
DATE :____13.11212___ 
COMM : 

(Miee--olsiemsa) 
itatrlak Siqi K. D. MALIK (Member) 
AM:MANCE: 

Sli►jr5~et r. 	5'.9e1  Q- 

441094 force Applicant 
_POW /Stat. 

C.P.0 / PO. for the Responded's; 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
ISO.- MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL.  
MUIVIBAT 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent's 
(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No. 418 of 2016 with 
O.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 learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

The learned P.O, is being instructed by 
Shri Sameer Dalvi, Assistant 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 
the submissions on behalf of the respondents 
that in Public. Health Department there was no 
Principal Secretary. The title of this O.A. may, 
therefore, be appropriately corrected on or before 
16.12.2016 and a fresh notice in terms of my 
order of 28.11.2016 be issued to the 
Secretary, Public Health Department who was 
supposed to do needful in the matter at oi t 451, 
time relevant hereto. 

The case be shown. cal 11.1.2017. 

(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 

Tributial'e orders 

DATE 
Matt 

-Non'ittriitrir-R*FALACtAKWAL mcc,ehainnon)  
SIM R. B. MALIK (Member) 

APPEARANCE: 

Advocate Rothe Appficont 
7Sott. 

C.P.0 f P.O. for the Respondeata 
Agor 

Adj. Tow....L12.X4...1....IL l. ") 

15 ty-c1L-b- 6.1 - 

(R. B. alik) 
Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
ISol.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL • 
MUMI3AT 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondents 
(presenting Officer 	  

O.A. No. 962 of 2016  

mt M.P. Khadilkar 	... Applicant 

V/ s. 

he State of Mah. & ors. 	... Respondents 

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

Respondents. 

The learned Advocate undertakes to file 
rejoinder during the course of the day. On this 

statement, the Original ApplicatiOn is admitted 
with liberty to mention. 

Sur-rejoinder, if any, must- be filed on the 
next date before the Second Division Bench and 
not thereafter. 

(vsm) 

[PTO 
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(QC.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
161)1- MAT-F-2 E 

IN THE -MAHAR.ASI-ITRA ADMINI§TRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMI3AI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 	 DISTRICT 

Applicantis 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 
(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' a orders 

O.A. No.1041 of 2016  

hri A.T. Khot 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

he State of Mah. & ors. 	... Respondents 

DATE: 	t3h  
cORAM: 

(Vice—eftairmeni 
& M. Shri R. R. MAUR (141embrr) 

ITRARA NEE : 

	

Slit:4,tic*.  1"k -el 		—.1.4....g..c.":6"1  
Ac'vocrec rot Abe Apoticara 

-Vivra Sod. 
C.P.0 I P.O. for the Respondents 

A(4. 

Heard Applicant in person and Ms S. 
uryawanshi, the learned P.O. for the 
espondents, 

The request for further time made by 
he learned. P.O. for filing reply is rejected 
ecause on 23.11.2016 last chance was already , 
iVen. 

The 0.A. proceeds without reply and is 
ormally admitted and appointed for final 
caring before the Second Division Bench on 
2.12.2016 making it .clear that on that date 
lso if the reply is tendered it will be taken on 
ecord but no adjournment shall be given. 

S.O. to 22.12.2016 

(R. B. Malik) 
Member. (J) 
13.12.2016 

.(vsm) 

IPT!) 
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(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

(O.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50.000-2-20I5) 
ISO - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
.MUMI3AI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maha ashfra and others 

Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer  - 

Tribunal's orders 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of COMM, 

Appeuracee, Tribunul's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

DATE 

tR 

ffoulde-Shrilt*ARWAL..,  
(Nr-tea—tultairmea) 

Dan 	Sbri R. D. MALIK (Member) 
API EARANCE :  

ShrtSatt 

Advocate for Abe Applicant 

Sitri Sep. 
C.P.0 ( 	(14 	R..:sptmdeats 

O.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. 

S.O. to 12.1.2017. 

A4 to...m....122112.4:12 

(vsm) 

(PTO 
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(G.C.E.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-20I5) 

IN THE 1VIAHARASHTRA AD1VIINISTRATTVE TRIBUNAl. 
ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IVIUM1F3AI 

Original Application No. of 20 
DISTRICT 

Applican 
(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

(Presenting Officer 	  
. .. Respondent/s 

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

 

Tribunal's orders 

     

     

     

O.A. No.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. 

