
(G.C.P.) J 22(30(B) (50,000-2-2015) 
ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. IN TELE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE' TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO, 

Office Notes, Office Menioranda of Coram, 

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

of 20 

DATE:  t\  

—BessAnt.-SIni-.1tertfV-AGArVAL--- 
-43.400---Otaisesen)-- 

Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) 4--  
APPEARANCE 

tAct..V.A  

Advoeste Par the Applicant 

r1):0113.0. for the Respondence 

0.A.718J2017  

Mr. S.G. Palkar 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. 8s, ors. ... Respondents 

Heard Mrs. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

See my order dated 4.8.2017. Affidavit-in-reply 
has already been filed. The OA has been adjourned to 
24th August, 2017. It is made clear that, on that day, 
regard being had to the facts, the OA may have to be 
finally heard but if it, is found that it was not possible and" 
may be request for interim relief will be considered. 	cfr-- 

(R.B. Malik) 	l‘'F '11  
Member (J) 

11 0'1.08.2017 

(skull 
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Mete* fbr the Applicant 

r 	t 
___—_C.R9+Re:1or the Respondents 

a7lesaamasmie Adj. 

(O.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 
1Sp1.-  

IN THE MABAR,ASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MAT-F-2 E. 

 
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 

0.A.980/ 2016  

Mr. S.P. Yadav Ea 8 Ors. 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. 431D ors. 	... Respondents 

12mt:  1118t11--  

1w `le 

gam 

Shrl R. B. MALIK (MemberL 

APPEARANCE :  

_ibgetnt...—$16-0, • -P (41,....021/A  

Heard Mrs. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicants and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

On the request of the learned Advocate Mrs. 
Punam Mahajan, the name of the Applicant No.2 i.e. Shri 
SushiLkumar K. Nayak is deleted from the array of parties. 
So far as he is concerned, the OA is disposed of with no 
order as to costs. 

S.O. to 16th August, 2017. 

(R.B. Mali}c) 1)  t 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

(skw) 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm. 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

P ) J 22(10(1)) (50,000---2-2015) 	 ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MI.TMEA1 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

DAT§  : 	(  
-CORO  : 
litemitile-Shrk-RAILY-AGARWAL 

IlIne'ble Stint R. B. MALIK (Member) 
APPEARANCE : 

Advoeste fbr the Af pllcant 

•  '-a"" 

----C;P:077.0. for the Respondents 

O.A. No.1028 of 2016  

Shri S.B. Nile 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti 

Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

This Original Application Its worked itself 

out, 31.-:e suspension of the Application was 

revoked:fhereafter, lkowever, he was posted at 

Chandrapur but subsequently he was promoted 

and posted to Sangli and, therefore, no dispute 

survives and the Original Application is 

accordingly disposed of with no order as to 

costs. It is recorded that the manner in which 

the suspension period is treated is left open and 

is not concluded hereby. 

ti 

(R.B. Malik) \ 	"A 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

(vsm) 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.1027 of 2016 

Shri V.B. Kulkarni 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

I have perused the record and proceedings 

and heard Shri 	Jagdale, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti 

Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

This Original Application can be disposed 

of in the manner herein below indicated. This 

O.A. was brought for disputing the order of 

suspension. The suspension was revoked and 

the Applicant was posted at Buldhana. That 

place is fraught with difficulties for the Applicant 

for various reasons and he wanted to be posted 

either at Kolhapur, Sindhudurg or Ratnagiri but 

that request was not considered for want of 

vacancy. Now, he made a representation on 

13.07.2017 for consideration of his case for a 

posting at Aurangabacl which according to him 

is currently vacant. A copy of representation is 

retained on record. The Respondents shall 

taken an appropriate decision on the said 

representation within three weeks from today 

and convey the outcome thereof to the Applicant 

within one week thereafter. 

