given till next date. If reply is not filed by 

next it will be considered that Respondents do not want 

to file the reply. 

3rIc 
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(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 "Sal.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHA_RASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

M.A.No.192 of 2020 in O.A.No.348 of 2020 

R.B. Shinde 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

I. 	Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned 

Advocate fdr the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, 

learned PreSenting Officer for the Respondents. 

This is an application for leave to sue jointly. 

3. Considering the cause of action pursued by the 

Applicants is common, concurrent and usual, the cases 

are not required to be decided separately. 

4. In this view of the matter, the present Misc. 

Application is allowed subject to Applicants paying 

requisite court fees, if not already paid. 

5. 	M.A. is allowed and disposed oft 

(trir 

(P. Dixit) 	 (Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Vice Chairman (A) 	 Chairperson 

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

Tribunal's orders 

8.10.2020 

C.A.No.21 of 2020 in O.A.No.953 of 2016 with 
M.A.No.138 of 2020 

.S. Kamble 	 ... Applicant 

The State of Maharashtra &. Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard. Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The officer from the Agriculture Department, 

Pune, Shri Amog Kadage, Clerk is present. However, 

applicant is not present. The learned P.O. on 

instructions from Shri Amog Kadage informs Tribunal 

hat, pursuant to order dated 03.09.2020, the applicant 

was supposed to attend the office of Respondent no.3 at 

Pune on 09.09.2020 and 11.09.2020 at 11.00 a.m, to 

ake inspection of the documents as per his application. 

3. Learned P.O. informs that however, the 

applicant did not go to the office of Respondent no.3 at 

Pune neither on 09.09.2020 nor on 11.09.2020. He 

also did not inform that he would not visit to the office. 

The learned P.O. further submits that the applicant 

hereafter also did not contact the office of Respondent 

no.3. Matter is called out at 10.00 a.m. and is kept 

pack as the applicant is absent. 

Matter is again called at 10.55 a.m. and is again 

ept back to enable the applicant to remain present. 

In view that applicant is absent, matte 

djourned to 05.11.2020. 

/19"  
(Ps Dixit) 	 (Mridula Bhatkar J.) 

Vice-Chairman (A) 	 Chairperson 

rk 
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(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
[Sol.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.No.496/2020 

A.B. Baviskar & Ors. 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Applicants, who are working as Forest Labour, 
wants declaration as permanent employees on the post of 
Forest Labour, Class-IV, pursuant to G.R dated 
16.10.2012. On this point he places reliance on the 
decision dated 17.1.2020 of the Single Bench of this 
Tribunal in O.A 393/2019 (Praveen M. Mire & Ors Vs. 
State of Maharashtra). 

3. Learned P.O seeks time to file reply. 

4. Issue notice returnable on 15.12.2020. 

5. Tribunal may take the case for final dis'posal at 
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need 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 O.A. Private service is allowed in view of this 
present COVID-19 Pandemic situation. 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 Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) 
Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and 
alternate remedy are kept open. 

8. The service may be dbne by hand delivery/ speed 
post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained and 
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the 
Registry within one week before returnable date or on the 
same date. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

9. S.0 to 15.12.2020. 

PrIrAkkg  h71‘ei  (Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 

Elm 
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(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
ffipl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHAR,ASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.No. 297 of 2020 

Shri M.N Choudhary 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri D.B Khaire, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondenth no 1 to 3 and Shri K.R 

Jagdale, learned advocate for Respondent no. 4. 

2. Learned advocate for Respondent no. 4 files 

affidavit in reply. Same is taken on record. 

3. 5.0 to 29.10.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 

aka 
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(N.O.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
[SM.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./CA. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A. 531 of 2020 

Dr P.M Dhele 	 Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

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

Applicant, Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents no. 1 and Shri Anand Gugale, 

learned advocate for Respondent no. 2. 

2. Learned P.O seeks time to file reply. Learned 

advocate for Respondent no. 2 states that Respondent no. 

2 will be retiring within six months and Solapur is his 

home town. 

3. S.0 to 29.10.2020 prwuciu  
(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 

Chairperson 

Admin
Text Box
           Sd/-



(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [SO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUM3AI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

0.A.No.556 of 2020 

A.T. Wakade 
	 Applicant 

Vs. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors 

	
Respondents 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The learned Counsel submits that Respondent 

No.2 could not be served due to paucity but she will 

serve forthwith. 

