. MUMBAIL

M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Ovriginal Apphcdtlon Nao, _ Cof 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

0.A. No.515 0f 2016

Shri H.H. Khade _' ..Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

_ Heard Shri K.R. J agdale, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. '

2. Ld. PO has tendered copy of order dated
21.6.2016 showing that applicant’s transfer/posting
is modified. Copy is given to Ld. Advocate for the
Applicant. |

3. . Ld. Advocate for the applicant prays tor time
to find it whether applicant is satisfied.

4. S.0.t0 10.8.2016.

5. Apphcant is at liberty to c1rculate before due

DATE:_ Wihltk ! date. if 8
CORAM ate, if occasion arises.
Hon'biz Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) : : &
ARSI “TCS’hJﬂ!N&f-{-M&%}bGF}-A I _ Lo
g ‘ ﬁf Joshi, )\\
AT RS 1 . .
L Chairman
TSI, . ‘Q jaﬁﬁid" - 11.7.2016
Adwocni ui e Agplicant ) S (sgp). ‘

C.PU /PO for the Réspondent/s

Ady Touwn VBN
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE 'I‘RIBUNAL

MUMBALI
M.A/R.A/C.A No. : _ of 20
S IN
()rigiilal Applicration No. ot 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

0.A.No.910 of 2015

Shri D.R. Kshirsagar ..Applicanté
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors - ..Respondents

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

2. S.0.t03.8.2016. ‘I\

S//r

(AH Joshi, Jq

Chairman
11.7.2016
DATE. . (sg))
CORAM ;
How'ble Justice Shii 4. ¥ Joshi (Cliafrmuany
I iemar-fMomborA
ATPLARANTE : \ -
ShTAEE T s '—H‘ ‘\.!.&an.%l ............. l‘/
Advoests fx teo Apalicent : )
Sl 5,2 Ko G SRS,

CRO/EOC. {"_ef the Respondent/s

Ady. To........ \.2\].(” ........ srsssasasasasnisaase "




iU NWIBAIL

M.A/R.A/C.A. No. . of* 20
IN
© Oviginai Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Otfice Notes, Office Memeoranda of Cora:m, ‘
' Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders '

11.07.2016

O.A No 1082/2015

. DrR.M Joshi ... Applicant
_ Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Responaents

Heard Shri B.A Bandiwadekar, learnea
advocate for the applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting = Officer
holding for Mrs K.8. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

This Tribunal by order dated 12.4.2016
asked whether the Applicant who has been given

temporary posting at Godhegaon Dist-Pune will
W 16 be accommodated there on regular transfer.
Cm\m ‘ Though three months have passed, no reply is

“W\ %‘mwl R‘“—J W ,quw)a_\ L\’] forthcomlng from- Respondent no. 1.
M\J A ﬂgary)‘wa,\(,y_%, 1; - 1 On the request of Learned. C.P.O last
(__ ‘ chance is given to the Respondents to come with

O‘}i —Q«/ clear reply.
W, Rey Pkt o+ 4. o
%6_&‘ "j f f _ 3.0 to 18.7.2016. Hamdast.

SUT Rl podets | |
I | S GRﬁg{g(a\;wM

Vice-Chairman
Akn )




- MA/R.A/C.A No.

IN

Original Application No.

ot 20

cof 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ordeérs or
directions and Registrur's orders

Tribunal’s orders .

Wbl L
Coyowm HoN.- %yl Qgﬂw ’fBﬁNc—\ C\f/(_)

Aﬁ\v . ﬂﬁaml\\\)acld#av—‘?@/
Me =4,
M50 € ohod, 90 R vha
Kefs
Hﬂhﬂ\i{:"

S04 153914 Ao Sinad P\c«vy‘r;;

¥

Akn

11.07.2016

0.A No 555/2016

Shri R.S Devare .. Applicant
' Vs.
Respondents

The State of Maharashtra & Ors..."

Heard Shri AV Bandiwadekar, iearned
advocate for the applicant, Ms Neelima Ghoad,
holding for Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents no 1 to 3 and Shri

M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for Respondent no.

