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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) I1Spl.- MAI F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN TSTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
; MUMBAT
Original Application No. +  of 20 - DistrICT _ !
) .. Applicant/s -
(Advocate ........... Messcanhatsadinid s et ss i pha sy as tanian ) i l
U(?VI‘SUS

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

(Presenting Officer....... A D e e U Bk = R )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
Appeurance, Tribunal’s ovders or Tribunal’s orders
_ directions und Registrar's orders

O.A. No. 418 of 2016 with
0.A. No.795 of 2016

Smt S.S. Shinde & Ors ... Applicants
. V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants .and Smt. Archana
B.K., the learneéd P.O. for the Respondents.

" The learned P. Q. is being instructed by
Shri Sameer Dalvi, Assmtanfc Desk Officer,
Public Health Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai.
A copy of the communication from Shri S.H.
Bhosale, Under Secretary, P.H.D. to the C.P.O.’s
office is perused and returned. It appears from

DATE: 1310 by

How'ble-Shrk- RAHVAGARWAL - | the submissions on behalf of the respondents
i : ' that in Public. Health Department there was no

'“:LH‘ “‘:‘R 3. MALIK (Member) Principal Secretary. The title of this O.A. may,
APTEANANCE: | therefore, be appropriately corrected on or before
St 202 DL 16.12.2016 and a fresh notice in terms of my
Advoghie for e Applicem ' order of 28.11.2016 be ‘issued to the

— i S, s AUNana D K Secretary, Public Health Department who was
C.R.O/PO. for the Respondenss supposed to do needful in the matter at;’ﬁfﬁt.&f" AL
: ' time relevant hereto, : =4
Aq,‘}__\l'\\]%l’]f ! - B ey

The case b\%’shmm oA 11.1.2017.

—

A v N \3—11—'“°
(R.B. Malik) "
Member (J) -
13.12.2016

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAT
Original Application No. of 20 ek " Districr
' R et RS Applicant/s
(Advocate ........ N ik s 00, B o 2o M )
U.e'rsu.s
The State of Maharashtra and others
R ey SRR L et g RS i e Respondent/s
(Presenting OfFicer, .. iuvm i oo b Wl s W )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
" Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ; Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders : ;
O.A. No. 962 of 2016
%mt M.P. Khadilkar ... Applicant
V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.
Archana B.K., the learned P.O. for the

Respondents.

pate: 1312} b

The learned Advocate undertakes to file

Mvﬁniw,qﬁm rejoinder during the course of the day. On this
lcn'ble st B. MALIK (Memhu)) statement, the Original Application is admitted
‘ with liberty to mention. j
Z A f))ﬁf‘ﬁ\\“\)"AdfﬁY e :
_ 'AI f‘ordleAgpﬁm ; Sur-rejoinder, if any, must be filed on the
_SriTSha, 1 DY haria 9 S next date before the Second Division Bench and
- CROT RO, for the Respondents not thereafter. ' S L

Fam |+ 9 -~
Adi. To. L‘h‘r\i - MQJ’/\W) ' ' — %
s mdﬁd-’ Dk Sd/- i

Bl s (R.B. Malik)

Member (J)
13.12.2016

(vsm)
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(G:C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) . [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMTNI ST RATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBAI
Original Application No. . : of 20 g DIéTRICT
: ' .. Applicant/s
(Advocate ........ prr A T Wi e )
versus

The State of Maharashtra an‘dr others

..... Respondent/s

(Presen.ting s R e R TS S ) SR )

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

O.A. No.1041 of 2016

ghri A.T. Khot ... Applicant
V/s.

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

Heard Applicant in person and Ms S,
Suryavvanshl the learned P.O. for the
Respondents. et

The request for further time made by

DATE: 2]} ] b the learned P.O. for filing reply is rejected
CORAM : because on 23 11.2016 last chance was already
: : given.
(Viee~Chairmen . : _ K .
- len’ble Shri R, BMALIK(Mmlm-) The O.A. proceeds without reply and is
ATTEARANCE ; ‘ : : formally admitted and appointed for final

SinrSenc ch»—d Mﬂ' . Pe%m hearing before the Second -Division Bench on
Ac rocr.cfmtbenmumm d 22.12.2016 making it .clear that on that date
g 9%4 M \)er\m also if the reply is tendered it will be taken on -

