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

Tribunal’ s orders

Date: 14.07

1.2020

M.A. No.166 of 2020 in R.A. No.06 of 2020

in O.A. No.563 of 2019

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. (Org. Resp.)....Applicant

Versus

Mohd. Hugein H. Kacchi {Org. Appl.) ... Respondents.

1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chiet

Presenting
and Shri

Officer for the Applicants {Org. Respondents)
M.B. Kadam, learned Advocate for the

Respondent {Qrg. Applicant} is absent.

2. Adyocate for the Respondent not present.

3. 5.Q. to 13.08.2020

NMN

~

Sd/-

(P.N. Dixit)
V_Vice-Chairman
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Date: 14.07.2020
M.A. No.160 of 2020 inT. A. No.8 of 2018

K.Cpawar| Applicant

Versus
The State off Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri Arvind v Bandiwadekar, learned

Advocate fgr the Applicant and Ms. s.p. Manchekar,
learned Pres enting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This Application was moved under section 25 of
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal Act, 1985, for the
transfer of T)A.8/2018 pending an the file of Aurangabad
Bench of the Principal Bench at Mumbai,

3. Heard| counsel for the petitioner and C.P.O. the
petitioner hag challenged the Show Cauyse Notice issued by
the Respondent the identical matters were filed at
Mumbai, MaHarashtra Administrative Tribunal SO also at
Nagpur Bench by the colleagues of the petitioners al}
matters were |decided by the Principal Bench .at Mumba,,
the issue involyed in thase matters and the present matter
is identical and those all matters were decided by the
judgment and order dated 10.06.2019 by Mumbai,
Principal BencH hence, it is prayed that the matters jn hand
which is pendigg at Aurangalfad be transferred to Principal
Bench.

4. In view pf the submission the request of transfer i
reasonable and hence the matter T.A.8/2018 is hereby
transferred fropn Aurangabad to Mumbai. Registrar of
Aurangabad is directed to send the sealed file along with
the litigant wholijs permitted to serve the order and coliect
the matter. Handast. L

A v 1% 4
Sd/-

~ Ml /"
(Mridula R. Bhatkar, 1.)
Chairperson

NMN
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Date: 14.07.2020

0. A, No.306 of 2020 with M.A. No.171 of 2020
with
0. A. No.307 of 2020 with M.A. No.172 of 2020

A.B. Guraw & Ors,

P.N. Adsul & Ors. .o Applicants
Versus

The State|of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Hdard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Pertaining both the matters to the transfer and
posting df the Police Personnel from Mumbai to Satara,
Aurangaljad and Pune. In 0.A.306/2020 petitioner 1s
transferréd from Mumbai to Satara, the orders of transfers
were from January 2020. However, they were not relieved
Hence, Satara, Superintendent of Police as the petitioner

did not [join he cancelled their order by order dated

4. L
M.D. Lorikar, submits that the Respondents are directed to

arned Advocate for the Applicant Shri
file repiylor make the statement.

5. Learned C.P.O, submits that afte%r taking stock of
the situation of Mumbai due to Covid-19 pandemic and
assessing the requirement of the Police force she will make
the statement.

H
t

6.  S.0.04.08.2020 o Ad
Sd/-

/ v
(Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.)
Chairperson
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FARAD CONTINUATIJ)N SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’ s orders

Date: 14.07.2020

0. A. No.267 of 2020

BS.Gore | e Applicant
Versus _

The State d4f Maharashtra & Ors. .....Respondents.
1. Hedrd Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the

Applicant {and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting|Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ledrned C.P.O. after obtaining instructions from
the officed of Mr. $.B. Kamble {Assistant Conservator of
Forest) Sanjay Gandhi National Park (SNGP), Borivah,
Mumbai, $ubmits that the officer had been to village
Kayari, pufsuant to this Tribunal order dated 26.06.2020
ari, Taluka Jq’,\;yhar, District Palghar to take the

village Ka
photocopy| from the Original birth register as the
photocopy| of the extract of said register dated 20.08 1969
is the birth entry of the petitioner in the birth register as
produced |by the petitioner in the proceeding. Learned
C.P.0. sub
that village Kayari birth register of 1369 is not available and

its that Gram Sevak of village Kayari informed

therefore
for inspection. However, Gram Sevak has informed that in
the year {2019, ludicial Magistrate, FC Jawhar has
ram Panchayat, to record the birth of the

t could not be produced before Mr. 5.B. Kamble

ordered
Applicant pn 15.08.1969 in Criminal Miscellaneous Appeal

No. 2019 was filed by the petitioner. ¢

(PTO




.

3. Thus it is to be clarified by Gram Sevak, Gram
Panchayat, Kayari whether the register was maintained in
the year 1969 or not and if it was maintained then whether
it is not available for which reason. | have the view,
therefore Gram Sevak, Gram Panchayat, Kayari is
necessary party to this O.A. hence  the petitioner is
directed to add him as Respondent.