4,

Affidavit in rejoinder is filed by jearned
advocate for the Applicant. O.A is admitted.
Respondents are at liberty to file sur-rejoinder, if

need be.
. Place for final hearing on 25.7.2016
ﬁR%Jw gﬁwal) ‘

Vice-Chairman




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBALI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.120 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SANGLI

Smt. P.M. Jamadar .Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri Sandeep Dere — Advocate for the Applicant
Shri A.J. Chougule - Presenting Officer for the Responidents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 11th July, 2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri Sandeep Dere, learned Advocate for the Applicant

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

Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant pointed out that affidavit filed by
the Superintendent of Police, Sangli is in total lack of advertence to
the crucial sentence contained in the order dated 30.4.2014 passed
in OA No.290 of 2012. The Superintendent of Police Shri Dattatraya
Tulshidas Shinde, while signing the affidavit has failed to read

following portion:



2 0O.A. No.120 of 2016

“The Applicant, therefore, should have been placed above the
Respondent: No.6 and was eligible to be considered for
appointment. We are conscious of the fact that the
Respondent No.6 has been working on the establishment of the
Respondent No.3 since 2008, He would be 1st in the waiting
list, after the Applicant, as per aforesaid GR. We, therefore,
direct that the Applicant be given appointment to the post of
Sweeper w.e.f. the date of appointment of the Respondent

No.6.”

(quoted from page 5 of the judgment of this Tribunal delivered
in OA No.290 of 2012 at page 18 of the paper book of OA.)

3. The Superintendent of Police is an officer of senior rank in
hierarchy.
4. Human error can occur and a reasonable allowance for that

purpose can be given.

5. In order to know whether it is human error, S.P. Sangli is given
an opportunity to reconsider his stance disclosed in his affidavit. He
should state that his stance is based on due consideration of the
fact and not a consequence like lack of advertence. He should file

affidavit by the next date.

6. Appropriate orders as warranted and circumstances of the

case would be passed thereafter.



3 0O.A. No.120 of 2016

7. Ld. PO is directed to communicate this order.

8. S.0. to 9.8.2016. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed.

(AT, Joshi, J’Q(
Chairman
11.7.2016

Date : 11th July, 2016

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.
E:\JAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\7 July 2016\0A.120. 16.J.7.2016-PMJamadar-Transfer-50.9.8.2016.doc



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.67 7 OF 2016

DISTRICT : PUNE

Shri Nana Sahebrao Parbhane ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Miss S.P. Manchekar - Advocate for the Applicant
shri A.J. Chougule - presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 11t July, 2016
ORDER

1. Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.
2. Issue notice returnable on 31.8.2016.

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

-



2 0.A. No.677 of 2016

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

hearing.

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

as limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

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

Affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. Heard on the point of interim relief.

8. The Ld. Advocate for the applicant has pointed out that:-

(a) Though the transfer is issued taking recourse to Section 4(4)
and 4(5) of The Maharashtra Government Servants Regulation
of Transfers and Prevention of Delay in Discharge of Official
Duties Act, 2005 (hereinafter referred to as the Transfer Act’),

reasons are not disclosed, nor do those exist.

(b) The applicant was transferred to PWD. Haveli Division No.2
where hé joined on 7.6.2013. However, again on 24.6.2014
he was asked to work in PWD Haveli Division No.l till
7.4.2015. Thus, though he was transferred he has continued
to work in Haveli Division No. 1 till 7.4.2015. Mostly from said
point of view, the Government thought that applicant’s
transfer is mid-term and hence Section 4(4) and 4(5) of the
Transfer Act have been resorted. In the aforesaid premises no

reliever is appointed to take charge of the applicant.



O.A. No.677 of 2016

er is dated 30.5.2016 the applicant

(cy Though impugned ord
continues to hold the char

ge of Haveli Division No.2.

going para the applicant has made

9. In the premises noted here in fore

out a case for grant of interim relief.

10. Therefore, by way of ad-interim relief order relief is granted in terms

of prayer clause 11(a) and (b} of OA.

rty is granted to circulate before due date if occasion arises and

11. Libe
d. On the date of hearing record be P

reply is file roduced.

o copy is allowed to both

12.  S.0. to 31.8.2016. Hamdast and sten

parties. Ld. P

O is directed to communicate this order to the respondents.