With these directions, this O.A. is 

disposed of with no order as to costs. It is 

recorded that the manner in which the 

suspension period is treated is left open and not 

decided herein. 

c)._\\OL- 

(R.B. 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

(vsrn) 

DATE  I( ?A 11  

killwriviefflui7RMN-AGANWAIL--- 

Mar le Slid R. B. MALIK (Member)

2EARANCE: 

&Notate At the Applicant 

for the Respond/nal 

0 	. 
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DATE:  t  

AllsoirloUSlutlifinEV-AGAB-WAL- 

Iton't.tk: Shrt R. B. MALIK alcalbarT 

APPEARANCE : 

ce_tAA 

Advivatc ftr theApplktmt 

StliiisSuavt-.7- 
C,P.04-iLtt-ftillhe Rove 

S • C5 • 4C5 .2.411K1( • 
••••••••• 

2 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal( s orders 

O.A. No.295 of 2017  

Shri S.B. Nandgaonkar 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. 

Rajpurohit, the learned C.P.O. for the 

Respondents. 

A copy of the Minutes of the Meeting of 

the Suspension Review Committee dated 

04.03.2017 is taken on record. The learned 

Advocate states that the Applicant <instructed 

her not to press the, issue of competency of 

suspending authority. 

The learned C.P.O. submits that the Reply 

was directed only to that aspect of the matter 

and he requests for some time to file Reply as to 

whether other aspecty as well. I make it clear 

that this is already a Part-Heard matter and, 

therefore, the Respondents must file their Reply 

on the next date and regardless of whether the 

Reply is filed or not, the arguments will be 

heard. A copy of thp Reply be furnished the 

Applicant's Advocate at least a day in advance. 

S.O. to 24.08.2017. Hamdast. 

(R.13. Malik) \ 1• 
Member, (J) 
11.08.2017 

(vsm) 
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Text Box
         Sd/-



tl; i; 	22fife 14) ilia,0110- -4-20 i 	 lS pi.- AIAT-V-2 E 
IN TUE AIMIARAIIIITRA 41)1KINISTRATIVIII TRIBUNAL 

MUNIBAI 

114.43.A./C . No. 	 of p 
I N 

Original Applicatian No. 	 Pf 

FARAD CONTINUATION SliggT NO. 

011ie& Notes, Office Memoranda or Carom, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and RagilitC4144 orders 
Tribunal's orders 

DA11;  \?--- 
22111.21.; 

altv+40)-- 
Illan'ble Rini It. B. MALI1 (NI zal'oer),r-
APPEAPANCE 

Y41\61-71--  
Advocate Re the Applicant 

,Sttri-dint. • 	itc: • G–ait.14(31)  
Pf), tor the Respondents 

e o 6 	• 15 t .  

Suo-Moto C.A. No.3 of 2017  

Shri B.J. Patil 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti 

Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 
A copy of the communication from the 3rd 

Respondent dated 10.08.2017 on P.O.'s request 

is taken on record. In view thereof along with 

the unconditional apology already tendered, -z- 
Suo-Moto Contempt Application stands hereby 

disposed of with no order as to costs. The said 

apology is accepted. 

(R.B. alik) 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

vsm) 
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DAT*:  	3117 	

CORAN  
1-111604h4e-SInfrf 	 • - 
	Chain.laa) 

Illern'ble Slid R. R. MALIK (Member)"1"-- 
APPEARANCE : 

••• 

Advent* fbr me Applicant 

Shri Sin 	t-  • 
C.P.O 4Alaribr the R=T4_,A  , 
0 A. 

,r) 	J 220003) X50,000-2-2015) 	 ISol.- MAT-F-2-E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMEAI 

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 

Tribunals orders 

O.A. No.31 of 201.7  

Shri S.P. Kumavat 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

The State of Mah. & ars. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri S,S. Dere, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. 

Rajpurohit, the learned C.P.O. for the 

Respondents. 

Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate 

submits that the Applicant does not want to file 

Rejoinder. The Original Application is admitted 

and appointed for final,  hearing on 24.08.2017. 

(R.B. Malik) \ \ - 	0--  

Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

(vsm) 

Admin
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G.C.P. 4 22ki0(13) (6i),00U---:4-201)51 	 ISpl.- MAT-k'-'l E. 