~Shi /S, 2 Lo i
C.PO/ PO, for the Respondem ; record but no adjournment shall be given. _ i
' © S.0.t022.12.2016
Q"?" ”’H 6 4 . oL
0 l}—‘ Fas S ;
3 78 : 1Y
| ' e Sd/- ‘
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
13.12.2016
J(vsm)
!
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(G.C. P ) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

<

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE I\IAHARASHTRA ADMINTS I‘RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTricT
..... Applicanf/s
8513500 o | R ok iy L Dl i )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
.............................. )

(Presenting Officer....o....ooovevviseoo

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, I'ribanal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE :

CORAM:

12\04) ¢

(Mice~Chairm
_Won‘ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Memb::),
APFEARANCE:

g,ﬁ_- . P)tard}\\) M‘—V‘l'f
Advoeate for the Agplicant '

S /St :..m&..&_s...

C.LO/ PO. for tha Raspondents A,

123|507

Adj, Towes

- 0.A. No. 1024 of 2016

Smt P.P. Sakpal .. Applicant

- ' V/s.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, -the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.
Archana B.K., the. learned. P.O. for the
Respondents.

The request of the learned P.O. for time to
file reply is rejected in view of my order of
8.11.2016."

The Original Application is admitted and
appointed for final hearing before the Second
Division Bench on. 12.1.2017 making it clear
that on that day if the reply is tendered just
before the hearing commence it will be taken on
record but no adJournment shall be given for
reply Hamdast.

8.0, to 12.1.2017.

- -

o |
e

Sd/-
| Loy
(R.B. Malik]
Member (J)
13.12.2016

(vsm)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- 2015) > ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINI STRATIVE TRIBUNALI.
MUMBAY '

Original Application No. of 20 - DistricT
: wer. Applican /s

(Advocate ............ccooevvivii e )
versus
The State of I\/faharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffCer..........oumicrmnriusmmnsscooosioooseeo s T i, ..... )

Office Notes, Office Miemoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunual’s orders or ‘ Tribunal’s orders

: directions and Registrar's orders

0.A. No0.921 of 2016

Smt N.S. Chougule ... Applicant
V/s. :

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

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit., the learned C.P.O. for the
Respondents. - i

BAEI‘I! : |\91ﬂ7 A - Affidavit-in-rejoinder is taken on record,
Regard being had to nature of the

Hﬂﬂﬂrﬁh—mﬂmﬁm ' controversy, the fixed date is being given for
the

li 5
Bon’ble Shel R_ B, MALIKQMmber) final hearing of Original App ication

Preliminary issue raised can also be

;:AP'M;Q Jes} o) 2 considered and it will be opened to the Division

BT, Bench to decide as to whether the entire 0.A

Advocste for the Applicant - | should be heard or it should be heard piecemeal.

hri /St LS \Qﬁ Nroh” The respondents shall be free to file

C‘POIPO for the Respundems detailed affidavit-in-reply on the date matter. is

' appointed for final hearing and in that case they

Adj. To. Jel) '7 . shall serve a copy irl two days in advanced to the
: ' applicants. L _

ﬁ/ With this, the Or:glnal Application is

admitted. Hamdast.
5.0. to 16.1.2016.

! 0 SRR
=
e
sd- ah
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J) .
_ 13.12.2016
(vsm)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

PATE:___13\l2W1 L

Cu AN ;

Men'ble ShriR. B.'(MALIK leht)
APPEARANCE: : '
 Shri/St.2 G D oard iy oA Mex
Advovate for the Aplicant .
TS, 2 oSNy AN AN 1)
C.POY PO, for the Réspondents

Adi, Town M2elz,

2 i
Tribunal’s orders
M.A. No.524 of 2016
In i
0.A.No.1146 of 2016
Smt S. G. Padage Appiic nt

V/s.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... J espondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bancwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S.
Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 11.1.2C 7.

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

Applicant is authorized and dirc cted to
serve on Respondents intimation / notice of date
of hearing duly authenticated by Registr . along
with complete paper book of O.A. Resr indents
are put to notice that the case woulc e taken
up for final disposal at the stage o 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.0. to 11.1.2017. Learned P.O do waive

service.
Sd/- Bd

——RB. Malik)
© Member (J)
13.12.2016

vsm)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) c55,000—2»2015) sa s R * £y lS‘_pl: MAT-F2 E.
- IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAT.