11.7.2016

Date : 11th July, 2016

Dictation taken by: S.G- Jawalkar.

\Judgements\2016\7 July 2016\0A.677. 16.J.7.2016-NSParbhane-Transfer—SO.3 1.8.2016.doc

E-\JAWALKAR



THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.S3S OF 2016

DISTRICT : NASHIK

R.C. Barhe ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Responaents.

Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the Chief learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN

DATE :11.07.2016.

ORDER

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.

Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. tearned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the Respondents states as follows :-
Communication is received from Respondent No.3 and he has asked for tour
weeks time for filing affidavit-in-reply.

3. Respondent No.3, the Deputy Director, Health Services, Nashik Circle, Nashik is

directed to file his own affidavit on the following points :-

(a} Whether the applicant’s case was submitted in the past betore
Competent Authority to take review as regards to continuation or
revocation of suspension ?

{b} Who is that Competent Authority before whom the applicant’s case was
submitted ?

(c) In case the proposal was not submitted or its submissipn was delayed the
reasons thereto ?

(d) Which is the Authority / Committee who will now be considering the
applicant’s case for revocation of suspension or otherwise.

(e) What are the reasons due to which Applicant’s suspension is contunuea
for long period ?




a Affidavit for the foregoing points be filed within two weeks. Copy of Affidavit be |

also serve upon learned Advocate for the Applicant.

5. Apart from the affidavit on above points, Respondent No.3 shall be free to file
his own affidavit answering each and every paint, paragraph and averment agitated in

the O.A.. if O.A.is to be contested.

6 Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned C.P.O..

7. Learned C.P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents.

-

Chairman

3. 5.0. to 25.07.2016.

ork




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.984 OF 2015
WITH .
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1021 OF 2015
DISTRICT : PUNE

S.A. Sarwade (0.A.984/2015)

G.B. Shinde {0.A.1021/2015) ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respangents.

Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.

Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Responaents
CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE ‘11.07.2016.
b RDER
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 Advocate Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar for the Applicants states as follows :-

{a) Leave to amend is prayed for adding Collector, Pune as Respondent No.3
is prayed for and to make necessary averments in relation to sucn
amendment etc..

{b) He undertakes to éarry ocut amendment, if leave is granted within three
days.
3. Leave to amend as prayed is granted.

4, If amendment is not carried out within 3 days, O.A. shall stand dismissea

without referring the case to the Tribunal.

5. If amendment is carried out and served on the Collector, Pune forthwith, then
the Collector, Pune shall make astatement on the next date as to the time frame witnin

which he shall make decision.




6.

i }

Ao,
it does not mean that the Collector, Pune ask for time at leisure, rather it would

be anoreciated if the decision is taken till next date.,

ork

If amendment is carried out, 5.0. to 12.08.2016. |

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

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

— Q.

%‘(ﬁ. Jgﬁ///:a@&"“

Chairman



Qffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s Gx'dérs oy
directions und Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders
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Cate : 11.07.2016.

0.A.N0.902 of 2015

N.G. Kondhalkar .. Applicant.
Versus !

The State of Maharash__thra & Ors ;..Respoﬁaents.
1. Heard Applicant in person and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,

tae'learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned.Advocate for the

2pplicant is absent,

3. Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the
Fespondents states that-afﬁdavit is received from
Fespondent No.3. However, after discussion with the Law
Officer it has transpired that affidavit requires to be
redrafted and prays fér time for filing affidavit of

F:-espondent No.3.

4. Learned P.Q. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad further states that
para-wise remarks are received from Respondents No.l

and 2.

5. ‘Learned P.0. for the Respondents prays for two

weeks time.

6. For filing reply, time is granted by way of last

chance.
7. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.
8. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order -

for the Respondents.

9. S.0.t028.07.2016. , g

' ' Sd/-
~TA.H. Joshi, 1.} "Q"“‘

Chairman
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..... Applicant/s
{AAVOCATE i, e )
Dersts
The State of Maharasatra and others
Respondent/s
{(Presenting OffICer. ... i e )
Ofttice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or . Tribuxial s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 11.07.2016.
0.A.No.418 of 2016
ShriSwatiS.Shinde .. Applicant
V/s.
The State of Maha. & Ors. ... Respondents

R
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Heard Shri. 5.5. Dere, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Ms.N.G. Gohad, the learned Presentmg Officer
for the Respondents.

t have ‘perused my own order on 24.06.2016.0n the
request of the learned P.O.

