(G.C.P.) J 22680(B) (50,000—2-2015) °

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE; TRIBUNAL

M.A/R.A/C.A. No. . of: 20
I'N
Original Application No. ' of 20

»

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Ndtes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’a orders or .

Tribunal’§ orders

directions and Registrar’s orders

paTR: 1\ \ 15 \ |t
COs3M : : '
MNon’bie Shri R. B. MALIK (Mcmber);]""
~ APPEARANCE:

e PRI, Lo, e
Advoeate P the Applicant ,

I R T '@&J]J‘Qmod

,_,G-H)'TPO for ihe Respondemp

P d

I I.J'”g.q to 2#/‘3[(%.

a2

¥

0.A.718/2017

'Mr. S.G. Palkar | .. Applicant

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

Héard Mrs. Punaqi 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
24t August, 2017. It iy 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 interin} relief will be considered. h

e

~ sd- T
(R.B. Malik) > 11717
Member (J)

) €7.08.2017
M
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\G.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,600--2- 2015) [(Spl- MAT.F-2 E

IN THE MA.HARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
© M.AA/R.AJ/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. © of 20
A - 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.980/2016

Mr. S.P. Yadav & 8 Ors. ... Applicants
‘ Vs. ‘
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Mrs. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Applicants and Mrs. K.8. 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

\ ' l Sushilkumar K. Nayak is deleted from the array of parties.
DAIY: 3 ‘ So far as he is.concerned, the OA is disposed of with no
CORAN : i ' order as to costs. .
Mo tle Shei RAINV-AGARWAL- ‘ S.0. to 16% August, 2017.
—Vige~Chairman) . .
h'ﬁhﬁhﬂ R.B.MALIK (Member}l'_— )
“ s Pt ol Q4 Ry : - Sd/- .
(R.B. Malil) 11" ¥
Advossts for the Applicant |
‘M. . § - (-con léﬂ”QA ’ Member (J)
O or the Respondenms , 11.08.2017
(skw)

LA
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GLCPY d 220008) (BD,000--3-2015)

IN THE MAHARABHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

1Spl.- MAT.F.2 E,

MUMBALI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Applica'tion No.~ of 20
R FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal's vrders

Ft. Cl ¥ ;
Mos ‘b Sirt R, B. MALIK (Member) T

APPE."‘;P:ANCE : -

o1 |
Féqucrzqg

Atvoente for the Applicant
_SheiSmm. .. |t G Ay
—CPOU7F.O. for the Respondents

lQ,@,-ela s
Oy

psec)
oot |

0.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 L@worked itself
out, ﬁ suspension of the Application was
revokpd.ﬁereafter, ﬁa_&)ﬁever, he was poéted at
Chandrapur but subsequently he was promoted
and posted to Sangli and, therefore, no dispute

survives and _the Original Application is
‘vaccordingly disposed of with no order as to
costs. It .is recordéd that the manner in which
the suspension period is treated is left open and
is not concluded hereby.

L

L
s s
(R.B. Malik) }\" 81 F
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

0.A. No.1027 of 2016

Bor "t $4ri R. B. MALIK (Meuber).]
APPEARANCE ;
v S B d—ﬁ&dﬂ%

Adviete fr the Appticant )
e R LA (R0 (L)

—_ - CPO+P0. for the Respondems

ot |

‘Shri V.B. Kulkarni

#af |

+»» Applicant
V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

[ have perused the record and proceedings
and heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti

learned

Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.
This Original Applicatidn can be disposed

of in the manner herein below indicated. This ..

0O.A. was brought fo:;r disputing the order of
suspension. The sus#pehsion was revoked and
the Applicant was pbsted at Buldhana. That
place is fraught with difficulties for the Applicant
for various reasons aﬁd he wanted to be posted
either at Kolhapur, Sindhudurg or Ratnagiri but
that reques:t was not considered for want of
vacancy. Now, he made a ‘rep_resentation on
13.07.2017 forv cdnsideration of his case for a
posting at Aurangabad 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

disposed of with no order as to costs. It is

directions, this O.A. is
recorded that the manner in which the
suspension period is treated is left open and not

decided herein.