3. Applicant is a Tahsildar working at Karad, Distr 

Satara who have completed 1 year and 7 months at the 

posting and no normal tenure of 3 years is over. 

However, he did not received any order of transfer. But 

Respondent no.2 is transferred in his place by order 

dated 01.10.2020 and the applicant is not given any 

posting. 

4. The learned Counsel further submits that 

Respondent No.2 was also not due for transfer. The 

matter of applicant was not placed before the Civil 

Services Board (CSB). The file of Respondent No.2 for 

transfer was put up before the CSB. However, the CSB 

has rejected to recommend Respondent No.2 for 

transfer on the ground that he was not due. 

5. Learned P.O. submits that the competent 

authority has taken decision of transfer at its level by 

invoking powers under 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of the 

Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation of 

Transfers and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of 

Official Duties Act, 2005 (hereinafter referred at 'ROT 

Act 2005'). 



Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Contra, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Reliance is placed on the judgment of this 

ribunal in O.A.No.300 /2020, Shri A.G. Lande Versus 

tate of Maharashtra & 2 Ors. decided on 06.10.2020 

vherein in paragraph 41 it is held as below :- 

"41. 	It is obligatory on the part of the State to 
act fairly, so the orders to be passed with reasons 
assuring the transparency in the administration. 
It is noticed that on .certain occasions, the orders 
passed by the competent authority are not found 
legal for want of compliance of 'ROT Act 2005, 
hence they are challenged. Therefore, following 
points are required to be mentioned while placing 
the proposal/ submission for mid-term/tenure • 
transfer under Section 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of the 'ROT 
Act 2005' before the competent authority, so that 
further litigation can be avoided and reduced. 
(a) Special reasons or exceptional circumstances 

or how special case is made out. 
(b) The recommendations of Civil Services Board. 
(c) The place from where the Government servant 

is to be transferred to which Department and 
to which post. 

(d) The policy, circular or decision issued on the 
relevant time if relevant to transfer, is to be 
specified in the proposal. 

(e) Reference of earlier judicial orders, if passed 
by the Court/ Tribunal." 

In view of the submission of learned Counsel for 

he Applicant and also learned P.O. for the Respondents 

d reasons above, prima facie, the order of transfer is 

lot valid and does not pass the test of legality under 

ection 4(4)(ii) and 4(5) of ROT Act 2005'. Moreover, 

he applicant who is not due. for transfer is not given 

osting. Prima facie, no special case is made out by the 

overnment to transfer him. Hence, the order of 

ransfer of the applicant is hereby stayed and he is 

rected to join his earlier posting and continue to work. 

Adjourned to 03.12.2020 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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(G P ) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-201T) 	 [Sp(.- MAT-F-2 E 

IN THE MAHA_RASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTJMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.No. 297 of 2020 

Shri M.N Choudhary 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri D.13 Khaire, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents no 1 to 3 and Shri K.R 

Jagdale, learned advocate for Respondent no. 4. 

2. Learned advocate for Respondent no. 4 files 

affidavit in reply. Same is taken on record. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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(acp.) .1 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [Sal,  MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE 1VIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTJMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.No.390 of 2020 

P.P. Sakhare 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. submits that today she has 

received instructions from the Respondents and she 

needs two weeks time to prepare reply. 

3. 	By way of last chance, adjourned to 22.10.2020. 

111AAtill  (Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 

prk 
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(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MA_HARASEITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUNEBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

08.10.2020  

0.A.No.408 of 2020 

N.K. More 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 
The State of Maharashtra 8s Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

Respondent / State is directed to take necessary 

steps in respect of subsistence allowance. 