Last chance is granted far the
first Respondent to do the needful

granted. 5.0, to 25.07.2016. Hamdast.

—

S/ -

(R.B.Malik)
Member (J)
11.07.2016

Two weeks’ time is

y
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corun,
Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or
divections and Registrar’y orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE : l\iﬂ(\é

CORAM ;

—ry g
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Fow’ble Shri . B, MALIK (Member) [~
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Ao 0, tor the Rospondents

Date : 11.07.2016.

0.A.N0.551 of 2016

Shri. C.S. Gaikwad - . Applicant
V/s,
The State of Maha. & Ors. ... ‘Respondents

1. Heard Shri. C.T.Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms.N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for

the Respondents.

2. Issuz notice returnable on 18.072016.

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

and separate notice for final disposal shall not be issued.

4. Appntéant is “authorized and directed to serve on
Respondent intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with comolete paper book of

O.A. Respondent is put to notice that the case would be taken

| up for final disposal at the stage of admission hearing}

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.

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.

App!ica'nt is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and notice.

5.0. to 18.0%2016. N

6. N
d i
( ;[/ i
— \\ \
(R.B.Malik)



MUMBAT

M.A/RAJC.A. No. ' of 20

1IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

11.07.2016

0.A No 622/2016

Shri K.B Jagtap ... Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant,'Ms Neelima Ghoad,
holding for Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer‘ for the Respondehts.

Affidavit in reply has been filed. Learned
Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar stated that he does

not wish to file rejoinder.

| : O.A is admitted. Place for final hearing
omme__wohik on 12.7.2016 |

CORAM ;
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WGCPY J 22608) (50,000—2-2015) 15pl.- MAT-1-2 B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI
M.A/A/ A No. of 20
S IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

-

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

0.A. No.185 0f 2016

Shri M.P. Sonaware : . Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. Ld. PO has tendered copy of order showing
that applicant’s appeal is decided.

3. Copy is given to the Ld. Advocate for the
applicant. Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate prays
for two weeks time for the manner in which he
would proceed.

Q

4. S.0. t0.2.8.2016.

| nate._ nizle . | Cﬁ#
CORALY ' - .
o (AH. Joshi, W

Hon' "nahi{Cﬂairman) Chai
I e sherA airman
~11.7.2016
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C.F. T 3 JERITIF:

Ad). Tou.. H B\l e




WGLCPS J 226008y (60,000—2-2015) . [Spl- MAT-F-2 g

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/R.A/CA, No, of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20
i FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.
Office Nutes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearanee, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions und Registrur’s orders
0.A. No.52 of 2016
Shri S.V. Varunjikar : .Applicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri P.S. Pathak, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.XK., leamned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO is directed to keep entire file in which
applicant’s case was earlier put up for review of
suspension and present file, if any.

3. Similarly, the senior officer who 1s involved in
this matter and would be required to take a decision
if available, should remain present on the next date.

4. S.0.t022.7.2016.

‘1 Inshi (Chairman) . : .
i rhesbe i) Ar ' - ﬂloshl &)
Lo ' * Chairman
11.7.2016
YRR f i‘ég»--g)!' (Sg])
e
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WGPy J 226008) (50,000--2-2015) ' {Spi- MAT-F-2 B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINI‘STRAT - TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RA/ A No. - of 20
iN
Or 15111511 Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeusrance, Tribonal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directidns and Registrar’s orders :

M.A. No.74/2016 in Q.A. No.166/2016

‘Shri A.S. Garware .Applicant
- Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. Ld. PO states that para wise comments are
received and a week’s time is required for filing

reply.

: ; 3. S.0.1t022.7.2016. Q '
pate.__ Wl - ,@(HQ/ / —
("n)\ r‘l .. .