Sd/- :
" (R.B. Malik) 1y. g
- Member (J) W )—.} '

- 11.08.2017

(vsm)

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

~ Tribunalls orders

DAT} ‘H\ 3(\ T
Won'bk: Shri R B, MALIK (Membed™ ]
APPEAPRANCE:

P T 1Y, U
Advveate oy the Applicant
St S 4 e @QM(“F
C.PO+ROforthe Respo

<. o o 9—#{(@’“7

chu_cl%‘l’

"ol

O.A. No.295 of 2017

Shri S.B. Nandgaonkpr' |
V/s.

The State of Mah. & ors.

.. Applicant

.- Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurochit, the learned C.P.O. for the
Respondents.

A copy of the Minutcs of the Meeting of
dated

The learned |

the Suspensiori Rewew Committee

04.03.2017 is taken on record.

- Advocate states that the Applicant ¥y instructed

“her not to press the issue of competency of

suspending authorify. ,

The learned C.P.O. submits that the Reply
was directed only to that aspect of the matter
and he requests for sofne time to file Reply as to
whether other aspectyas wéll. I make it clear

. T
that this is already & Part-Heard matter and,

‘therefore, the Res;)ondénts must file their Reply

on the next date and iregardleés of whether the
Reply is filed or not, the arguments will be
heard.
Applicant’s Advocate at'least a day in advance.

S.0. to 24.08.2017. Hamdast.

A copy of the Reply be furnished the

 sdr- .
C(R.B.Malik) V)-8
-Member . (J)
11.08.2017

(vsm)
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URCR 220003 180,000--2-2015) ' | 1SpL- MA'
pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARAHHTRA ADMINISTRATIVI:L TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
M.A.m.a./c..A,. No. of 30
IN
Original Application No. , of 20
. ' FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO

Ofﬁne Noteﬂ, Ofﬁw Memoram of Cm'am,
Appearsnce, Tribunal's orders or ri
\ . ribunal’ g
directions and Registrar's ordery Fribmas :S O}ders

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

Shri B.J. Patil ... Applicant
V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

_ Heard Shri MD Lonkar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

oA, “\%\l‘-‘l_ _ A copy of the communication from the 3t
CoRAN Respondent dated 10.08.2017 on P.O.'s request
Howrvhe St RAHY AGARWAL— is taken on record. In view thereof along with
Mon*ble Shri K. WW the unconditional apalogy already tendered,*%j
' APPEARANCE ; Suo-Moto Contempt Application stands hereby
sxrirsmn— (A 0 Lo V\’[&M“' disposed of with no order as to costs. The said
| Advoem:hrmmppucafn oal4cuscag)| @PoIoRy is accepted. B
———EPO7 PO, for the Rasporlents T {
e uote <. | Sd/- B
"*E gugposed ol (RB.Malik) \y.¢ 17}

@/ , - Member (J)
' 11.08.2017

(vsm)
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(RO J 2265008) (50,000--3-2015) |
[8pl.- MAY-K-2-E.

IN THE MAHARASHT RA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
- MA/RA/CA No. ) of 20
IN
Original Application No. . of 20
. "FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

- ) Tri ' i
dlregtiom and Registrar's orders ribunalis orders

0.A. No.631 of 2017

Shri S.P. Kumavat Applicant
V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

‘Heard Shri S;S. Dere, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the legrned C.P.0. for - the