3. 	Adjourned to 05.11.2020. 

( Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 

prk 
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C P / J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
[Sal MAT-F-2 E 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

0.A.No.496/2020 with M.A.No. 227 of 2020 

Baviskar & Ors. 	 Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 
	Respondents 

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

Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. M.A application praying to sue jointly is allowed, 

subject to payment of court fees, if not already paid. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 ISp1.- MAT-f'-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARAStITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAJ 

M.A./RA./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.No.490/2020 

S.A. Patil 	 ... Applicant 

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

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Smt K.S Gaikwad, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The applicant seeks relief that his services be 
regularized by giving advantage of deeming provision in 
the date to the post of Talathi w.e.f 10.3.2005. Learned 
counsel for the applicant submits that he places reliance 
on the judgment of this Tribunal in O.A 1016/2016 dated 
25.1.2018 (Sarjerao B. Kshirsagar Vs. Dist. Collector, 
Rajwada, Sangli, and others) 

3. Learned P.O submits that Respondents want to file 
detail reply, as the applicant is not entitled to get benefit 
of the judgment of this Tribunal referred to above. 

4. Issue notice returnable on 15.12.2020. 

5. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at 
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need 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 O.A. Private service is allowed in view of this 
present COVID-19 Pandemic situation. 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 Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) 
Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation 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 before returnable date Or on the 
same date. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

9. S.0 to 5.12.2020. 

 

(1V1ridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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(B E P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
[Sp).- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Tribunal' s orders 

05.10.2020 

O.A.No. 503 of 2020 

V.S. Pandhare 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra 8.5 Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, 
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O submits that the Respondents has 
issued the order of reinstatement of the applicant on 
6.10.2020, 

3. Learned counsel for the applicant submits that he 
has not received the order. 	However, though the 
applicant is reinstated, his prayer seeking all 
consequential service benefits after period of 90 days is 

• over still survives. 

4. Respondents to file reply to the extent of prayer 
clause (c) 

5. Issue notice returnable on 15.12.2020. 

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

7. 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. Private service is allowed in view of this 
present COVID-19 Pandemic situation. Respondents are 
put to notice that the case would be taken up for final 
disposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

8. 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. 

9. 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 before returnable date or on the 
same date. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

10. 5.0 to 15.12.2020. 

i (Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
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(G. C P ) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
I Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.No.486/2020 with M.A.No.220/2020  

S.D. Tejane 	 ... Applicant , 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J Chougule, 
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 5.11.2020. 

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. Private service is allowed in view of this 
present COVID-19 Pandemic situation. 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 before returnable date or on the 
same date. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

7. S.0 to 5.11.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
- Chairperson 
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(O F.) J 2959(8) (50,000-3-2017) 	
(Spl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHAR.ASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

0.A.No 391 of 2020 

Shri V.S Jadhav 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

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

Applicant and Ms Swati Manchekar, learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents 

2. By way of last chance, the matter is fixed on 

10.12.2020. In the meantime, the Respondents can take 

review of the suspension of the applicant as per ratio laid 

down in Ajay Kumar Choudhari Vs. Union of India (2015) 

7 SCC 291. 

14 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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IN THE 1VIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
1WITIVIBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

0.A.No.493 of 2020 

S.M. Khillare 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra as Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned 

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. submits that her reply is ready 

and copy is sent for affirmation. Hence, time may be 

granted. 

3. 	Time granted. S.O.to 13.10.2020. 

(Mridu a Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 

prk 
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lei CP.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MA_H_ARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corium 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

M.A 173/2020 in O.A. No. 308/2020 

S.M Agawane 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri U.V Bhosle, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Ms Swati Manchekar, learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents 

2. Learned C.P.O prays for time for filing reply to 

Misc Application seeking condonation of delay. 

5,0 to 5.11.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 

aim 
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(G C P ) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [SO - MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./O.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Gram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.Nos 327 with 339 of 2020 

Ms Shilpa.S Kamathe & On 	[0.A 327/2020] 
Ms Manisha V. Mohite [0.A 339/2020]... Applicants 

Vs. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	Respondents 

1. Heard Shri M.D Lonkar and Shri U.V Mohite, 

learned Advocate for the Applicants in respective Original 

Application and Smt K.S Gaikwad, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O files affidavit in reply in both the 

matters. Same is taken on record. Learned P.O seeks one 

weeks' time to prepare chart regarding regularization of 

services of the applicant and finalization of seniority list. 

3. It appears from the reply that the Respondent is 

not specific about the time frame as to when the 

regularization of services can be made on the basis of 

final seniority list. These issues cannot be kept pending 

for a long time. The uncertainty is to be curtailed and 

therefore, till then no further promotions to be issued by 

the Respondents. 