Hf-."k.? : E s Sl AL L Toshi (Chairman) o ' JOS
‘ y s . o Chairman
e - 11.7.2016
ool D \ (sg))
vt YA Bard Wedelao
P s S the !”k‘ Toont ~
Snit -Q q\ebﬂq L_
Cuay lLJ 't-J the Re Il adenifs

Ady. To 2249\ 16. _




(WGP J 226008) (50,000—2-2015) ' 15pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. o of 20
IN
" Oviginal Application No. of 20

R

' FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

- 0.A No.354 0f 2016

Shri T.A. Jankar & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate
for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. _

2. Ld. PO states that time is required for taking
decision in the matter of posting of various
employees.in Thane and Palghar District.

3. Collector, Thane as well as Collector, Palghar
are directed to file affidavit stating the steps required
to be followed and the time frame for the purpose of
reaching final conclusion as regards issuing orders
for allocation/absorption of the Government servants.

ek Wl r 4. Affidavit be filed within two weeks. Ld. PO is_

Do directed to communicate this order to respondent

TR Sosh (Chaitman) no.3 as well as respondent no.4.

B o P I A FLAt7e yos et 0 oLl A . ’ : -

TaNIRA 7 o 5. 8.0, to 26.7.2016. Steno copy and hamdast

et i i il Resnondeny . : (Pfﬁ.’jos i', I“ ' .'
oy ' Chairman
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IG.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) ©1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASH’I RA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.AJC.A. No. ' of 20
1N
© Original Application No. 7 of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Oflice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders or
directions aund Registear’s orders

Tribunul’s orders

rage: wWzb | !

10 dashi {Chairman)

rba. fbﬁrﬂmmldlr
"‘" i ﬁ "ﬂ“ W

Ady 109‘.}1'11]1’

O No 65 0f 2046

Smt. R.S. Patil
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -

..Apphicant

" ..Respondents
Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Miss Neelima

Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2.° Ld Advecate for the Applicant tenders

- rejoinder. It is taken on record.

3. On perusal of affidavit filed by Shri D.N.

- Jadhav, Tahsildar, for and on behalf of Collector, it

prima facie reveals that affidavit is filed in most
casual and irresponsible manner. Crucial paras have
been replied with a pleading of “no knowledge”.

4. Ld. PO states that officer concerned would
appear personally and offer explanation in- this
regard. '

5. In view of this statement adjourned to

21.7.2016.

(AH JOSW
. Chairman
11.7.2016
(sgj)



WGP Jd 226008 (50,000—2-2015) - {Spl-. MAT F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL .

MUMBAI
M.A/RA/CA No. : of 20
IN
Ox iginal Apphcatmn No. ‘ of 20

FARAD CONTIN UATION SHEET NO.

Oflice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, I'ribunul’s orders or ’ Tribunal s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ' :

M.A. No.85/2016 in Q.A. No.198/2016

Shri C.S. Vyavahare | : Applicant
Vs. o
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smit. KI.S. Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states that affidavit in reply  is
received and she would like to verify whether the
contents are in order and prays for time.

3. Time granted.

4. 8.0. 10 26.8.2016.

- o > dar
vaTE:__ |l | | (A.H. Joshi \j@m
COPAM - , s P
COAA At e (Chainan) Chairman
IANAIRPR] SIFL S STNEL L I L '
“JT" — T \'lil‘.'!h‘! [i3pmsy ‘:-. A 11'7‘2016

o (sg) : y
u .-—~ ‘b . QM"ANG&W
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WGOP) J 22608) (560,000-—2-2015) ‘ ISpl.- 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.

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

0Q.A. No41 0f2016

Shri 8.B. Sawant - - ..Applicant
Vs. o
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

_ ' Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO tenders affidavit in reply. It is taken
onrecord.

3. - Admit. To come up for hearing in due course.
Liberty ta circulate in 2017.
-

(AH. Jdém Ih! Gl
Chairman
11.7.2016

(sg))

R, dale
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P‘dh\ﬂ‘ Foitlags
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RO 226008 (H0,000—2-2015) .
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

M.AJ/RA/ A No
“IN-

Qriginal Application No.

