
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 1069 OF 2018 

DISTRICT : THANE 

1. Pundlik Sudam Jilevad, 	 ) 
R/o: 4, Reti Bunder, Mumbra. 	) 
Dist-Thane. 	 ) 

2. Arun Dhanlal Channe 	 ) 
R/o: Kohinoor Manjil, Mataparmeshwari) 
Bldg No. 2, Rahamat Nagar, 	 ) 
Ostwal Nagar, Tal-Nalasopara, 	) 
Dist-Thane. 	 ).. Applicant 

Versus 

1. The State of Maharashtra 
Through its Chief Secretary, 
Home Department, Mantralaya, 
Mumbai 400 032. 

2. The M.P.S.C, 
Through its Chairman, 
7 84 8th floor, Cooperage Telephone 
Nigam Bldg, M.K Marg, 
Cooperage, Mumbai 400 021. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)...Respondents 

Ms Vibha Oswal, holding for Shri S.B Talekar, learned advocate for the 
Applicants. 

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

CORAM 	 Shri Justice A.H Joshi (Chairman) 

Shri P.N. Dixit (Member)(A) 

DATE 
	

13.12.2018 

ORDER 

1. 	Heard Ms Vibha Oswal, holding for Shri S.B Talekar, learned 

advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J Chougule, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 
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2. 	Learned Presenting Officer has placed on record copy of letter 

dated 13.12.2018, addressed to the applicants, text whereof reads as 

follows:- 

'Ott, 

411. tsfMns 	 
al. %magi, ul. Oxartin 
rrt. 941en, fat. *kg WZ9609. 

	

- 	 0919 flituraftimer 

nl 44, 

3ift6I1Ralia529 al 	as, Rosc 	tastmen 313dhTM 31T4011213it tisetortra AA 4, 3TIRMI 

fetes-tmftras traatl  	min Otenestr suit t aac ueja3 ;reset trftislun 

NRIER-eqsau4q5 	11/2crentitet 3iivefl titialieng C/14578 EIStuefitl Mkt met time TO ten 

En-And-el <did CD144 	'et Theueud Z131. 

30trett %VI% 

(tralci 310Mg) 

3t ARM, Rturg. 	ai mem " 

	

3. 	In view of foregoing, applicants have to wait for decision of enquiry 

by M.P.S.C. 

	

4. 	Learned P.O was called to make statement on following points:- 

(a) How much time will be required for completing the enquiry? 

(b) What is the number of candidates recommended for 
appointment? 

(c) Whether the categories against which the applicants' 
candidature was considered are withheld? 

	

5. 	Learned Presenting Officer, on instructions from Shri D.H Shinde, 

Assistant Section Officer, M.P.S.C, Mumbai, states as follows:- 

Against 39 vacancies called by the State Government, only 37 
names are sent. Two names are in the process of forwarding, 
awaiting decision in the enquiry against the applicants and these 
two names would be sent only after completing the enquiry. 
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6. In view of the foregoing, it is not necessary to entertain the present 

application, which is disposed of with liberty to the applicants if decision 

of M.P.S.0 is adverse to them and if occasion to challenge the same 

arises. 

7. M.P.S.0 is directed to communicate the decision as would be 

taken. In the event, the decision is adverse, it should not be acted upon 

for a period of 15 days from the date of service of intimation / 

communication on email. 

n 
Dixif) 	 (A.K. Joshi, 

Member (A) 	 Chairman 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 13.12.2018 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 

D: \Anil Nair \Judgments \ 2018 \Dec, 2018 \ 0.A 1069.18, Appointment challenged, DB, Chairman 
12.18.doc 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1109 OF 2018 

S.D. Sapkale & Ors. 	 ...Applicants. 

Versus 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

	 Respondents. 

Shri Shrikant Patil, the learned Advocate for the Applicants. 

Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

CORAM : 	Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

DATE 	: 	13.12.2018. 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri Shrikant Patil, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. 

Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate Shri Shrikant Patil for the Applicants prays for leave to delete 

prayer 'C'. Leave as prayed is granted. 

3. Issue notice before admission returnable on 02.01.2019. 

4. On behalf of Respondents No.7 to 160 notices to be served through the office of 

Director (Training), Maharashtra Police Academy, Nashik. 

5. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage and separate notice for 

final disposal shall not be issued. 

6. Applicants are authorized and directed to serve on Respondent 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. 

7. 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. 



(A.H. Joshi, 

Chairman 
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8. 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. Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance and notice. 

9. In case notice is not collected within three days or service report on affidavit is not 

filed 3 days before returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed without 

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

10. Heard on Interim relief. 

11. Respondents 7 to 160, to be appointed furtherance to Government decision at 

Exhibit E, page 72, dated 05.03.2018. Respondents be informed that their appointments 

are made subject to outcome of present O.A.. 