IN TRR NIAHARAWRTRA ADMININTRATIVR TRII1UNAL 
ISTUMBAI 

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

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

ktti 	 
CoRAX  

-1111itfile-Shri7fttcfiV-AGARWAL 

Ilacfble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member! ,) 

APPEARANCE : 

-111Wievrr  INI)9 LI CXD-V-1---In-ra"  
Advocate the the Aoolteant 

Slut atm 	 . bro. 

C.P.O I-REHtt7 the ittispetta 

S.0 4-0 2_..118115 

O.A. No.E149 of 2017 

Ms M.S. Khot 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

The State of Mah. Lts ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard the Applicant in person and Shri 

N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned C.P.O. for the 

Respondents. 

The cause title of the OA will have to be 
ci-st-Pv't 

made elaborately A because just in case the 

notices are required to be issued by the Court, 

there has to be the proper address in the cause 

title. The Applicant to pomply during the course 

of the day and matter stands adjourned to 

21.08.2017. 

S.O. to 21.08.2017. 

(R.B. Malik) 
\\.O1 

 
Member (J) 

11.08.2017  

(vsm) 
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DAT: 	  
COWL  

—41/81(446-Sbri7-R-Al+V-24GAIVMAL- 
--(-114e4---cUsitatum14-- 

lkon'ble 310 R. B. MALIK (Metnber) 
I  

StIrJewt-r 
clk. 

\1■Ao4tvAr)  
Mitt /Sint. ; 
C.P.0 Respondents 

4if4r........Va;.2.12......21.11  

2 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.741 of 2017  

Shri V.K. Jagdhane 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

The State of Mah. & qrs. 	... Respondents .  

Heard Shri, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and, the learned P.O. for the 

Respondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 24.08.2017. 

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

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

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

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

S.O. to 24.08.2017. 	Learned P.O. do 

waive service. 

(R.13. Malik) \ \ -S 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

(vsm) 

Admin
Text Box
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(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

tfl.0 ) J 2200(41 lein,000--ii-S11015) 	 MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal' a orders 

DATA: 	8  
c0124k 

Itsn'Mc SIM R. B. MALIK (Member) 4 
APPEARANCE : 

jr„.206,"-.10otICcLAAA II/TO-AZ° h 

Advocate  ibr the Applicant 

Stu i 
c. P.0 /.k.0,-far the Responds's, 	, . 

1\i‘ 1\1\  • kW\ —c=4 	*-1k1!) 

tf\ 41-r: 
C 	

41 
p 1(‘ 	f)J4)T • 

O.A. No.45 of 2017  

Dr. S. V. Medhekar 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard the Applicant in person and Shri 

N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned C.P.O. for the 

Respondent No.l. 	Shri M.M. Kura, the 

Respondent No.2 is prpsent in person. 

Shri M.M. Kura, the Respondent No.2 

=st-s4j7.time to file Reply. 9  is directed that 

Affidavit-in-Reply must be filed on the next date. 

S.O. to 28.08.2017. 

Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-



1G.C, P J 2200(B)'50,1100--2-2015) 	 ESp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./RA./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 

Advocate tbr the Applicant 
Sfiri 	 "VA- 

-E.-P;(31-taktrfpr-titelistripendis 
PtPtXxect_bo- • cluA. 

-v-5( (4- . 

ce_mc(  

	

itAA-6 ,‘ • k 	c-R-iL041  

e ,„, 
A- • Fe (ILA& cibct,,,,,c00,12. (04_, 

II- 	. 	• 

CD 'c 	g tg 

DATA: 	(1i 	 
Coles{.  

--itsitzbstsimrm-mv-AGAgwu- 
Ron'ble Shrt R. B. MALIK (Member) 
APPTARANC8 

O.A. No.453, 454, 455 of 2017 with  
M.A.251 of 2017 with 0.A.456 of 2017  

Shri S.D. Dhavane Ss Qrs. 	... Applicants 

V/ s. 

The State of Mah. & qrs. 	... Respondents 

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicants and Shri C.T. 

Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant in M.A.251/2017. Smt. Archana B 

the learned P.O. and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the 

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

G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the 

Respondent No.3. 