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 [,

of 20

‘ot 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Uffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corgm,

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
dirsetions and Registrar’s ovders

Teéibunal’s orders

DATE : \\\71'11-

CORAN ;
Hon'ble fustics Shai AL HL Jas hxmhalrman)

e Kb fmmwow;

Clu:p _} ior this Respondent/s

28k

Ad). Tow.

0.A. No.103 0f 2016

Shri ML.B. Pawar .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mabharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

Gaikwad, "learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.
2. Ld. PO states that para wise comments are

received from respondent no.l and affidavit would
be filed within four weeks. :

3. Though four weeks time is prayed for, longer
time is granted for filing reply. No further time will
be granted.

4, " $.0.1031.8.2016. R

) -
‘AH. JGSW'
= Chairman |

11.7.2016

(sgj)



WLET J YRGO(R) (50,000—-2-2015) ' 1Spl- MAT-F.2 B,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. I of 20
IN
Orviginal Application No, of 20

'~ FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

QOffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribonnl’s orders or . ) Tribunaf' s orders
dircetions and Registrur’s orders

0.A.No.373 0of 2016

Shri 8.B. Pawar ' - .. Applicant

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

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

2. Action to be taken in this case is to wait for a
clarification to be received from the Fiance
Department which was sought by the respondent
no.2’s office from the Finance Department. In view
of this, Ld. PO prays for four weeks time.

3.  Though four weeks time is prayed for, longer
time is granted for filing reply. No further time will

" be granted.
UATE: W 7‘1} L ! ' 4L seond : ‘ -
CORAM - : 4. Ld. Advocatei&é}ﬁénakes to file affidavit of

Heo tie o nara 3 Tt (Thairmany service.
jr e e BT A '

5. S.0.to031.8.2016. .

N
s e <o/ -

fow o Lo B Y 4 g(/\,\ T
e Vs, Gy - (A.H. Joshi,
o N S Chairman

11.7.2016

Ad). To. zialle. (sgj)




{G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (B3,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-I-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
' .
Qriginal Application ™o, = of 20 . Dmstrier ’
O Applicant/s
(Advocate ... S PPUPPPI e )]
VErsns
The State of Maharashtra and others
' . [ Respondent/s
(Presenting OQfficer.....ccoovviiiiiiinanss U v )
V Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s brders
Date : 11.07.2016.
0.A.No.552 of 2016
G.R. Gujrathi _ ... Applicant.
Versus -
1 i B .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri A.l. Chougule; the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O‘. .Shri A.J. Chouguie for the
Respondents has tendered the copy of communication
received from the office of Directorate of Medical Services
to the Députy Director, Health Services, Thane. Copy

thereof is also furnished to learned Advocate Shri R.M.

Kolge.
i {Thairman)
Ho ' ~FeambeiA 3. Learned Advocate for thé Applicant prays for time
to consider as to whether the Applicant is satisfied with
" the action taken by the Respondents.
TR ﬁ'-j ! W‘&ﬂ.ﬂ&:ﬂ.

4, in view of the foregoing, adjourned to 11.08.2016.
. . Fal

Adj.'1'0....“....\..‘.\.8.\,‘ e; v | | < (5/ ] —
5‘{/ " {AH. Joshifl]™ T
' Chairman({

T prk

[FTO
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(G.C.RY J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016)
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Qriginal Application No: ' of 20 . T DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(ADVOCALE c1rer e e ety bians 3
velrsus
]
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting QEIICer ..o i et ettt ee e e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, _
' Appeyrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
1 - Date : 11.07.2016.
0.A.N0.338 of 2016
A.D. Borade ... Applicant.
J Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri P.B. Gole, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presentingr
Officer f_dr the Respondents. .
. 2. Learned Advocate wants to ascertain whether
Respondent No.3 is correctly described.
3. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to'22.07.2016.
. :
Dere__uie Sef (—
OR - T B A
i—JﬁTA i _ . H.J f
) t"'_" i ‘ Chairman
Fis prk : .
Shei
Ad
i )
ks
Ag. .. 22N 16
[ETO




..... Applicant/s

(Advoeate ......ooperinininn, TV PUTIUPUTRUROTN )

versus
The State of Mahardbhtrd and otherb

..... Respondent/s

“ {Presenting Qfficer..........ccccconirrriennins et e }

Ofiice Notes, Offiece Memoranda of Coram,
Appesrance, Tribunal’s orders or . ‘ Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders :

Date : 11.07.2016.