12. it shall be open to the Government to act for curing the defect/deficiency brought 

to the notice of Government by applicant, through present O.A. without waiting for 

adjudication, by taking legal advice well in advance, and before filing of affidavit-in-reply. 

13. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed. 

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

15. S.O. to 02.01.2019. 

prk 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 1355 OF 2009 

DISTRICT SOLAPUR 

Shri M.K Subhedar 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Others 	)...Respondents 

Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the Applicant. 

Ms Savita Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents 1 
to 3. 

Shri D.B Khaire, learned advocate for Respondents no. 4, 5, 8, 32, 54, 57 
86 59. 

Shri P.V Patil, learned advocate for Proposed Respondents. 

CORAM 

DATE 

Shri Justice A.H Joshi (Chairman) 

13.12.2018 

ORDER 

    

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the 

Applicants, Ms Savita Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents 1 co 3, Shri D.B Khaire, learned advocate for Respondents 

no. 4, 5, 8, 32, 54, 57 & 59 and Shri P.V Patil, learned advocate for 

Proposed Respondents. 

2. It has transpired and learned advocate for applicant states that 

the dispute about genuineness of Certificates as well as complaint 

regarding tampering of answer sheets may not apply to all the 

Respondents who are added. 

oze 
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3. 	Learned advocate for the applicant Shri Bandiwadekar after taking 

instructions from the applicant states that the applicant wants to verify 

the genuineness of credentials of eligibility of all Respondents as well 

would like to verify answer sheets of Respondents and would take a 

decision whether all Respondents are necessary in the array as 

contesting parties. Applicant would decide to delete such respondents 

against whom he has no grievance. 

4. 	Therefore, Mr Bandiwadekar prays for direction to the Deputy 

Director, Health Services to offer inspection of papers. 

5. Respondent State has no objection to the exercise 

proposed/prayed for by advocate for applicant. 

6. 	Deputy Director, Health Services, Pune is directed as follows:- 

(a) He should hold a camp for scrutiny of papers at each District level 
by fixing a date, where all the candidates (Respondents) in that 
District should remain present along with original papers and self-
attested photo copy thereof for supply to applicant. 

(b) Deputy Director, Health Services or responsible Officer appointed 
by him should offer to applicant inspection of answer sheet of all 
Respondents. 

(b) 	Applicant would be free to inspect the papers himself and if 
necessary with the help a Advocate or a friend, and True Copy 
/Photo Copy of answer sheet be supplied to applicant and 
respondent concerned. 

	

7. 	After completing the exercise mentioned hereinbefore, the learned 

advocate for the applicant would take steps to specify particular 

Respondent against whom applicant would decide not to proceed for 

deleting them from array of Respondents if he chooses. 

	

8. 	Depending upon the decision, which the applicant would take, the 

applicant shall be free to amend the O.A and place on record relevant 

amended Paper Book, to be substituted and proceeded as O.A. 



(All. Jos 
Chairm 
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9. 	After completing the exercise described in foregoing para, following 

schedule be followed. 

(i) If all the Respondents file respective email address on or before 
20.12.2018 for sending intimation on their email address. 

(ii) The applicants and Respondents be informed about schedule by 

Email. 

(iii) The meeting or session for inspection of papers be fixed by the 
Deputy Director, Health Services, on any date before 10.1.2019. 

10. Learned advocate for the applicant prays for leave to amend and 

time to carry out the amendment till 12.2.2019. Leave and tine as 

prayed is granted. 

11. 5.0 to 14.2.2019. All Respondents who are present should 

submit their memo of appearance, except for those who have engaged 

Respondents. 

12. Steno copy and Hamdast is granted. Learned P.O is directed to 

communicate this order to the Respondents. 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 13.12.2018 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 

D: \ Anil Nair \Judgments \ 2018 \ Dec, 2018 \ 0.A 1355.09, Int order, DB, Chairman, 13.18.doc 
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(A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman 

(Cr P J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 	 iSp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE. MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

I N 

Original Application No. 

of 20 

of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corium 

Appearance, Tribilnill's or'der's Or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 13.12.2018. 

C.A.No.31 of 2018 in O.A.No.102 of 2016 

Dr. T.A. Jadhav 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicant. 

Respondents. 

p_ATE • 
,Q.Q_Ma4 
lion'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE: 

... 

Advacact: 

Shri/Smt 	
. 	• 1"( C PiO/P.O. for the Reapp ride  t/ '''''' — '''' 

Oriaff5/1 ty: ficsviik cen 

C '4 is cillpox-cd 

6,4 

	

1. 	Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the. learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Smt. Archana B..K., the learned Presenting 

Officer for Respondents. 

	

2. 	Learned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for the Respondents 

states as follows :- 

(a) Order passed in O.A. is complied. 