The RespondentNo.2  shall make sure that • 

a complete copy of the Minutes of the Meeting of 

Civil Services Board is furnished to the 

Applicant's Advocate so as to enable her to file 

the Rejoinder. 
Adjourned for Rejoinder to 18.08.2017. 

Interim order to continue till then. 

(R.B. Malik) \ - 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

(vsm) 
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DAT4: 	lI l gll  
CORM( : 
1411%24141-Slmi,RMI-V-MiltRWAL.-  

lton'hIc Slat R. MALIK (Member) 4-- 

APPEARANCE 	: 

Stirt 

Advneetc 

9____=trtAIIE-fbr the APP. 	Lc=4AAt  

,vg)  

llcan 

117. 
p41 •11°OrZsgt;" 

C ) J 226(Ma) '50,000--2 2(115) 	 ISpl - MAT '-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE, TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SiiEgT NO. 

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

Tribunes orders 

No.' 18 of 2017 

Shri S.D. Kharat 

V/s. 

... Applicant 

The State of Mali. eii5 ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. 

Chougule, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

Affidavit-in-Reply is taken on record. The 

Applicant shall furnishi a copy of the O.A. to the 

Privater,Res ondent No.4 during the course of 

the day. 
The Original Application stands adjourned 

for Reply of the Respondent No.4. 

S.O. to 24.08.2017. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

(vsm) 
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DAM: 
: 

.44on'iit--Shei,-RARV-AGAVAIAIL 

WWI& She R. B. MALIK (Memberrj---  

APPEARANCE: 
P 	:10a4.1v e.. 

cG CP ) .1 22(40111) (50,000--2-2015) 	 ESpl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAfIARAS TRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

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

IN 

Original Application ND. 	 pf 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO, 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
direction* and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' a orders! 

Achnmeti,  far the Applicant 

• 	Sti: 	 C- 

j---effrric.O. 
 

for the Respondenee 

49/ 

O.A.

Ct  

 No.10 of 2017  

Shri M.A. Ingle 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

The State of Mah. Es ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri P.B, Dakve, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. 

Chougule, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

The pleading are complete. The Original 

Application is admitted and appointed for final 

hearing on 18.08.2017. 

(R.B. Malik) \A' 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-



P 	42(44411  '411,i100-1al 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA.TIVS T 
WAWA! 

MAT-t'-2

IBUNAL 

No. 	 (If 4Q 

I N 

Originol Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHE UT NO 

Office Notes, Office Mamorsads at Corset, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions 404 liscistrar's orders 

'MI/0130 s orders 

O.A. No.282 of 2017 

• DATB: k\  

499,1-1•ble-Stri 
Ance—Clainnsa) 

lOonVe Shri R. B. MALIK (Membel,r 

APPEARANCE : 

---64/10311k7'.14.0  

Waite flIcahVA  ant 

Shri /8A7M7•1=144:-4--:-.Q».  

c5,g(f.,,L1 

. 	s 

0-1 

Snit. M.M. Pingale 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

The State of Mah. fs ors. 	... Respondents 

None for the Applicant. Heard Shri A.J. 

Chougule, the learned'P.O_ for the Respondents. 

The learned P.O. seeks further 

adjournment for Reply. Last chance was infact 

granted on 11.07.2017 itself. The request is, 

therefore, rejected. 

The Original Application is admitted and 

appointed for final hearing on 08.09.2017, 

making it clear that on that day, if the Reply is 

tendered, it will be taken on record but no 

adjournment will be given. 

S.O. to 08.09.2017. 

O.)•x,N- 

(R.B. 	\\ 
Member (J).  
11.08.2017 

(vsm) 
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DATE : 	gl D-e17 

Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

H " 	 A 

APPEARANCE:  

,S1111-Sn-t  • 	\mr\ qrr) 1‘14.0-51 
Advocate for the Applicant 

/Snit. -  Ft7c-i\ekT\  
.P.o P.O. for the Respondent/s 

aR1' 	1,17' 	 Adj. To 	 

S.O. to 16.08.2017. 