4. S.0 to 15.10.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./12..A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

0.A.No.810 of 2018 

T.L. Savane 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

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

the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. At the request of learned C P.O. for the 

Respondents, adjourned to 22.10.2020. 

r 
(P. 

Vice-Chairman (A) 

prk 

Fdict„,06-4 	 
(Mridula Bhatkar J4 

Chairperson 

Admin
Text Box
      Sd/-

Admin
Text Box
      Sd/-



Issue notice before admission returnable on 

1 6.11.2020. 

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at 

this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not 

le issued. 

2 

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

Tribunal's orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.No.455/2020 with M.A.No.209/2020 

B.B. Baltic 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

—he State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri U.V. Bhosle, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

. 	Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 

Respondent intimation/notice of date of hearing duly 

authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper 

book of 0.A.. Private service is allowed in view of this 

present COVID-19 Pandemic situation. Respondents are 

but to notice that the case would be taken up for final 

c isposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 

cf the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) 

Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and 

alternate remedy are kept open. 

E. 	The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed 

post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and 

roduced along with affidavit of 'compliance in the 

Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file 

Affidavit of compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 26.11.2020. 

(Pk Dixit) 	

)

(Mr
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C P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 iSp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020 

O.A.No.214 of 2020 

S.K. Khomane 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

I. 	Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O. submits that she will be filing 

affidavit-in-reply today. Statement is accepted and it be 

taken on record. 

3. Admit. Adjourned to 05.01.2021. In between 

the applicant may filed rejoinder, if any. 

(P. Dixit) 
Vice-Chairman (A) 

prk 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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(G.C.P.) J 2959W) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [41.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M .A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

08.10.2020 

C.A.No.1 of 2020 in 0.A.No.649 of 2019 with 
M.A.NO.201 of 2020 and M.A.No.203 of 2020 

Dr. S.M. Gawli 	 Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. Heard. Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The copy of the order which is the subject matter 

of the contempt is to be supplied today itself. 

3. S.O. to 15.10.2020. F.O.B. 

C)4k 
(P. Dikit) 	 (Mridula Bhatkar J.) 

Vice-Chairman (A) 	 Chairperson 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MU1VLBAI 

NI.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020  

0.A.No.1076 of 2019 

T.R. Wagh & Ors. 	 . Applicants 

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

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

Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. files affidavit-in-reply on behalf of 

Respondent No.1 and 2. The same is taken on record. 

3. Admit. Adjourned to 01.12.2020. Matter be 

tagged with similar Original Applications i.e. 

0.A.No.134(/2019, O.A.No.461/2019, O.A.No.700/2019, 

O.A.No.1077/2019 and O.A.No.1078/2019. 

0:14 Br 
Vice-Chairman (A) 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 

prk 
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1V1.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

08.10.2020  

0.A.No .532 of 2020 

R.S. Jadhav 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	The Applicant who is Assistant Commissioner of 

Police is challenging the transfer order dated 30.09.2020, 

transferring him from Pimpri Chinchwad to Police 

Training College, Jalna. 

3. 	This matter had earlier appeared on 06.10.2020 

and learned C.P.O. was given time to take instructions. 

4. 	The learned Counsel for the Applicant had 

challenge the order on following grounds :- 

(a) Applicant is not due for transfer as he has 
completed 9 months on present post. 

(b) He is going to retire on 31.03.2021 i.e. only 6 
months are left for this retirement. 

(c) He is a meritorious officer. 

5. 	The learned C.P.O.submits that the applicant is a 

Police officer and so he is transferred under Section 22(N) 

i.e. normal tenure of police personnel and competent 

authority of the Maharashtra Police Act, 1951. She 

submits that the applicant is transferred in public 

interest and on account of administrative exigencies. The 

competent authority is empowered to transfer mid-

term/tenure of any police personnel of police force. 

iz 
6. 	Perused relevant provisions of Maharashtra Police 

Act, 1951, especially regulating the transfers of the police 

personnel. Section 22(N)(2) states as follows :- 



Tribunal' s orders 

'in public interest and on account of administrative 
exigencies, the competent authority shall made mid-
term transfer of any Police Personnel of the Police 
Force.' 