0.A.N0.460 of 2016
Mr, C.S. Dhotre . Applicant
V/s,

The State of Maha. & Ors. ... Respondents

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

the Applicant.

- Shri Jagdale submits the communication from the
Applicant. Taken on record. O.A. is allowed to be
withdrawn & as such is disposed of for want of

prosecution. No order as to cost. Hamdast.

DATE : U\’%hé

CORAM | R Y —
o S e A ‘ : _ {ﬂ W\ © "

(\'!‘i"i.— “;hﬁiﬂi aﬂ, - ]
How'lie Shri R. B, MALIK (Msn"ber)_j“’ - (;'B'Mbam((})
ember
AFY SREOLD: ‘
i il 11.07.2016
ShivEantin Vit Léﬂ -P‘ m’i = -.?.T! Cﬂﬂ—}w - -
- Advocats S the Applicant | \ ' nmn,

m eI B % [4 nv :mu% Crasreis
2T, for the Respondents

b %‘L‘"QR L_;L2> ALSPOSQQBO\Q'

= |




(GLC.P.) & 2260 (A) (B0,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

1Spl- MADF2 E,

MUMBAI
Original Application No.” ~ G of 20 " DISTRICT
R App]icant/s
CAAVOCALE c.ooeee e et eereees s esinte e )
DErsis
'
The State of Maharashtra and others

e Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer................... v ........ )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, -
Appeurunue,ﬂ%ibunursurderéOr

\ . ; Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 11.07.2016.

C.A.No.41 of 2016 in C. A No.1225 of 2010

5.C. Gupta ... Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.

1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and ‘Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents
states as follows -

Order is complied with, however, time may ‘be
granted for tendermg apology for delay in
comphance

3. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 22.07.2016.
"5 (/ [/~

"(AM. Joshi,
Chairman G

Ady. To.. L{gll& _ _ o

e srranigstayy

(PTO.



(GO J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2 1
{ 015) |Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA TIV E TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. | l
| . of 20 ‘ . DistrICT.
S e Applicant/s
(CADVOCALE .o e iraae e vre e st s v )
!
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s.
(Presenting Officer.. ..o Mo e, ) |

Office Notes; Office Memorunda of Coram,
Appearunce, Tribunul’s orders or Tyibunal’s ofders -
directions nnd Registrar’s ordeis

Date : 1°..07.2016.

C.A.No.102 of 2015 in O A.No.838 of 2011

’ S.P. Kanthe ... Applicant.
~Versus
The State ‘of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1 .
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Shri KB B Smt. K.5. Gaikwad for the
‘ \ . Respon:ients states as follows -
DATE : L -
CORA: - 1 ?U : ‘ Order passed in O.A.N0.838 of 2011 is carried
ﬁ:n , AT ' : before the Hon’ble High Court and Writ Petition
u . - "t {Chaiman) . " No.1129 of 2016 is scheduled to come up for
e e admission hearing on 25.07.2016.
Al . 3
Sh. -__ (b-ﬁ. ‘b”’“‘l.‘d“-)sdl«y/ . 3. in vi_ew of the statement of learned P.O. hearing of
L. R this C.A. is adjourned to 07.11.2016, with liberty to both
Y, :
%““‘ B K‘—S %\WC—G} the 5|dus to circuiate befare due date if occasion arises.
Ady. To.. '7\11\1& with ltheds., tvlboeth | ‘ //

e sigy + qytklat:L bM |
de date, (F atcagim Arpid (AH loshi, J W

Chairman
ﬁ " prk

(]

PTO.