H. Josh', 

Chairman 

) d 2,14041.11 '50,4g1t1 is 

IN THE MAHARAIYHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MA".-2  
MLTMBAI 

M•A./R.A./C.A. 	 of 20 

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

frARAO CONTINUATION SHEET NO, 

Office Notes, Office Menkoreed4 of Conon, 
Appearance, Tribupel's ordure or 

directiene and gegistror'm OrclorN 

Trib ral's orders 

Date : 11.08.2017 

O.A.No.92 of 2017 

Dr. M.S. Bhadke 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Srnt. Archana B.K., the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

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

Archana B.K. has tendered affidavit. Those are taken 

on record. 

3. Principal Secretary, Public Health 'Department 

Shri Pradeep Vyas is directed to remain present for 

cross examination on his affidavit on 16.08.2017. 

sba 

Admin
Text Box
         Sd/-



DATE 	1 11 \ 1(l1  
COR.A.h4 : 

final* iii tine Shri A. H. Joshi (Chaintan) 

H 	 A 

APPEARANCE : 

Sbri/§>.-. • P.:.6  

Advocate rer the Applicant 

,Shri ;Salt. 
C.P.0 P.O. for the Respondents 

91 11 	 91517,  Adj. To 

2 

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

Tribunal' a orders 

O.A. No.417 of 2016  

Dr. P.S. Awate 	 .Applicant 

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

Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2.- 	Ld. Advocate for the Applicant prays for leave to 
amend to substitute entire paper book of OA. Leave granted. 

3. Issue notice returnable on 8.9.2017. 

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

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

6. 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. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

8. Ld. PO was called to take instructions from the 
Government as to whether the appointment is in the 
Learned PO states after taking instructions that appointment 
would not be effected within 15 days. 

9. S.O. to 8.9.2017. 

(A.H. Jos i, 
Chairman 
11.8.2017 

(sgj) 
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5. 	S.O. to 11.9.2017. 

A.H. Jos 1, 
Chairman 
11:8.2017 
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O.A. No.338 of 2017  

Shri S.K. Kalt1 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO has tendered copy of order evidencing 

that impugned order is withdrawn. 

3. Ld. PO prays for time to file reply to show cause 

of costs. Time is granted till next date. 

4. It is hoped that in case the in validation process 

some objection is found, the officer concerned shall 

afford to the applicant an opportunity of hearing. 
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gp_iLAE: 
11 on'b le Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE: 

Advocate fur the Applicant 

Sltri /Smt. 
cp.() / P.O. for the Respondent's 

.S:1:...b.......a..O.Q.111.717.P1 • 

(A.H. Joshi, J.) 
Chairman 

7. 	S.O. at 3,00 p.m. today. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 11.08.2017 

0.A.No.338 of 2017 
S.K. Kalel 	....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	' 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. This O.A. was heard yesterday. 

3. It had transpired that in the interest of justice 

impugned order be withdrawn with liberty to pass 

order afresh. 

4. 	Learned P.O.. for the Respondents prayed for 

time till today. 

5.. 	Today, learned P.O. states that though it is 

reported that Shri N.B. Mote, Deputy Director, Sports 

& Youth Services has arrived to Mumbai, he did not 

contact the learned P.O. nor has he informed any 

action taken by him. 

6. 	Deputy Director of Sports is called to show 

cause as to why he should not be saddled to pay costs 

of Rs.10000/- for negligence in handing the case. 

sba 
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O.A. No.767 of 2017 

Smt. M. K. Mandhare 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti 
Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

This Original Application is placed before 

me for consideration lof interim relief, By the 
order dated 03.08.2017 received by the 
Applicant on 08.08.2017,. the . Applicant has 
been transferred from Kolhapur to Sindhudurg. 
The Private Party Respondent No.4 will be her 
successor at Kolhapur,. .The Affidavit of Service 

is perused. The Respondents have been served. 
The insistence on interim orders is bound to 
result in everybody concerned with the matter to 

pull up their socks and, therefore, I have taken 

up the matter for consideration of urgent relief. 
The relevant file is submitted for my perusal by 
the learned P.O. It is clear that the 
recommendations of Civil Services Board for the 

impugned transfer was not taken. 