. Affidavit-in-rejoinder is taken on record. 
Regard being had to nature of the 

controversy, the fixed date is being given for 
final hearing of the Original Application. 
Preliminary 	issue raised can also be 
considered and it will be openti to the Division 
Bench to decide as to whether the entire O.A 
should be heard or it should be heard piecemeal. 

The respondents shall be free to file 
detailed affidavit-in-reply on the date matter. is 
appointed for final hearing and in that case they 
shall serve a copy ir(two days in advanced to the 
applicants. 	\— 

With this, the Original Application is 
admitted. Hamdast. 

S.O. to 16.1.2016. 

13 
(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

(vsm) 

DATE :aU12;LPL-L__ 
CORAV  
Hool+SeN-luir-RA11-V-AGM}WAII, 

	

fvfec 	- Chairman) 
Wan 'Sde Slid R. B. MALIK atember) 
APPEARANCE: 

Shri/Ssof 

Advocate for the Applicant 

9hri /Smt • 	1 \ V. 	 . 
C, PO / P.O. ihr the Rospondenta 

Adi. 	(-•\.1.1.L.7.: 	 

1PTO 

Admin
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\ 
. Malik) 

Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

  

M.A. No.524 of 2016 
In 

0.A.No.1146 of 2016 

Smt S. G. Padage 

V/s. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

Applic .nt 

I espondents 

Heard Shri G.A. Banc ■wadekar, 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 ce for 
final disposal need not be issued. 

DATE: 	1'2)11211  
Wit A : 

tion3tta-Si t 
(Mter...Cttatrmatil 

Yon't)le Shri R. R. MALIK DIembert 

APPEARANCE:  

Autvoette Pm the Applicant 	 • 

—RMTISmt. 	 
C.P.04 P.O. far the Rtspondeoht 

Adj. 

Applicant is authorized and dirt cted to 
serve on Respondents intimation / notice of date 
of hearing duly authenticated by Registr . along 
with complete paper book of 0.A. Re' F indents 
are put to notice that the case woulc oe 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. 
pplicant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 11.1.2017. Learned P.O.do waive 
service. 

vsm) 
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(C.0 P.)•J 22.60 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
[SO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUIVIBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Airr. icantls 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

R .spondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's order 

0.A.826/201f 

Integrated Medi. Practitioner Association. 

Vs. 	
. . Applicant 

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

RAM 
EQUAL; 
Hoolftle-Shrkit 

( 	 ) 
riss 'Mr Sing R, h. MALIK (Member) 
APPEARAN-f; 

ShriSwt. 

Mvocste fix the Ailplicant 
/Sad. 

C.10.0/ P.O. rot the Respondents 	tt,11.  
°My M•0 Lo(Ve,Y 

` 2̂.1 

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the 
Applicant, Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents 1 86 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 it the light of 
the facts such as they are, I am satisfied thf t a case is 

' made out for the grant of the liberty as is pra.) xl for. The 
OA is allowed to be withdrawn with liberty t file a fresh 
one on the same cause of action and this OA is 
accordingly disposed of with no order as to cc sts. 

(R. B. -M-  ik) 
Merrkber 
13.12.2016 

[PTO 

(s kw) 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal% orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 

M.A. No.583 of 2015 In 0. 1. No.103' ; of 2015 
with O.A. No.103 ; of '1015 

Shri B.V. Sawant & 2 Ors 	... A •plies its 
V/s. 

The State of Mali. & ors. 
Responder 

This is an application for co, donation of 
dalay in filing•the Original Application. 

I have perused the record and proceedings 
and heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned. f avocate for 
the applicants and Ms S. Suryawanshi, he learned 
P.O. for the respondents. 

The learned P.O. sought further ime to file 
affidavit-in-reply. That request Was tu ned down 
because sufficient opportunity was alr.,a ry given but • 
more importantly it was because of tl .e facts such as 
they are. The learned P.O. even v ithout the reply.  
strongly opposes the M.A. canter' Hag inter-alia that 
the delay was inexcusable. 

The O.A. was brought t y two applicants 
• essentially for deemed date. Both )f them are retired 
ASIs. The details have been furnis led as to how this 
Tribunal itself in the case of similarly placed 
applicants in O.A. No.1215 2013 Shri Ja dish T. 
Andhale 83 8 Ors V s. State of I iharashtra 8a 2 Ors and some other 0.A.s gi inted relief as 
indicated in the common order dal e 1 4.7.2014. The 
State brought R.A. No.23/2014 rhiah came to be 
dismissed by an order of 1.9.20. 4 by the Second 
Division Bench of which' I was also i Member. 