Original Application No. : of 20 DisTRICT .
: woos Apr icant/s

(Advocate....... SNS G E seadinich [ s T )
versus
'i‘he State of Mahé.rashi:ra and others

..... R 'spondent/s

CPTERnEng OBEUE ... o usviaiistidin oot oottty et byt

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

Tribunal’s order

O.A.826/201¢

 Integrated Medi. Practitioner Association.
... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. _ ... Respondents

Heard Shri S.S. Dere; the learned Advocate for the
Applicant, Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents 1 & 2 & Shri M.D. Lonkar, the
learned Advocate for Respondents 3 & 4.

Shri Dere, the learned Advocate informs that on
instructions from the Applicant, he seeks to withdraw the
»| 'OA with liberty to file a fresh one on the same cause of
action making sure that there was no technical hitch
therein. Having considered the submissions ir the light of
the facts such as they are, I am satisfied th: t a case is

! ] Y i 4 ""-.' | made out for the grant of the liberty as is pray :d for. The
DME: ‘9)-\1"’\) b ; ‘ OA is allowed to be withdrawn with liberty t« file a fresh
QQM : ..oné on the same cause of action and this OA is

] e I {= accordingly disposed of with no order as to cc sts. | \L_-

. ® - + , § ‘ N k
Won bl Shri R. B, MALIX (Member) £ =
APPEARAMCD ; . | Sd/- ,_\'),'\5
St 100205, DEY & _ (R.B.Mlik) \D

Advocate for the Applizan ' : Mempber (J)

13.12.2016

Shri /St 3 S-GQY\M‘UM\%;.

C.LO/PO, for the Respondewss |\ ).
HV‘M-D-M%Y.%"“RQ\ ‘L ]

. 4 .
el e disreed 0

(skw)

[PTO
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Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, Rt
Appearance, Tribunal's ordérs or
directions and Registrar's qrders

M.A. No.583 of 2015 In 0. \, No.103!; of 2015
with O.A. No.103 3 of 2015

Shri B.V. Sawant & 2 Ors .. Aoplicants
V/s. i
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Responde t¢

This is an application for co: donation of
dalay in filing the Original Application.
I have perused the record and oroceedings
and heard Shri V.V, Joshi, the learned / avocate for
the applicants and Ms S. Suryawanshi, he learned
P.O. for the respondents, :
The learned P.O. sought further ime to file
afﬁdavitdn-reply That request was t .ned down
because sufficient opportunity was alr :a Ly given but
more importantly it was because of tl ¢ facts such as
they are. The learned P.O. even v ithout the reply
strongly opposes the M.A. conten liag inter-alia that
the delay was inexcusable.
The O.A. was brought Ly two applicants
- essentially for deemed date. Both >f them are retired
ASIs. The details have been furnis 1ed as to how this
Tribunal - itself in the case of similarly placed
applicants in 0,A., No.1215[2013, Shri Jagdish T,
| Andhale & 8 Ors V/s. State of N iharashtra & 2 .
Ors and some other O.Ass, g anted relief as
indicated in the common order date | 4.7.2014. The -
State brought R.A, No.23/2014 sLich came to be
dismissed by an order of 1.9.20. 4 by the Second
Division Bench of which'I was also : Member,
There are other facts mentior. =d in the M.A. to
infact show as to how the applicar ts were initially
promoted and' then reverted again and as to how
they had conducted themselves in the matter. In

DATE; W)I]?/ybl ¢ fact there is a distinct aspect of the matter which if
COBAM: ‘|Probed will even require considerati. n of the fact at
MJM"’FM'HVAGA-RWM issue that there may not- be any delay at all.

( Chas, However, even if 1 were to proceed on the b sis that
Won'ble Shri g, B. MALIK (Mcmber) the delay was there, the issue still survive s as to

whether a case is made out for condonatin -hereof.

AP : . . . .
b !CE__\) g [n the context-of a factual situation such as it is
Shriggmtr. NV - ooh) . which has been summarized above, I ar of the
Advooate for the Agntic . _ opinion that the applicant cannot be‘ ass: led of g
Shei Smt s 5. ;5 mu\cy\ﬁn ' conduct which could pe . described as so
C v );/m onssosnn contumacious as to forfeit the rights to cls im judicial
RO/PO. for the R spondents ndulgence. The legal position in th s branch of law
A u) lavors an approach which is liberal_ 1ather than rigid
Mp E“ ﬁ“ . aind justice oriented rather than tech ucal. . :
A T -+ In that view of the matter, herefore, in my

0f.S. 6-’*—9 3‘ |]17 yiew a case is made out for condonat on of delay. The
i ' delay is, therefore, condoned. The applicants and

/5:2:/ the office are directed to process the O.A. so as to
7 E

1

lace it before the bench for decision according to
aw.