4. Issue notice is to be issued to Gram Sevak, Kayari
returnable on 28.07.2020.

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

6. 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. Private service is allowed in view of this present
COVID-19 Pandemic situation. 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.

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 before returnable date or on the same

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

9. Written Affidavit-cum-Reply is to be filed by Gram
Sevak, '

16. 5.0. to 28.07.2020.

bt l 1

Sd/-

/ P L 1 AL
(Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.)
Chairperson

NMN
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Original Application No.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date; 14.07.2020

0. A. N0.921 of 2018

R.M. Jad
Versus
The Stat¢ of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

av. e Applicant

1. Léarned Advocate for the Applicant is absent and
Heard
Officer fgr the Respondents.

s. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting

2. Learned Advocate for the petitioner is not present.
in this
granted jnterim relief to the petitioner. However, the sard

atter the Division Bench of this Tribural has

order s stayed by the Hon’ble, High Court, n wnt
petition No. 13739/2018 on 04.12.2018 and thereafter the
said intdrim stay were confirmed by Hon'ble, High Court,
order ddted 21.01.2020. It was disposed of with direction
that 0.A4.921/18 be heard. The issue appearing for the
examin
giving
Administrative Officer (Animal Husbandry} is involved.
Now thd matter will appear on 10.05.2020.

ion conducted by the M.P.S.C. issued in respect of
ermission for the interview for the post of

earned counsel is not present. Parties to take ncte

3.
that if the counsel for the petitioner appear on the date
the matter may be heard finally.
— L A . L. A i
Sd/- Sd/-
| S EA - qwmy ST
(P.N. Dixit) {Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.)
Vice-Chairman Chairperson

L4

NMN
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Original Application No.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATJON SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date: 14.97.2020

0. A. No. 968 of 2019

R.C.Pawar&O0Ors. ... Applicant
Versus
The Statg of Maharashtra & Ors. .....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The matter is already admitted by order dated
16.01.2020. It pertains to filling up the vacancy of the post
of Senior Intelligence Officer, by way of promotion
According to the 23 petitioners as on today 44 vacancies of
the said post are available. Learned C.P.O. submits that she
needs sofne time to take the decision from the department
in respect of the proposed amendment in the requirement
Rules anfl also on the point of eligibility criteria of three
years.

a .

3. S.0.13.08.2020 for Final Hearing.

1 1L a ‘l
Sdl- Sd/-
- AT Vo
iP.N. Dixit) {(Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.)
Vice-Chairman Chairperson

NMN
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wiice Nutes, Ullice vemoranda ot Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date: 14.07.2020

L.M. Wan
Versus
The Statp

ML.A. No.154 of 2020 in O.A. N0.224 of 2020

khede & Ors. ... Applicant

of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A.A. Gharte, learned Advocate for the

Applican|
Advocat

holding for Shri Shantanu Rakate, learned
for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar,

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. lowed. The Application for prosecuting together
is allowed. For the reasons stated in the M.A., leave to sue
jointly a$ prayed for is granted, subject to the Applicants
paying fequisite court-fees, if not already paid M.A.
disposed off accordingly.

NMN

[}

sdr. Sd/-
P
(PIN. Dixit) (Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.)

ice-Chairman Chairperson
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FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date: 14.07.2020

0.A.No.224 of 2020

L.M. Warlkhede & Ors. ... Applicant
Versus :

The Statd of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1 Heéard Shri A.A. Gharte, learned Advocate for the

Applicant holding for Shri,. Shantanu Rakate, learned
Advocate| for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2. During the lock down period as this Tribunal was
not functjonal the petitioner approached the Hon’ble High
Court by filing the WP-ASDB-LD-VC 52/2020. interim relief
was granted by the Hon’ble High Court on 19.05.2020. The
said writ |petition was disposed off by Hon'ble High Court
by the oftler dated 06.07.2020. With directions that the
petitionef can pursue their grievances before the Tribunal
as the O.A. 224/2020 was filed on 17.03.2020.

3. Leh
said Intefim relief granted by the Hon’ble High Court by
order dated 15.05.2020 is continued till 22.07.2020 and
the samg may be continued further till the reply filed by

rned Counsel For the petitioner submits that

the Respgndents.

4. Isgue notice before admission returnable on
11.08.2030.

5. Trlbunal may take the case for final dis'posal at this
stage and separate notice for final disposal need not be
issued.

6. Agplicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Responddnts intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authentidated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. Private service is allowed in view of this present
COVID-19 Pandemic situation. Respondents are put to
notice that the case would be taken up for final did$d4al at
the stagelof admission hearing.



Pird

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.

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 before returnable date or on the same
date. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

9. 5.0.11.08.2020.