(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (BU,000—2-2015) - ‘ {Bpl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Y
MUMBAI
. . L] ;
Original Application No. - T of20 : DISTRICT
' .... Applicant/s
~(Advoecate ., ' s ey e )
versis . i
The State of Maharashtra and others’
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.........ooviinnnn e er e veereeleanns)

Office Notey, Office Memoranda of C;]l'ul'}l.,
_Appearance, Tribenub’s orders or : . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registenr's orders i -

Date : 11.07.2016,

C.A.No.63 of 2015 in 0.A.No.511 of 2012

) M.P. Magar & Ors. ' .... Applicants.
Versus -
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, th‘e learned Advocate far the

' Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.
2. learned P.0. Smt. K.S. Gakwad for the
! ' ‘Respondents prays for a week’s time to verify whether due
_ paTE “,‘7,M o | compliance is done and made a statement on the next
5—&".1" ; e . date.
“haitmeny
) D A - 3. 5.0.10 25.07.2016
ART :
S A Wolge | gf//,,_
Al . s ' T . —
i , : ' _ . _ {A.H: Joshi, L.
q:;r' K$, ﬁqu : Chairman U
p ] ‘........._," pl’k ' \

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

aes
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MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A No, ‘ of 20
IN

Uriginal Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

~ Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
divections and Registrarv’s ovders

0.As. No.105 & 106 of 2016

Shri R.K. Potle

Shri S.K. Patil o . Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

Respondents.
2. Ld. PO states that para wise comments are
received and further time of two weeks is required
for filing reply.
3. Though two weeks time is prayed for, longer
time is granted for filing reply No further time will
be granted.
Wi “bhc. :
L 4. S.0.t031.8.2016.
T hninam) }\
._:’[\

S S/~
Rone Ao a_uw | ~TAH. Joshi, 4

Chairman

K5, Lapcwed 11.7.2016
IR (sg)) :

- mslle
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WGP J220600B) 150,000—-2-2015) ‘ ISpl.- MAT-F-2 &,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/CA. No. : o of 20
"IN
Original Application No. of- 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Gffice Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum, .
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’ s orders
divections und Registrar’s orders

0.As. No.363 t0 372 & 374 t0 377 0o£ 2016

Shri T.T. Bankar & Ors ..Applicants
' Vs. , _ .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ’..Respondents

Heard Shri R.S. Kavle, learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states that there are other OAs and
efforts are being taken to file reply in all the cases
and prays for four weeks time. -

3. Though four weeks time is prayed for, longer
time is granted for ﬁling reply. No fuﬁher time will

be granted.
4. Ld Advocate u dertakes to file affidavit of

service.
pate:__nial1d i ' 5. S.0.t031.8.2016.
CORAM ;
Taa e Jwaldos Serd 11 Jeshi (Chairman) : 4}/
e “ GrbemberiA ' K (A H. Josh UV\
LT ' o Chairman
e R M | | 1172016

G e A (sgj)

T !‘\ f\ {rhd%
CF) ') for te kegpondent/s
AdJ_To....,'.?.'.ll.%l].&' ........ ST
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.48 OF 2015
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.917 OF 2014
(C.A.NO.897 OF 2011 AURANGABAD)

DISTRICT : DHULE

S.A. Borse .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ....Respondents.

None for the Applicant.

Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSH!, CHAIRMAN

DATE  :11.07.2016.

ORDER
1. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Applicant and Advocate Shri S.U. Chaudhari, both are absent.
3. lLearned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents has tendered order dated

05.07.2016, showing that the compliance is done to the effect that applicant is granted

deemed date.

4, On perusal of the order tendered, it reveals that the Respondent No.3 seems to
be convinced that the order passed in O.A. cannot be complied with, however only
because of the “pressure of the Hon'ble Tribunal” which he had perceived, he has

passed the said order.

5. Perusal of the order passed in O.A. reveals that there is no ambiguity relating to
applicant’s eligibility. Moreover the said order is passed in O.A. is not challenged, and it

has attained finality.



6. in the aforesaid background it is not open for Contemnor to use the typed
language employed in the order issued by the Respondent No.3. The said text is perse,

and on the face of it a Contempt.

7. At this stage, learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for time for speaking to

Respondents No.2 and 3. The O.A. was kept back.

8. Later on C.A. was called out. Learned P.O. for the Respondents appeared and
stated that Respondents No.2 and 3 shall personally appear on the next date and either

express their point of view or take suitable steps.
9, In view of the request of learned P.0Q., hearing is adjourned to 22.07.2016.
10. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

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

’_&‘b / o i
(A.H. Joshi, J.
Chairman

prk
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