‘The Misc. Application is allowed with no order

s to cost, »
Reply of the O.A. is taken on record and is

djourned for rejoinderto 3.1.2017.
v il
[ }‘\/

§vi]

o))

Sd/-
(R.B."Malik) '

Member (J)
13.12.2016
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN IQTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRIcT
: RPN, o 1 e PO T o R L s o Applicant/s
_(Advo_cate S e i SR )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer:........cciizeivnimieiicssenos i

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’'s orders

BATE :
CORAM :
Wan'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member)
APPEARANCE: _
Sheision s LR am M eadsn
Advouste for the Agplicant
Snri iSm L AXnans B K
C.L.O/PO. for the Respondents :

12l lie

Adis Towns loh)[']»

| judgments  in the

| naturally brooks no

0O.A.No. 1153 of 2016

Shri S.T. Sabale .. Applicant

V/s.

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

-Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana
B.K., the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

Although today I am granting time to
file affidavit-in-reply, it appears quite clear that
the issue involved herein is concluded by a
field incIuding
0.A.No.503/2015, Shri Piyush M. Shinde V/s
State of Maharashtra & 2 Ors, dated 5.4.2016
and in the matter relates to appointment on
compassionate = ground and, therefore it
unneces‘aary delay.
Regardless of whether reply is filed or not on the
next date, this O.A. shall proceed to its next
stage. :

With this, Original Application ' stands
adjourned for reply too.

S.0. to 10.1.2017.

Sd/- b
Lo l20l
(R.B. Malik) |
Member (J)
13.12.2016

(vsm)
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lGCP ) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINTI QTRATI'VE TRIBUNAL

MUMBATI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT .
- e "R B ISR e ki e Applicant/s
(Advocate ................. RO [ Lo T e e B )
‘UBI‘SUS
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
5 WSl Lo A 8 T o e e WSS RN 0 IS e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ) '
. Appeararice, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s erders
directions and Registrar’s orders
O.A. No. 337 of 2016
Smt S. A. Chavan ... Applicant

V/s.

The Stafe of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri U. Kurund, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Ms'S. Suryawanshi,
the learned P.O. for the Respondent nos.1 to 3
and .Smt Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
for the Respondent No.4.

In view of the contents in para 2.1 in the
PATE:_JEJILNC affidavit of Shri H.H. Kharade? S.D.O., page 26
90&3 - of the Paper-Book, Shri U. Kurund, the learned

"’MMADJLA&M“ Advocate seeks leave to withdraw the Original
' f)

Won'ble Shri . g MALIK (Mcmber)) Application with permission to exhaust alternate
PEARANCE ‘

-ﬂ’;.._..._____ remedy. The respondents have no obJectlons
ShetiSum, MoK My . ~ The. Original Application is allowed to be
e for the Apoticant withdrawn with liberty to pursue the case before

Shri' /S, :.é S0 \dar\% _ :
C.rO/po, fcrtbegmmgﬂ. ““m the authorities by way of alternate remedy and,

n
AV'M& T M"f"fjan fo n 4, therefore, this O.A. stands disposed of with that
 Adi. P, A dands JI?POQ"* P liberty with no order as to cost.

ﬂ B Sd/- Sy

(RB Malik) )z2-12 -1k
Member (J)
13.12.2016

(vsm)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-:2015) l |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAT
Original Applicatidn No. of 20 DistricT 4
..... Applicant/s
(AEvOCEEe .2 i s ................................ )
versies
The State of Maharashtra and others

Lo - TR TR R e Respondent/s

.................... i)

(Presenting Officer.......... ST P R T

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

Trib unal’s orders

DATE :

12120 b

CORAM:
L ( ‘
Hon'ble Shri R, B, MALIK (Mcm&er}
A{'P‘-‘ARANCE :
,Shn/Szm {)\4 DAam . MM‘H B
Acdvogite for the Applicant

St /St r. K By pv.rah.)(
C.P.O/ PO, for the Respondenm

Adg.-m_;ﬁttmf%- Loty do
mcguon.

BT

.ATO. 930 of 201

Smt G. J. Rajput .. 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:

The learned Advocate informs lthat the

- applicant does not want to file rejoinder.