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

	

7. 	Undoubtedly, the power to transfer the police 

p rsonnel mid-term vests with the competent authority 

u der certain circumstances whiqh are mentioned as 

a ove. 

	

8. 	At the outset, it states that there should be 

e eptional case in which the competent authority has 

c sidered public interest and also administrative 

e'agencies. Thus the mid-term/tenure transfer order pre 

s pposes that there is an exceptional case and therefore 

in public interest and on account of administrative 

e igencies the officer is transferred. These all factors 

ich are considered by the competent authority should 

b reflected in the order to enable the judicial authority to 

u derstand under which circumstances the power vested 

is invoked. On query made to learned . C.P.O., she is 

u able to produce such record disclosing the public 

in erest or exceptional circumstances or administrative 

e genies of police act. 

	

9. 	Hence, prima facie, the case is made out. 

I pugned order is stayed. Respondent no. 3 to allow the 

a plicant to continue to work for 8 weeks. 

S.O. to 10.12.2020. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

06.10.2020 

O.A.No.354 of 2020 

K.R. Gupta & Ors 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri Talkute, learned Advocate for the 

Applicants, Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Shri 

Carlos, learned Senior Counsel for the Respondent in 

M.A. 

2. The order dated 24.08.2020 of the Hon'ble 

High Court in WP-ASDB-LD-VC-.306/2020 is placed 

before us. In the said Writ Petition the order passed 

by this Tribunal on 13.08.2020 was challenged. As 

the Tribunal did not grant interim relief but has 

expressed that the petition will be disposed of at the 

stage of admission. The 13.08.2020 was the first date 

of the application and so the time was granted to the 

learned C.P.O. for instruction. 

3. Learned C.P.O. submits that she needs one 

week time as the officers are not available due to 

COVID-19 pandemic situation. 

4. On perusal of the order of the Hon'ble High 

Court it is found that a request is made to the 

Tribunal to finally decide this 0.A.354/2020 on 

06.10.2020 or on any date which may be fixed by the 

Tribunal. In the said order of Hon'ble High Court, the 

Honble Division Bench has stated that any promotion 

made to the post of Executive Engineer, in the 

meanwhile, shall be subject to outcome of 

O.A.No.354/2020. Thus, to certain extend a 

protection is granted to the applicant by the Hon'ble 

High Court. 



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

Tribunal's orders 

5. The learned Counsel Shri Carlos today 

appeared for a private party submits that he is going 

to be effected if relief as prayed in prayer clause B is 

granted. Learned Counsel submits that he is the 

candidate from A.E.-I cadre Therefore, the applicants 

are directed to make him as party Respondent. 

6. Amendment to be carried out forthwith. The 

details are to be furnished to the applicants. The copy 

of the Original Application to be served today itself to 

the proposed respondents. 

7. It is made clear that the applicants in the 

prayer seek to challenge the eligibility criterion which 

are incorporated in the rules Recruitment rules, 1983. 

These rules are not challenged in the Original 

Application. The proposed Respondent to file reply. 

8. Learned Counsel for the proposed respondent 

submits that in the said cadre, as on today, there are 

48 + 68 candidates in the A.E-I cadre Learned 

Counsel seeks permission to amend the application 

and prayer clause as now he wants to challenge the 

rules. The same is allowed. 

9. Learned Counsel for the Applicant seeks two 

weeks time for amendment of the O.A. and also to 

serve the copy of the amended application to all the 

respondents. 

10. In view of this the applicant shall complete all 

these formalities of amendment and serve copy on all 

the Respondents till 20.10.2020. Thereafter, the 

Respondents to file the reply, if any, by next date. 

11. S.O. to 19.11.2020. 

5141 cr 
(P.N 

Vice Chairman (A) 
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(G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000-4-2019) 	 ISpi.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 08.10.2020 

O.A.No. 888 of 2019 

G. D. Gite 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

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

Applicant and Srnt.Kranti Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents. 

2. Today, learned Counsel for the Applicant has placed 

on record a printout of the message received by him from the 

Applicant which is taken on record and marked as letter 'X' 

for identification. In the said message, the Applicant has 

stated that he wish to complete normal tenure at Solapur. 

After completion of three years, his case for transfer be 

considered in Konkan -2 division allotted to him. 