The learned P.O. on instructions from Dr. 
Neelam Bansode, Assit. Director, Public Health 

Dept. informs that the Respondent 4th 
Respondent has not joined so far at Kolhapur in 
any case I make it clear that even if she had 
joined, I could grant mandatory orders at 

interlocutory stage because that is the 

requirement of the facts. 
P.T.O. 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
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The Respondents are hereby directed to 
continue to allow the Applicant to function at 
the place she has been transferred from and 
even if for the sake of record, she has been 

relieved, she be reposted with immediate effect 
and let her continue till further orders. 

With these interim orders, the OA stands 
adjourned to 08.09.2017. Hamdast. 

Issue notice returnable on 08.09.2017. 

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

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

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

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

S.O. to 08.09.2017. Learned P.O. do 
waive service. \-\  

\ 
(RI B. Malik) 	t 
Member (J) 
11.08.2017 

(vsm) 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.668 OF 2017 

DISTRICT : PUNE 

Smt. U.S. Ghavte. 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

1. The State of Maharashtra & 1 Anr. )...Respondents 

Mrs. Punam Mahajan, Advocate for Applicant. 

Mr. G.S. Shukla, Special Counsel with Mr. A.J. Chougule, 
Presenting Officer for Respondent No.1. 

Mr. K.R. Jagdale, Advocate for Respondent No.2. 

P.C. 	: R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL) 

DATE : 11.08.2017 

ORDER 

1. 	This Original Application (OA) is placed before me 

for consideration of interim relief. 
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2. I have perused the record and proceedings and 

heard Mrs. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Mr. G.S. Shukla, the learned Special Counsel 

with Mr. A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for 

Respondent No.1 and Mr. K.R. Jagdale, the learned 

Advocate for private Respondent No2 who is the successor 

in this transfer matter of the Applicant. 

3. The facts as far as this interim stage is concerned 

are a few and simple. In order to accommodate the 

Respondent No.2 who had made a request for transfer, the 

Applicant was transferred mid-tenure and mid-term which 

again is an admitted position and it is this mid-term order 

which is the subject matter of the OA. The record makes it 

clear that while the request of the 2nd  Respondent was 

considered in case of the Applicant, no compliance was 

made which is required to be made in case of an employee 

who is to be subjected to be mid-tenure transfer. That is 

beyond dispute, and therefore, a case for interim relief is 

clearly constituted subject to the discussion mainly based 

on Mr. Shukla's preliminary objection. 

4. Mr. Shukla told me that, this OA is pre-matured 

in the sense that, all administrative remedies have not 

been exhausted before invoking the jurisdiction of this 
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Tribunal and in that behalf, he relied upon the provisions 

of Section 20 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 

and also relied upon two Judgments of the Hon'ble 

Supreme Court in the matters of Government of A.P. & 

Ors. Vs. P. Chandra Mouli & Anr. : Civil Appeal No.2588  

of 2009  and Commissioner of Income Tax & Ors. Vs.  

Chhabil Dass Agarwal : Civil Appeal No.6704/2013,  

dated 8th August, 2013. 

5. Section 20(1) of the Administrative Tribunals Act 

reads as follows : 

"20(1) A Tribunal shall not ordinarily admit 

an application unless it is satisfied that the 

applicant had availed of all the remedies 

available to him under the relevant services rules 

as to redressal of grievances." 

6. This particular provision fell for consideration of 

a Division Bench of the Hon'ble Bombay High Court in 

State of Maharashtra Vs. Dr. Subhash Mane : 2015 (4)  

MIZ 781.  In Para 9, Their Lordships were pleased to 

make the following observations. 
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"9. 	 Section 20(1) of the Administrative 

Tribunals Act does not place an absolute 

embargo on the Tribunal to entertain an 

application if alternative remedy is available. 

It only states that the Tribunal shall not 

ordinarily entertain application unless the 

Tribunal is satisfied that the applicant has 

availed the alternate remedy. 	This 

phraseology itself indicates that in a given 

case the Tribunal can entertain an 

application directly without relegating the 

applicant to the alternate remedy." 