Admit, liberty to mention.

[ =

Sd/- #
(R.B. Mali AL\

mber (J) b=
13.12.2016

(vsm)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

.

Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
OriginaT Application N?' of 20 DisTrRICT
..... 'Applicant/s
P2 e i et S R s e R )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondvent/s )

P PEReREInE OIIICOY . o irrussivpe ioipfussosiiommanmnpimibe s s pars sebensnsosotis )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appgm‘unce, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

PATE : "J\ 123 6

C(.eﬂé&_!:

Wan'sie Shri R. B. MALIK (Mcmberj

APPEAKANCE ‘
Riri/ZemeT, Q G.0an ohed

- Acvozate for the Applicam
i St s DT hana. K.

C.RO/RO. for the Respondents

.Adj.'l'.n- 5\‘\\7- “AW\;‘A}%

e

0.A. No.1100 of 2016

Shri S.V. Shintre ... Applicant.

V/s. ‘

The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents

Heard Shr1 R.G. Panchal, the learned

Advocate for the Apphcant and Smt Archana
B.K., the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

Heard both the sides. The learned P.O. is
instructed by nobody from the concérned office.
There is a history to this particula'r matter and
regch being had to urgency expressed on behalf
of the applicant that comparatwely shorter date
was given. Irrespective of whatever order was
passed, the matter.will have to be heard at the
‘earliest.

I make it clear that on the next date if the
reply is not filed, I shall immediately ﬁear the
matter for consideration of urgent relief and in

any case it will be my endeavor to try and make

“sure that the O.A. itself be heard expeditiously.

Adjourned for reply in the background of

above directions on 3.1.2017. Hamdast.

Sd/- -
(RTB. Malik)
Member (J) f3 ILH:,
13.12.2016

(veta) [PTO
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
. Appearance, 1‘ribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

patE: |32} 6

( Wcrﬁmmm)
HWon’ble Shri R. B. MALI% (Member)
APPEARAE«TEE_: i

Shri/S1tt a2 D6 S
Advocate for the Agplicant -

Shri /1 X B
C.PO/ PO. for the Respondents

Adh T 211 2007

.
&i
,

'0.A.1145/2016

Shri S.8S. Bhandare ... Applicant -
Vs

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

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the

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

Officer for the Respondents.

: The matter . is placed before me today for
consideration of interim relief. A very detailed statement
of facts is not necessary. The 4th Respondent came to be
promoted on 24t April, 2015 and I make it clear that, that
position is not going to be in any manner affected by the
order which is being made today by me. The present
Applicant apprehends that he might be reverted pursuant
to the order dated 24t April, 2015 (Exh. ‘F’, Page 28 of the
Paper Book). The learned PO seeks time to ascertain -the
position and file Affidavit-in-reply. [ am of the opinion
that even as the Respondents including the 4t
Respondent will have to be given opportunities to file the
Affidavits-in-reply, but the Applicant cannot be left
entirely unprotected because it cannot be said that he has
got absolutely no arguable case. .Mr. Dere makes a
statement on instructions that the Applicant has not been

. reverted so far and I rely only on this statement at the Bar

define itygas a status quo and.'direct both the sides to
maintain it till the next date. ' :

Issue notice returnable on 13:01.2017. .

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

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 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.

$.0. to 13* January, 2017,

R

e A\
Sd/- e
~ (RB Malik)
Member (J)
13.12.2016
(skw)
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. (G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

AL Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

¢

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAT
i DistriCT
rigi Application No. of 20
i ‘pp PRI L et T RS B e, G Applicant/s
CATOCAER ... . ontonssssnnmeronssisneioanresshne vonses niininsas s Frdine )
versus
The Sfate of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........cccccvimeeeiiieiiivnennnieniens ‘

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

Tribunal’s orders

Adj.“"“’ Q_ehﬂ.—hb‘ A

O.A.No. 255 of 2016

Shri Dr..V. K. Patne ... Applicant

V/s.

The State of Mah. & ors, ... Réspondents

Heard Shri B. A. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt.
K.S. Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the
Respondents.

‘The leafned P.O. seeks time to file sur-

rejoinder.
I have perused the record and
proceedings.. Although the O.A. was formally

admitted on 10.10.2016 but the copy of the
rejoinder was tendered in the office of C.P.O. on
23.6.2016 and, therefore, sufficient time has -

been given for sur-rejoinder.