Respondents. ‘ ‘
parg:_ |1 tgh - ; . Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate
CORAM :
Hon e Shri—RAH V- ARWAL— ' submits that the Applicant does not want to file
Momble Shri R_m Rejoinder. The Original Application is admitted
APPEARANCE: : ' ' and appointed for final hearing on 24.08.2017.
R S S "D'e“l{_ ,‘
' ‘ -
 Advoeete for the Appticant : :
e T, Ry pandd BT | p—
C.P.O 1RO for the R ondpw (R.B. Malik) \\- 8- \
o P i el | ~ Member (J) -
L. (g | rewwen © 11.08.2017

|-
gn@-;{'ﬁ’ Q"Lf‘gll?%. / (vsm)
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GCPDY J R360B)Y (51),000--3-2015)

18pl- MAT-¥-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/CA. No. of 20
i
Original Application Ne. of 30

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Qffice Mémorandﬂ of Cdvam,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
d'we_otions sng Registrav's opdors

Fribunai’s orders

DATR; \\,\ 3\\‘:/——
h‘bk Shel R, B, MALIK (Membei] [
APPEARANCE

W.MPL\ c,c@xjr—.[h.‘)%k
el

Advoerte for the Applcant

ghrt S SL B Bl 0
C.P.O LROU: the Ruyspond

m-.s,o —\—-OQ_ l“:lt

0.A. No.649 of 2017

Ms M.S. Khot .. Applicant

V/s.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

Heard the Appliqant 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
made elaborately A because just in case the
notices are r_equir(;d/tq be issued by the Court,
there has to be the prqper address in the cause
title. The Applicant to tomply during the course
of the day and matﬁer stands adjourned to
21.08.2017. :

8.0. to 21.08. 2017

‘: .

Sd/- oG
(R.B. Malik) W~ s
- Member (J)}

- 11.08.2017

(vsm)
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Office ﬁotei, (jfﬁce Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

: Tribunél’s orders

RG] (e
e ShriRASV-AGARWAL
Mo ‘bl St K. B, MALIK (Member) 3™

APPEARANCE :
g.p,@i@h{
or the Appticant - T+ €

\\g{:%‘;“ﬂ e bt 4 R

C.RO RO-TorTie Responderns
o = e 24

I‘eh#- |

-

0.A, No.?41 of 2017

Shri V.K. Jagdhane ... Applicant .

V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

v Heard Shri, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents. :

Issue notice retyrnable 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 hook of O.A. Respondents
are put to notice that the 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 lirhitation. and alternate

H_\remed_y are kept open.

The service mayibe 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.0. to 24.08.2017.
waive service.

Learned P.O. do

X

(VN

| Sd/-
o -
(R.B. Malik) \-§ "\ )~
~Member- (J) :
11.08.2017

(vsm}
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G J BGOIB) (50,000--3-8015)

18pl.- MAT-F-3 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
CIN
' QOriginal Apphcatmn No of g0

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NQO.

Office Notes, Qffice’ n{[emanunda of Cavam, h

Appearance, Tribunal's opders or
directiona snd Regiairar's orders

Tribunal's orders

lehsg—

DATE :
CORLM :

o

Wor"t% Skrl R. B. MALIK (Member)™ J

APPEARANCE :

o A \cm\L lw(amao
Advpontc b the Apphicant Lﬂ_
Shri St T, N 1. {)\

C.P.G LRO-for the Respondenms tgh .{ .

A R B i zglglz
1 |\
D\U\cﬁl-‘n_.ul Q f

0.A. No.’§45 of 2017

Dr. S. V. Medhekar ... Applicant

V/s.

The State of Mah. & ars. ... 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 'présent in persomn.
" Shri M.M. Kura, the Respondent No.2

chs time to file Reply. J}E" is directed that

Affidavit-in-Reply must be ﬁled on the next date.
S.0. to 28.08.2017. '

I
B - \-
Sd/' -—-"—*‘—"‘
- (R.B. Malik) ‘' ° q_
Member (J)
11.08.2017
t~—{vsm) :
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G.CPy d 2260(B) (50,000--2-2015)

i

18pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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

Original Application No.

MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Meméranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ordeis or -
direetions and Reglstrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : Ht?héf—*

~Vige—Chairnan)—
Ronble: Sirt R, B. MALIK (Momber

‘ : T
APPEARANCE :

e

Advoeats for the Applicant o
R N TR T c&!\%dmi
o Pp\ccUh" i

“héy
A zﬁsmsf,
‘\“M[’LCQMQ ib T

&M 1\\ p@‘i
= C’\- W&M+
%i %M&Jm
RRe 3, |
s . o te \8[8“‘%.
(

_Civil

O.A. No.453, 454, 455 of 2017 with
M.A.25] of 2017 with O.A.456 of 2017

Shri 8.D. Dhavane & Ors. .. Applicants

V/s.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, ‘the learned
Advocate for the A}?phcants and Shr1 C.T.
Chandratre, the
Apphcant in M.A.25172017.

1earned Advocate for the
Smt. Archana B

‘the learned P.O. and ‘Shri N.K. Rajpurohlt the

learned C.P.O. for the Respon_dents and Shri-
G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the

Respondent No.3.

The Respondent No.2 shall make sure that -
complete copy of the Minutes of the Meeting of
furmshed to the

Services Board is

Applicant’s Advocate $0 as to enable her to ﬁle

the Rejoinder.
Adjourned for Re_}omder to 18.08.2017.

Interim order to contlnue till then.

AQ
Sd/-

(R.B. Malik) - \\ - %" 1'—)—
- -Member (J)
11.08.2017

(vsm)
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ELCPY J 2268 (8D mm-_,g 201%) (Spl.-
pl- 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 GONTINUATION SHEET NO.

pp—

Offiee Notes, Office Memoranda of Caram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

. Trib r
directions and Reyistrar’s orders una ?orderq

0.A. No.418 of 2017

Shri S.D. Kharat ... Applicant
V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. . ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned
Advocate for the A}?plicant and Shri A.J.
Chougule, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in- Reply is taken on record. The

\ [ Apphcant shall furnish; a copy of the O.A. to the
patg:_ L8 e ' anatéhReséondent No4 during the course of
co :

—_R’MEI . RANVAGARWAL -the da;L '

Th at ication stands ad ourned
Bor'b: Shrt R MALIK (omber) 3 e Original Application s j

APPEARANCE : | for Reply of the Respondent No.4.
e ! ‘

St Lowkan | S.0. to 24.08.2017.

d for the Applicaat : . ' '
;Emmc&_%%ﬂm _ R
ﬂw\:wé‘w S8 hae 1B | | ~ sd- —
PRI - | e
@%Z : " (R.B. Malik)
: . — - - Member (J)

-11.08.2017

(vsm)
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GLCPD d 226008) 160,000--2-2015)

i8pl.- MAL-I-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. Na. of 20
IN
Orxgmal Application Naq. of 30

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NQ.

Office Notes, Qffice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
. directiona and Registrar's orders

.

Tribunal's orders

DATE: lkk%\lf{—.

Cufim:

-

MM Shri R, B, MALIK (Member) T
APPEARANCE :
Shrt/Beef i P (S FD&J(V Q.

Advbents fr the Ap’ﬂ"lﬂi‘ a
Sty (Somtetws i i u"a‘ :
//G?Wm for the Respondems
53 cj.o- to | (9({?

; ifiﬂ_-—fvsm)

O.A. No.10 of 2017

Shri M.A. Ingle

v/ s;
The State of Mah. & ors.
the

Heard Shri P.B. Dakve,

.. Applicant

... Respondents

learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J.

The pleading are complete.

Chougule, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.
' The Original :

A'pplication is admitted and appointed for final

hearing on 18.08.2017.

Sd/-

.