(b) Principal Secretary, Shri Dr. Pradeep Vyas has 
tendered hand written apology and has prayed 

for waiver of costs. 

	

3. 	Request for waiver of costs is accepted. 

	

4. 	C.A. is disposed in view of compliance and apology. 

prk 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUNIBAI 

A.I.A./Ii.A./C.A. Nu. 

IN 

Original Application No. 

of 20 

of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Oltic C.! Nutes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 13.12.2018. 

C.A.No.32 of 2018 in O.A.No.1044 of 2015 

Dr. S.S. Dusane 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting 

Officer for Respondents. 

2. 	Learned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for the Respondents 

states as follows :- 

(a) Order passed in O.A. is complied. 

(b) Principal Secretary, Shri Dr. Pradeep Vyas has 
tendered hand written apology and has prayed 
for waiver of costs. 

3. 	Request for waiver of costs is accepted. 

C.A. is disposed in view of compliance and apology. 

prk 

DATE 	  
reQEM1 
Hon'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 
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Stir -Si . M r t-b ' COM Ken.  
Advac,;ite lot. rile Applicant 
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C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/5 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRITIUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

N 

0 in I Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

°filet, Notes, lttliee Memoranda of Comm.a 

. 	i■puaaranett. Tribunal's orders or 

direotions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Date :13.12.2018. 

C.A.No.38 of 2018 in 0.A.No.48 of 2017 

R.P. Gage 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri Y.P. Deshmukh, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting 

Officer for Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. Shri A.J. Chougule for the Respondents 

states on instructions that Departmental Promotion 

Committee would be held within one week. 

DATE: : I-2  

Hon'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairmen) 

APITARSN05.-.:  

Shri/Sait. 	.. .... p ... .... .. 	.. 	... 
Advocate for the Applicant 

Shn/Smt. 	.. .... .... . 	0 1-1-114-1C- 
1P.O. for the Resop.bdent/s 

6411170. eaa 	; -vx 	( tr- n4 

S 0 • to ,02.4 I -21 'IG 

3. 	For reporting compliance S.O. to 20.12.2018. 

prk 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda or C0111111. 

Appearance, 	 Order!: Or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 

Date : 13.12.2018 

O.A.No.979 of 2018 

D.V. Gadhave & Ors. 	 ....Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

the Applicants and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned 

Presenting Officer holding for Shri A.J. Chougle, the 

learned Present for the Respondents. 

2. In present matter challenge is to the minor 

punishment imposed upon the Applicant by order dated 

25.10.2018. 

3. However, today the matter is taken up on board by 

giving circulation for withdrawal. 

(ARA 
Shr ,  

4. Learned Advocate for the Applicant submitted that 

both the Applicants have given written instructions to him 

to withdraw this O.A. 

5. As such, the Applicants do not want to continue 

this O.A. and sought to withdraw it. 

6. In view of above, Original Application is allowed to 

withdraw. 

7. Liberty is granted to Applicant to approach this 

Tribunal if required as may be permissible in law. 

8. Original Application is disposed of as withdrawn. 

No order as to costs. 

\I•Pj  — 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (J) 

sba 
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IN THE MAMA HAS," II' 1111111V,.■ 
10111 

ciil 

t..mt:LI !IL 

Date : 13.12.2018 

O.A.No.862 of 2017 

Al 

t) 	 ',ter (i) ":1  

(6,P2,-CtliCPS-gb 

S.N. Moule 
Versus 	

....Applicant 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Today, learned Advocate for the Applicant has filed 

affidavit-in-rejoinder of the Applicant. 	It is taken on 
record. 

3. As the pleadings are completed, the matter is 

pai admitted and adjourned for final hearing. 

4. Liberty is granted to learned P.O. to file affidavit-

in-sur-rejoinder, if needed by next date. 

Ai; rs o to 	y I 
ctik fe,c\ tiA,72— 

14) c)T.O■Ccrin, 

5. S.O. to 30.1.2019. 

sba 

n, 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member (J) 
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Date : 13.12.2018 

O.A.No.41 of 2017 

• 5 1-Z•4tcp.444. 

S.N. Patvardhan 	 ....Applicant 
Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri M.B. Kadam, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. In present O.A. the relief sought to set aside the 

order dated 29.6.2016 fixing the pay of the Applicant 

and thereby refusing the increments to the Applicant 
i A 

accrued mem the period of his suspension as it was not 

treated as duty period. 

 

h9 	 

 

3. This is substituted O.A. and therefore, learned P.O. 

for the Respondents seeks two weeks' time to file 

affidavit-in-reply. Time is granted for filing affidavit-in-

reply. 

Ads  }S. 0 to 	0  

 

 

4. S.O. to 10.1.2019. 
.04yr7 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member (J) 

sba 
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