I make it clear that the next date is being
appointed for final hearing and the matter will
be heard irrespectivekf of whether sur-rejoinder
is filed or not but if the reply is filed on that
day it will be taken on record. e

S.0. t0 20.12.2016.

7 Sd/- | “,’):,’\}:’
(RB-—Malik) o~
Member (J)
13.12.2016

(vsm)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNA

- MUMBAI
Original Application No. i of 20 . DistrIiCT
RS e el g i U S T R T Applicant/s
U R St S S N SP L GY E) ) )
;i ¥ |
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... . Respondent/s
S oo e e Vol 055 5T S PoNeR o SO VA NON oo e TR )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 25 1
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
_directions and Registrar’s orders .
0.A.1148/2016
Shri V.K. Gandhile : ... Applicant

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

’

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

Issue notice returnable on 05.01.2017. -
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

DATE : ‘?)hq,h b Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
Pesmgre e 7 authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
Q.QMM. : “| of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
mmmm ‘ be taken up for final disposal at.the stage of admission
i ) hearing. '
* Men’ble Shri R. B, MALIK (Mcmber, ’ .
_ APPEARANCE : ; ~ This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
e : .| of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Shei/Smt. v{'\mam Meheyon _ Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and
d A..' cete for the Applicant \ alternate remedy are kept open.
IS, 1 YK Gu 4“3\”'("\)4—4 The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
C.PO/PD. fur the Respondemss ; .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

Adi. To. 5‘ 112¢17. , compliance and notice.
wa st S.0. to 5% January, 2017. Liberty to seek urgent
,% interim relief kept in tact, i :
" ,L,/\\o
Sd/-
B Malik)
Member (J)
13.12.2016

(skw)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F2 E,

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrIiCT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate .............. T s L )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e e pah W SRS o e et Respondent/s
! (Presenting OffiCer...........couuerurueiiniioninessiasiginnnans )
th‘iée Noteé, Office Memoranda of C(nrﬁm,l
" Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or i -
5 ; T 7
directions and Registrar’s orders ‘sl
0.A.830/2016

1213 b

DATE :

*bhe-Shri: i WAL
Wan’ble Shii R, B, MALIK (Member)
Advocele for the Agplicant

M/Sm!‘ . ._.9‘ 9\'\’47’6;“04 MJ‘
C.PO/PO. for the Respotidents

Adj, Foui .cg\ 117+

Shri C.R. Rajput ... Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. Respohdent‘s

. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. S. -Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

‘ The learned PO is being instructed by Mr. PP,
Jadhav, Assistant, Revenue .Department, Mantralaya,
Mumbai. The prayer for further time to file Affidavit-in-
reply is rejected because last chance was already given.
The reason. put forth that the Session is going on at
Nagpur is in my opinion only an excuse because in the
earlier period, there was sufficient time to file the reply
and in any case, two Officers are already present before
me. The OA proceeds without Affidavit-in-reply and is
formally admitted and is appointed for final hearing before
the 2nd Division Bench on 9% January, 2017 making it
clear that even on that day, if the reply is tendered, it will
be taken on record but no adjournment shall be given for

reply.

S.0. to Oth January, 2017. ) A
v /
' Sd/- K
(R.B. Malik)
Mernber (J)

13.12.2016
(skw) T

[RTO.
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIT TISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. : of 20 -DisTRICT
2 Applicant/s
(Advocate ............ dhs s e e N R ST A R A o) AREAN )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........cccccovvuvevvnvinniveivnnnnn,

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE:__ 13| )0

@on‘ble Shri R, B, mr.rx

APPEA (Member)
?""" = 9 e hldpg N

shfi/Smn Py u

Adi, Toe 3 |‘2el»7. i ik

The State of Mah. & ors.

0.A.1060/2016

Shri S.N. Balla - ... Applicant
‘ Vs. :

... Respondents

Heard Shri ‘S.S. Dere. holding for Shri C.T.
Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and
Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

Shri Dere, the learned Advocate informs that all
the Respondents have already been served. The purpose
of the order just made is, therefore, served.

Issue notice returnable on 03.01.2017.

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 dzrected to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. .

S.0. to 3rd Januarjr, 2017. The OA is adjoumcd
for Affidavit-in-reply to 314 January, 2017.

1 sd- -
: Ak
“R.B, Malik) > '
' ember(J)
13.12.2016
(skw)
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