There are other facts mentior sd in the M.A. to 
infact show as to how the applicai is were initially 
promoted and then reverted again and as to how 
they had conducted themselves in the matter. In 
fact there is a distinct aspect of the matter which if 
probed will even require considerati• n of the fact at 
issue that there may not• be any delay at all. 
However, even if I were to proceed on the bt sis that 
the delay was there, the issue still survive 3 as to 
whether a case is made out for condonatin diereof. 
In the context •of a factual situation such as it is 

hich has been summarized above, I ar of the 
pinion that the applicant cannot be ass: led of a 
onduct which could be • described as so 
ontumacious as to forfeit the rights to dr tin judicial 
ndulgence. The legal position in th s branch of law 
avors an approach which is liberal lather than rigid 
nd justice oriented rather than tech heal. 

In that view of the matter, herefore, in my 
iew a case is made out for condonat on of delay. The 
slay is, therefore, condoned. The applicants and 

L..- 	
e office are directed to process the O.A. so as to 

lace it before the bench for decision according to 
1:w. 

The Misc. Application is allowed with no order 
s to cost. 

Reply of the O.A. is taken on record and is 
journed for rejoinder to 3.1.2017. 

"re" 

DATE 

linruldr-StoiAt/WW-AO-W/IL 
(Vice—laa;Prttart) lien -Me Mid R. A. MALIK (Mcnthen 

APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for the Appticant 
.51firi /Sod. 

C. P.0 P.O. for the Respondent„ 

Adj, 

o 
/LS.d.le 311)17. 

VP I. 
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Text Box
           Sd/-



2_- 
(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
Sp!- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL .  
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Res pondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, . 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 

O.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' 	that 
the issue involved herein is concluded by afew 
judgments 	in 	the 	field 	including 
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 
naturally brooks no unnece*,iry delay. 
Reiardless 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. 

.1 j2cTE 
Mitt: 
PlotObte-S4trirkedW-AGARWVIL 

(Wke 	- Clairm.41 
tIon'hk Shri R. E. MALIK (Member) 
APPEARANCE: 

Mvosste for tft Applicant 
„Stoi /Soo. 
CA1.0 f P.O. for tae Respondents 

Adj. Tomenr.1211284,...............awbasow 

S.Q. to 10.1.2017. 

(vsm) 

IP TO 
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D„yrF, 

CuPAtti : 
iiionlb1y-S-144-RA.MILAGARtv4it  

V 	 e-- 11:4rman) on 'bit Min n. R. MALIK rilanber) 
A PPEARATTE: 

SirrI/Srm. 	 (-1 	... 

r.„,911,173nit  
C. P.0 / P.O. re the Responded§ I 

-k77,; fM6 flie+c)An Po, 0 

Advnarte for the Applicant 

pf- \ cal; 
(R-13-71 alik)L  
Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

IP77() 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 	 ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 Diswum' 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Curail, 

Appesratice, 'tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' a orders 

O.A. No. 337 of 2016 

Smt S. A. Chavan 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri U. Kurund, the learned 

dvocate for the Applicant, Ms S. SurYawanshi, 

he learned P.O. for the Respondent nos.1 to 3 

nd •Smt Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate 

or the Respondent No.4. 

In view of the contents in para 2.1 in the 

ffidavit of Shri H.H. Kharade, S.D.O., page 26 

f the Paper-Book, Shri U. Kurund, the learned 

dvoca.te seeks leave to withdraw the Original 

pplication with permission to exhaust alternate 

emedy. The respondents have no objections. 

The, Original Application is allowed to be 

ithdrawn with liberty to pursue the case before 

he authorities by way of alternate remedy and, 

herefore, this O.A. stands disposed of with that 

iberty with no order as to cost. 

Admin
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DATE 
CALA: 
Roreble-StatIMTVADA-IrriAL---- 

(VI,e 	- Clialrman) 
lion'bte Shri R. B. MALIK (Member). 
APPEARANCE :  

_ShaiSrot. 	 C  '2.. 
Aevocate For the Apphosot, 
Sitni /Sint • 	CL' V  
(',P.O / P.O. for the Respondents 

er(J)  
13.12.2016 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-22015) 	 ISpl - MAT-F-2 E.  
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Ftespondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

dT9313a-20115-  

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 that the 

applicant does not want to file rejoinder. 

Admit, liberty to mention. 