3. In view of above, Original Application deserves to be 

disposed of with observation that Applicant's case be 

considered for transfer after completion of his normal tenure 

in his division Kokan-2 allotted to him. 

4. No order as to costs. 

(AP. Kurhekar) 

Member(J) 

V S M 

[PTO. 
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(G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000-4-2019) 	 ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 08.10.2020 

O.A.No.103 of 2020 

N. G. Deshmukh 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shr4 Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Today, learned P.O. has filed reply on behalf of the 

Respondent. It is taken on record. 

3. S.O. to 20.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(J) 

vsm 
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M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 08.10.2020 

O.A.No.72 of 2919 

R. S. Nile 	 ....Applicant 

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

1. Heard Shri A. Gugale with Shri M. B. Kadam, learned 

Counsels for the Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, learned 

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. This is short O.A. for grant of medical reimbursement 

of Rs.13,943/- which has been objected by Pay & Accounts 

office raising .various objections but finally one objection 

remained to be complied, and therefore, did not get medical 

reimbursement. The applicant stands retired on 20.11.2011. 

He had filed this O.A. along with application for condonation 

of delay which has been allowed by order dated 03.12.2019 

subjected to cost of Rs.2,000/- which has been deposited in 

the office. 

3. On hearing of learned Counsels and on perusal of 

record, it is noticed that the Applicant was indoor patient in 

Bombay Hospital from 27.12.2007 to 01.01.2008. 	He 

submitted claim for medical reimbursement with the 

Respondent No.3 who in turn sent medical bill and other 

papers to Civil Surgeon, Thane for sanction. The Applicant 

was treated for emergency alignment. The Civil Surgeon 

issued certificate on 19.04.2008. However, in certificate, the 

period of hospitalization is mentioned as 27.12.2007 to 

31.12.2007 instead of 27.12.2007 to 01.01.2008.Because of 

this discrepancy, Pay & Accounts office did not approve 

medical bill. 
	 [PLO. 
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4, 	Learned P.O. has pointed out that during pendency of 

O.A., the Respondent No.3 by letter dated 16.03.2020 

requested the Civil Surgeon, Thane to rectify the discrepancy 

by correcting date of hospitalization by 27.12.2008 to 

01.01.2008 but there is no response from the office of Civil 

Surgeon. 

5. Thus, because of discrepancy in medical certificate 

issued by the Civil Surgeon, payment of medical 

reimbursement is held up. 

6. In view of above, this O.A. can be disposed of by 

suitable direction: Hence the following order :- 

ORDER 

(A) Respondent No.3 is directed to issue fresh latter to 

Civil Surgeon, Thane, On the basis order requesting 

Civil Surgeon to correct the period of hospitalization 

as 27.12.2007 to 01.01.2008 and after obtaining 

necessary correction in the certificate by issuance of 

fresh certificate or corrigendum, the Respondent 

No.3 shall take necessary steps for disbursement of 

medical claim of the Applicant. This exercise should 

be completed within two months from today. 

(B) Civil Surgeon, Thane though not party to this O.A., he 

further directed to look into the matter and to issue 

necessary medical certificate as directed above. 

(C) Original Application is accordingly disposed of with no 
order as to costs. 

t_- 
(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member(J) 
sm 
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Date : 08.10.2020 

O.A.No.721 of 2019 

B. A. Patil ...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of MaharaShtra & Ors. 	...Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri S. R. Ganbavale holding for Shri A. B. 

Almon/ learned Counsel for the Applicant and Shri A. J. 

Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Counsel for the Applicant sought two weeks 

time on the ground that Advocate in charge of the matter is 

cparantine. 

Perusal of record reveals that this is second round of 

litigation. In earlier round of litigation, O.A.No.1057/2018 

was decided on 03.05.2019 by this Tribunal. Against the 

decision in O.A.No.1057/2018, the Applicant has filed W.P. 

No.9734/2019 and the same is sub judice before the Hon'ble 

High Court. However, simultaneously the Applicant has also 

filed this O.A. challenging the decision taken by the 

authorities on 18.06.2019. Whereby, the Applicant is 

continued under suspension. 

4. As such, prima-fade, O.A. is not maintainable as the 

matter is already sub judice before the Hon'ble High Court. 