I

(RB Malik) \\' ¥ ">

- Member (J)
11.08.2017
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GLCRDY 26000 (50,000 -3-201 0] 13pl.- MAT-F-3 I:
IN THE MAHARABHTRA ADMINIETRATIVE TRIBUNAL |
MUMBAIL

M.A/R.A/C.A. No. ui‘ 20
S IN
- Original Application No. of 20
. : FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO,

Oiﬁoe Nntes, Ofﬁce Mnmoranda m‘ Cax’am,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Regietrar's erders

Teibunal's arders

. pams: \\\%\\:P—

CORANM :
L aman)

Mon b1 Shri R, B. MALIK (Member) 1=
" APPEARANCE:
’__WT—'N&‘(I\L)Q@U\—W
BB R e Apptont
Shri At T wios Sz aly

/eft:KPO ﬁnthell

_The State of Mah. & ?rs.

0.A. No.282 o_f 2017

Smt. M.M. Pingale
V/s.

.. Applicant

.. Respondents

None for the Appliicant; Heard Shri A.J.
Chougule, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

The - p.O.
adjournment for Reply. Last chance was infact

granted on 11.07.201{7 itself.

learned : seeks  further

The request is,

 therefore, rejected.

‘The Original Application is admitted and
appointed for final hearing on 08.109.2017,',
making it clear that on that day, if the Reply is

tendered, it will be taken on record but no

adjournment will be given.
- 8.0. to 08.09.2017.

Sd/- /,;;”'
%’% (R.B. Malik) \) 8
L Member (J)

11.08.2017

(vsm)
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RN o8 LA

J LK) (60, 04- -4 Jm »;

tSpl.- MAYF-2 E.

IN THE MAHARABHTRA ADMIN IBTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

M.

A/RAJICA No.
I N

Originai Apphcation No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO,

MUMBAI

ot 20

of 20

- ey
Office Notes, Qffice Memnrmda of Cor_,nm.
Appeurance, Tribupal's orders or
directipns and Regisirars  prdeps

Tribuna? s orders

Shai /Smt. s,

DATE : 11\2] 2619
CORAM ;. .
Hei'bie Justice Shri A. H. Jmh! (Chairman)

MMM—RMMHHWMA
A?PFA_RANCL‘.
ShriSret ¢ f\‘iT\qm Nﬁ)(\‘jf‘ 7

Advacate for the Applicant

R hana. B,
CPR0/PO. for the Respondent/s -

L

‘Date: 11.08.2017

0.A.No.92 of 2017

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

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

1. Heard Smt. Puram Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for»the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K,, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respon‘dents.

2. Learned P.Q. for the Reépondents 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

crass examination on his affidavit on 16.08.2017.

4. s5.0.t016.08.2017. }\
Sd/-
, "(K.H.Joshi-,I\\
Chairman
sba



Admin
Text Box

         Sd/-


2
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s ‘orders 0.A. No 417 of 2016
Dr. P.S. Awate - .Applicant
_ Vs. 7
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

patE:__ 1|g\oats

CORAM :
Hon'ble Justice Shu A. H: loshi (Chmnhan)

APPEARANCE :
ShrivSzns. 2o 2202 VN s
Advocate for the Applicant o

Shei Smt. . AANAN . fb.K.‘....
CPRO/ P() for the Respondent/s

Ady. To 3) 1) 247

- issued:

9. S.0.108.9.2017.

Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. Archana BXK., 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 casé for final disposal at this
stage and separate notice for final disposal need not be

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 heating.

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. \

Sd/-
“(AH.Joshi, T/
Chairman Q
11.8.2017
(sgi) '
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(O - J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

{Spl- MAT-¥-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RA/C.A. No, of 20
"IN
of 20

Original Application No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. -

Office Nates, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
divections und Registrar’s’ orders

.

A

Tribunal’s orders

onte:___ 1| g)2l,

e :
Hon'ble ustice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman)
Hors i Ramashh

; A

 APPEARANCE : |
ShriSmts,, (TS Uf\d\'f)dfk)lf‘L
Advocate for the Applicant

Sbe /8oy, 5~..SH aw My
CPRO/PO. for the Responde.;l‘;}qsn%.; |

st gl

AL

N

0.A. No.338 of 2017

Shri S.K. Kalél ..Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..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 ord_er 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.