(vsm) 

IP TO 
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kiemr411t-Sbri7-46441-V-ArzrA-RWAL 
(-Vtum-z-Ciza4mzanr ►1003:.e Shri R. R. MALIK (Member), 

APPEARANCE : 

Shrilmrf. '°;...i..e..D.dr‘ 
At vorAte for the Applicant 
9fid /Sntt. 
C. P.O / P.O. for the Regpondests 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) ISpL- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAIIARASIITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	 • 

DISTRICT 

Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respozident/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.1100 of 2016  

Shri S.V. Shintre 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri R.G. Panchal, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant 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 concerned office. 

There is a history to this particular matter and 

mace being had to urgency expressed on behalf 

of the applicant gatrt comparatively shorter date 

was given. Irrespeetive 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 hear the 

matter for consideration of urgent relief and M 

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. 

(R-137371alik) 	  
Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

(vsm) rPT:b. 
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Jun: 	13117-1)  

Healrie-Sirri7RAIIV-AfrAVIVAL- 
(Vice 	- 	Juan) 

liorrhle Shri R. B 	MALIK (Member) 

APPEARANCE: 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Srti rpm 	 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Reipcbdeats 

Adj. 	 . 

Orc-- 

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

Tribunal's orders 

0.A.1 145/2016 

Shri S.S. Bhandare 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Shri KB. Bhise, the learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

The matter is placed before rue today for 
consideration of interim relief. A very detailed statement 
of facts is not necessary. The 4th Respondent came to be 
promoted on 24th 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 24th April, 2015 (Each. 'F', Page 28 of the 
Paper Book). The learned PO seeks time to ascertain the 
position and file Affidavit-in-reply. I am of the opinion 
that even as the Respondents including the 4th 
Respondent will have to be even 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 itgas 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. 

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. 

S.O. to 13th January' , 2017 

&.‘ 
alik) 

 

Metriber (J) 
13.12.2016 

(skw) 
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DACE 	11,11 1-1 i C:2  
CORAM : 

(Ntlers--Chairmars) 
Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) 

APPEARXNCE 

Lk& 

Advocate for the Applkard 

C,P.0I P.O. for the Respohdeats 

( 	• 	alik) 	13 - 2 \Ls 

Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

. (G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50.000-2-2015) 	 ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAII.A.RASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

uersus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.No. 255 of 2016 

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

V/ s. 

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

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

The learned 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 irrespectiveltof whether sur-rejoinder 
is filed or not but if the reply is filed on that 
day it will be taken on record. 

S.O. to 20.12.2016. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

. Malik) 
\ 

Member (J) 
13.12.2016 

kw)' 

I-PTO 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL.  

MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

lr 
versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

0.A.114812016  

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. Gailcwad, 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. 

DATE :1112a0._ 
Cc/1W : 

Nesqyle-Sitri—RA4W-AGA-RWAL 

Shri R. B. MAL 
	 ) 

APPEARANCE: 	 . 
,shtimmt. :..4jn  con Mt-in 9.S.:1 
Advocate fin the Applicant , 

/Sint. 
C.P.O 1 P.O. for the Etspondeata 

Adj. To........5.11.74.LZ: 

3.- 

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. 

S.O. to 5th January, 2017. Liberty to seek urgent 
interim relief kept in tact. 
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Mat; 
Hien-blit-er rn2Lo_  

Ihin'bk Slid R.B. MALI (niember) 
APPEARANCZ: 

Advocate fur the Applicant 

_Sfrri 	twk;.a..1.464L.v1±4.......... 
C.P.0 P.O. for the Respondents 

/4d00.4.0441.1.12.:«6••••«••■•••••wm•••••• 

(O.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2010) ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

• IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 Dismicr 

	 Applicantls 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

 

• Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cortn, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders ok 

directions and Registrar's Orders 

  

Tribunal' s orders 

     

0.A.830/2016 

Shri C.R. Rajput 	 ... Applicant 

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

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. D.P. 
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 9th 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.O. to 9th January, 2017. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) • 

13.12.2016 
(skw) 

(PTO. 
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DATE: 	13 1-11 comic  
ncifentr-strit-rourv-itonima,..._ 
iPsn'bk Shri R.13, MALIK (Member) 
APPEARANCE : 

-11V- _T  Acvn011e for the Applicant 4 . Stri /Snit. 
C.P0 'P.O. Car the Respondents 

A di. 	 *WON 
Mft.11140#1■••••15141 

(5kw) 

) 
ember (J) 

13.12.201.6 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 [Sal: MAT-F-2 E. 
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 'DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate . 	  

versus 

The state of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 

0.A.1060/2016  

Shri S.N. Balla 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 	... 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 oil 
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 it 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 3rd January, 2017. The OA is adjourned 
for Affidavit-in-reply to 3rd January, 2017. 

(PTO 
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