7. 	Mr. Shukla relied upon a certain Government GR 

in PWD dated 22nd November, 2016 in order to buttress his 

contention that the Applicant could not have invoked the 

jurisdiction of this Tribunal without taking recourse to that 

remedy. The perusal thereof would show that, it is issued 

in connection with providing the guidelines to the 

employees of PWD which incidentally, the Applicant is not 

and sixth guideline is that, in connection with the Court 

matters, the Law Officers/Presenting Officers and Public 

Prosecutors should be approached for guidance. Now, it is 

absolutely clear that the duly enacted provision of law i.e. 

Section 20 of the Act has been construed in a particular 
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manner by the Division Bench of the Hon'ble High Court 

and in contest therewith, such instrument is surely of a 

weaker efficacy and can certainly not prevail. 

8. 	In so far as the two Judgments cited by Mr. 

Shukla, I find that, in so far as the Chandra Mouli's case is 

concerned, that was basically an authority on the issue of 

mala fides or bad faith, etc. There, the Tribunal had by an 

order relegated the second of the two OAs for being sought 

administrative remedy and it was found that, on that 

particular fact situation, the alternative remedy could not 

have been avoided (see Para 8). It is, therefore, very clear 

that the decision of that matter turned on its peculiar facts 

and the main contention was with regard to malafide 

aspect of the matter. Chhabil Dass  (supra) was a matter 

under Income Tax Act and the Income Tax Act provided 

appeal against a particular kind of order without availing 

appellate remedy, the parties concerned straightaway had 

moved the Hon'ble High Court in its writ jurisdiction. On 

facts also, certain points are there, but even on this aspect 

of the matter, it is clear that the present facts are entirely 

different when compared with Chhabil Dass  (supra). 

9. 	It is, therefore, very clear that, although Mr. 

Shukla, the learned Special Counsel did his brilliant best 

to salvage the case of his clients though the facts 
V-0 
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discussed at the outset would make it very clear that a 

case for interim relief is made out, the arguments of Mr. 

Shukla cannot be accepted and unless something extra-

ordinary and something quite different came on record at 

the time of final hearing, I am afraid on the jurisdiction 

aspect of the matter, the Respondents might not succeed. 

That aspect of the matter, however, is left open. 

10. 	In order to serve as guidance in the matter of the 

transfer aspect of the matter, Mrs. Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant relied upon OA 69/2015 (Shri  

Raieevsingh S. Parmar Vs. State of Maharashtra & 2  

Ors., dated 19.3.2015 (Coram : the Hon'ble Vice-

Chairman)  and OA 53/2016 (Shri Rababhau S. Morale  

Vs. State of Maharashtra and 3 others, dated  

20.9.2016)  rendered by me and Mr. Jagdale, the learned 

Advocate for private party Respondent No.2 relied upon the 

orders of the Hon'ble Chairman in a fasciculus of OAs, the 

leading one being OA 897/2014 and others (Shri Sudam  

Mandharekar Vs. Commissioner of Police)  and OA 

19/2016 (Shri Sampat GunJai Vs. The State of 

Maharashtra and 3 others, dated 7.6.2016.  The 

submission was that, even if the matter may not have been 

placed before the Civil Services Board, still the transfer 

cannot be questioned. Mr. Jagdale also made some 

reference to the complaints against the Applicant. 
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11. As to all these submissions, I find that, at this 

interim stage, at least when the transfer of the Applicant 

was made probably only to make sure that the private 

Respondent was accommodated without complying with 

the elementary requirement of the Transfer Act, then 

interim relief cannot be refused. The Applicant will have 

to be directed to be reposted and no doubt, this interim 

order shall govern till such time as any further order is 

made in future including at the time of final disposal 

hereof. 

12. The Respondents are directed to repost the 

Applicant to the posts he has been transferred from by the 

impugned order within a period of one week from today 

and give any other posting to the 2nd Respondent. The OA 

stands adjourned for Affidavit-in-reply to 7th September, 

(R. B. Malik) 
Member-J 
11.08.2017 

Mumbai 
Date : 11.08.2017 
Dictation taken by : 
S.K. Wamanse. 
D: \ SANJAY WAMANSE \JUDGMENTS \ 2017 \ 8 August, 2017 \ 0.A.668.17 .8. 17.doc 

2017. 
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