AN

Sd/- \
—TAH. JoshiyTy VUT

5. S.0.t011.9.2017.

Chairman
- 11.8.2017

(sg)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ovders or
directions and Registrar’d orders

Tribunal’'s orders

DATE: e} 9019

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairian)
HombieStriM-Remeshiamar (Membéc) A
APPEARANCE :
Shri/Semtc..... G S andyaly <
Advocate for the Applicant

Shri iSmt. L BN Yo M
C.PO/PO. for the Respondent/s ’

 Ad T Set: B 2 00 0 4%'44\7.

7t

Date:11.08.2017

O.A.No.338 of 2017

5.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 vOfficer for the Respondents,

2. This 0.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 Respendents 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.

7. $.0. at 3.00 p.m. today. \

— Sd/- Nal
(A.H. Joshi, 3.')(\ T

; Chairman

sha '
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: Yy MUNMVIBAL -
Rty 35U\
Original Application No. 62 of 201§ DISTRICT

| frnd A' g \/\Af\m_a\f. Qouqa . .. Applicant/s

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer. ... ety e )

i~

Office Notes, Office Memorand of Coram, ) N
Appeuarance, Tribunul’s orlitys or Tribunal’ s -oxrders
directions nnd Registrar’s. Yrders

) [eenmcd Fetr-for ﬂLK\NQKGM‘W
T fecreanve do  cavredd™ The FeRgcn

L—ea.\reaq‘s'wed

P omt e B,
| ek |
pate: gl 2elo oo M- As allow?

_ S s
CORAM : 4 | ~ %J D W"A 4
Henble Justice Shri A. 1. Joshi (Chairman) \’
Fopdade S i Memtbe - _ .

Pt B \
APFEARANCE !

R

RS & Parbhav.e— <y

Advacats Tor the Applicant ' e )
Shei /St ..F«\'ruﬂ?\r\%{b.\&... : _ o

C.FO /PO, for the Respondent/s : : | '
o | 11\%\9_017 -

.........
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GRS ) BAG08) 180,000--4-3015) Spl- MAT-H-2 E.
IN THE MAHARAEHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBAIL
M.A/RA/C.A. No. . of g0 'i
IN
Qriginal Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NQ.

Office Nates, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s prders oy - Tribunai's orders
directlons and Regisirar's orders

0.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 Resporidents.

This Original Application is plaéed before
me for consideration iof 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 Afﬁdawt of Service
is perused. The Respondents have been served.
The insistence on interim orders is bound to
result in evérybody 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 {rom Dr.

- Neelam Bansode, Assit, Director, Public Health
* Dept. informs that the Respondent 4%

Respondent has not joined so far at Kolhapur in

any case | 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.




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

Tribunal's orders

on b= Shet R. B, MALIK (Member) ™
APPEARANCE ¢
I 1 N\ PR L‘O

dooete for the AppHicat .
A gt‘: \_{ g @,CEJMQGC‘

_:pmmsmffo for tie Rospondenns
N el

47

uJ(chﬂ

l

- The Respondénts 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 QA 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 O.A. Respondents
are put to notice that the case would be taken
up for final dlsposal 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,

" Learned P.O. do
£

S.0. to 08.09.2017.
waive service. \Aw—dft -
—
Sd/-
(R,B. Malik) ‘' °
Member {J)
11.08.2017

{vsm)

e
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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.

5

-/_._————F_



2. 1 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

-



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.

S. 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)
MLJ 781. In Para 9, Their Lordships were pleased to
make the followiqg observations. Aol

SR

.




“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

w@(\/



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

SR




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
Rajeevsingh 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 Gunjal 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.

ey



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 7tt September,
2017. N
Sd/- R\ 4
(R.B. Malik) '

Member-J
11.08.2017

Mumbai
Date : 11.08.2017
Dictation taken by :

S5.K. Wamanse.
D:\SANJAY WAMANSE\JUDGMENTS\2017\8 August, 2017\0.A.668.17.w.8.17.doc
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