5. On request of learned Counsel for the Applicant, two 

weeks time is lastly granted to satisfy the Tribunal how O.A. is 

maintainable. 

6. S.O. to 22.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(J) 

vsm 
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Date : 08.10.2020 

0. A.No.898 of 2019 

M. B. Arade 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1.- = 	The Applicmeand his Counsel are absent. Heard Shri 

- A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

2. 	Perusal of record reveals that Applicant and his 
Counsel both are absent for log time. Despite their absence, 

he matter was adjourned to give sufficient opportunities but 
n vain. 

In view of above, O.A. is dismissed for want of 
rosecution. 

\AV  
\V . (A Kurhekar) 
Member(J) 

SM 

[PTO. 
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LG.C.PJ J 2737 (50,0004-2019) 	
ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MLTMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No., 

O.A.No.47 of 2020 

S. S. Panindre 	 ....Applicant 

ersus 

he State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	...Respondents. 

Heard Shri M. B. Kadam, learned Counsel for the 

pplicant and Shari. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer 

the Respondents. 

On request of learned P.O. for the Respondents, two 

eeks time is lastly granted for filing reply. 

5.0. to 20.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(1) 

V M 

[PTO 
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O.A.No.58 of 2020 

Date : 08.10.2020 

Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

I G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000-4-2019) 	
ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTJMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.,  

K. G. Lande 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. 	Heard Shri M. B. Kadam, holding for Shri V. V Joshi, 

learned Counsellictlie Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

Learned P.O. for the Respondents submits that reply 

II be filed during the course of the day. Statement is 

ccepted. It be taken on record. 

Matter is adjourned for hearing at the stage of 

dmission. 

S.O. to 27.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(J) 

[PLO. 
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        Sd/-



(G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000-4 2019) 	
ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTJMBAI 

M.A./A.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

  

Date : 08.10.2020 
e. 

O.A.No.58 of 2020 

K. G. Lande 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. 	Heard Shri M. B. Kadam holding for Shri V. V Joshi, 

learned Counsel for„the Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, 

learned Presentinibfficer for the Respondents. 

Learned P.O. for the Respondents submits that reply 

ill be filed during the course of the day. Statement is 

ccepted. It be taken on record. 

Matter is adjourned for hearing at the stage of 

dmission. 

5.0. to 27.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member(J) 
m 

[PTO. 

Admin
Text Box
        Sd/-



(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000-4-2019) 	
(S91.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUIVIBAI 

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

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 08.10.2020 

0.A.No.59 of 2020 

K. B. Jagtap 	 ...Applicant 

Versus 

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

1.. 	Heard ShN Gaurav A. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

for the Applicant, Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondent No.1 and Smt. Vaishali Jagdale, 

learned Counsel for the Respondent No.2 

2. As the pleadings are complete, matter be kept for 

hearing at the stage of admission. 

3. 5.O. to 22.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(1) 

SM 

[PTO. 
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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 

Date : 08.10.2020 

O.A.No.128 of 2020 

M. D. Kale 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri Bhushan Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

for the Applicant and`Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. In terms of order passed by this Tribunal on 

29.09.2020, today, learned P.O. has filed short Affidavit of 

Shri Saurabh Vijay, Secretary, Medical Education & Drugs 

Department. By order dated 29.09.2020, the Secretary was 

asked to file Affidavit as to why the decision on the 

•application dated Q3511.2017 though taken already was not 

communicated to the Applicant. 

3. In Affidavit, it is stated that now the decision is 

communicated by order dated 01.10.2020 and action is being 

taken against the concerned officials responsible for not 

communicating the decision earlier. 

4. Perusal of file tendered by learned P.O. reveals that 

show cause notices are issued to the concerned and their 

explanation is awaited. 

5. Learned P.O. should inform the Tribunal about final 

action taken against the concerned officials by next date. 

6. As the decision is now communicated to the 

Applicant by order dated 01.10.2020 (during the pendency of 

this O.A.), the Applicant's Counsel submits that the said order 

dated 01.10.2020 needs to be challenged by making 

amendment to O.A. 

7. Two weeks time is granted for taking necessary steps. 

8. 	S.O. to 22.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(J) 

vsm 
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IN THE MA-HARASHTRA. 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 Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 08.10.2020 

O.A.No.134 of 2020 

R. V. Bhadane 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

Heard Shri Gaurav A. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

for the Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. In this 0.A., notice was issued on 13.02.2020 and 

enough time is availed for filing reply. Even on last two dates, 

last chance was granted with direction that no further time 

will be granted. Despite this position, no reply is filed which 

shows that Respondents are not interested in filing reply. 

3. In view of above, matter be kept for hearing at the 

stage of admission without reply. 

4. S.O. to 22.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member(1) 
vsm 

[PTO. 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./A.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 	 ItAsrt..,--/ 11 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.,.  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 08.10.2020, 

0.A.No.199 of 2020 

A.L. A. Mujawar 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri Gaurav A. Sandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

for the Applicaneand Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Enough time is granted for filing reply. However, on 

request of learned P.O. for the Respondents, two weeks time 

is granted as a last chance. 

3. 5.0. to 22.10.2020. 

\\I 
(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member(J) 
vsm 

[PTO. 
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1G.0 P.) J 2737 (50,000-4-2019) 	
1991.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 08.10.2020 

O.A.No.1231 of 2020 
With 

O.A.No.1000 of 2018 

P. FL Vanjari & Ors, 

Versus 

....Applicants 

The State of Mattiughtra & Ors. 	...Respondents. 
_ 

1. Heard Shri Gaurav A. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

for the Applicants, Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer holding for Ms S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 

Presetting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents submits that he is 

adopting Affidavit-in-Reply filed in connected 

O.A.No.1000/2018 and there is no need to file separate reply 

in this O.A. Statement is recorded. 

3. As the pleadings in O.A.No.1231/2019 and 1000/2018 

are complete, matter be kept for final hearing. 

4. S.O. to 27.10.2020. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member(J) 

vsm 
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(G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000-4-2019) 	 [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Date : 08.10.2020 

M.A. No.705 of 2019 in O.A.No.1231 of 2020 

P. R. Vanjari & Ors, 4-r 	 ....Applicants 

Versus 

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

1. 	Heard Shri Gaurav A. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

for the Applicants, Shri A. J. Chougule, learned.  Presenting 

Officer holding for Ms S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 

Pre.seting Office,r fgrthe Respondents. • 

This is an application for leave to sue jointly. 

3. Considering the cause of action pursued by the 

Applicants is common, concurrent and usual, the case is not 

required to be decided separately. 

4. In this view" of the matter, the present Misc. 

Application is allowed, subject to Applicants paying requisite 

Court Fees, if not already paid. 

M.A.No.705/2019 is allowed. 

(A. P. Kurhekar) 

Member(1) 

vsm 
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08.10.2020 

Tribunal's orders 

O.A.No.300/2020 

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

R.G. Lande 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

he State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

SUE-MOTU SPEAKING TO THE MINUTES 

Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel 

or the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents both are present. 

2. 	It is seen that errors have occurred in 

transcription of the order pronounced on 06.10.2020 

ence, the following order is passed :- 

(a) In paragraph 14, 
The word 'extend' be replaced by the word, 
`extent'. 
The word 'statue' be replaced by the word 
`statute'. 
The word 'from' be added before the word 
`time to time'. 

(b) In paragraph 29, the word 'Government 
who' be replaced by the word, `Government 
which'. 

(c) In paragraph 33, the sentence 'The 
submission dated 22.06.2020 thus is not 
only for seeking permission for issuance 
of transfer orders, but it was the proposal 
seeking approval for posting' be replaced 
by the sentence, The proposal dated 
22.06.2020 thus is not only for seeking 
permission for issuance of transfer orders, 
but also was the proposal seeking 
approval for posting, therefore the 
signature of the competent authority i.e. 
the Hon'ble the Chief Minister was 
required on it.' 

(d) In ORDER- (A), the word 'cancelled' be 
replaced by the word `quashed and set 
aside'. 

(e) In paragraph 27(111), the 'Rule 4(5)(ii) and 
4(5)' be replaced by the 'Rule 4(4)(ii) and 
4(5)'. 

The above corrections be incorporated in the 

udgment dated 06.10.2020 and pursuant to that 

rrected Judgment entirely be uploaded. 

(Mridula Bhatkar J.) 
Chairperson 
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