[ —

Sq/- Sd/-
i L Imjp -1
(P.N. Dixit) (Mridula R. Bhatkar, 1.)
Vice-Chairman Chairperson
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WGP T 2737 (50.000—4-2019)

(8pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA'I_‘IVE TRIBUNAL

MA/R A/ A No.
IN

Original Application No.

MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’ s orders B

Date: 14.07.2020

0.A.N0.255 of 2020

1. Heard Shri -Bhushan A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counse! for the Applicant and Shri Al J. Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P,0. for the Respondents submits that
reply will be filed hﬁu‘riné fhe course of the day.
Statement is accepted. It be taken on record.

3, The matteiir is admitte'a‘ and adjourned for final
hearing on 21.07.2020.

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(}) «

V5m
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

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

Tgibunal’s orders

Date : 14.07.2020
M.A. No.178 of 2020 in 0.A.N0.247 of 2020

. Heard ShriA. J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer
or the Applicants (OFi. Respondents) and Shri Bhushan
bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for the Respondent (Ori.
hpplicant).

D This Misc. Application has been filed on 09.07.2020
for extension of time for compliance of the order passed by
this Tribunal on 23.06.2020. In O.A N0.247/2020, the
suspension order dated 30.04.2020 as well as 05.05.2020 has
been quashed and sef aside. The directions were given to
reinstate the Applicant within two weeks with consequential
service benefits. Two weeks time came to an end on
07.07.2020. ‘

3. Thus, the application for extension of time is not
made within time granted by the Tribunal for compliance.
The application, if any; for extension of time ought to be filed
within time granted by the Tribunal. Therefore, ! am not
inclined to extend thetime.

4, Furthermord, as per submission by jearned P.Q. the
order dated 30.04.2020 and 05.05:2020 quashed by the
Tribunal is under chalieh”ée in W.P. before the Hon’ble High
Court. If this is so, thel Applicant needs to avail the order from
the Hon'ble High Coutt.

5. in view of apove, Misc. Application for extension of
time is rejected. No grder as to costs.

6. Before parting with the order, it is necessary 1o
point out certain omissions on the part of congerned officials
who is entrusted to receive the applicatior{ and to check the
same. On receipt of O.A/M.A, the office needs to put
endorsement about the date of filing of the matter in
Tribunal and then to scrutinize the mfiter for raising
objections, if any. However, in the present case, there is no
endorsement on M.A. about the date of filing and objections
efc. )

7. The Registdar is, therefore, directed to look into the
matter and to take epraBation of the concerned for
omissions noticed above. He'\further directed to issue circular
to all the concerned about the steps required to be taken on
filing the matter in Tribunal. Explanation be obtained- of the
concerned emp!oyeie within a week and it be placed before
the Hon'ble Chairperson for further orders.

Sd/-
ki .
(A.P. Kurhekar)

Member(})

vsm
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, -

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

Tribunal’s arders

Date : 14.07.2020

0.A.No.324 of 2020

1. Heard Shri §. S. Dere, learned Counsel for the
Applicants and Shri A, J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. Learned Counsel for the Applicant submits that this
Tribunal had already decided ©.A.Nv.239/2020 by order
dated 25.06.2020 and the Applicant being similarly situated
person they are entitled to the benefit of order passed in
0.A.N0.239/2020. Hei has further pointed out that the order
passed by this Tribunai in 0.ANv.239/2020 has been
implemented by the Respondents,

3. Learned Cownsel for the Applicants, therefore,
requested to dispose af the 0.A. with similar direction,

4. Whereas, Igarned P.O. for the Respondents
requested short time to take instructions from the
department.

5. As of now, there is no service of O.A. on

Respondents. Learned Counsel for the Applicants, therefore,
need to serve the notige of 0.A. upon the Respondents.

s

6. Issue notice returnable on 21.07.2020.

7. Tribunal may thke the case for final disposal at this
stage and separate nptice for final disposal need not be
issued.

B. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimatign/notice of date of hearing duly
huthenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of
[1.A. Private service is gllowed in view of this present COVID-
L9 Pandemic situation, Respendents are put to notice that
he case would be taken up for final disposal at the stage of
hdmission hearing. ‘

'

$. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure} Ruies,
1988, and the questions such as [imitation and alternate
jemedy are kept open.

0. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed
ost/courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
roduced along with af_ﬁdavit of compliance in the Registry
vithin one week beforeireturnable date or on the same date.
pplicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance and
otice.

11. 5.0. to 21.07.2020.

e S = - . S = S RS

[

Sd/-

(A.P; Kurhekar)
Member(J}
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WGPy JF 2737 (60.000—4-2019)

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

Original Application No.

[Spl.- MATF 2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal's orders

Date : 14.07.2020

M.A. No0.179 of 2020 in 0.A.No,324 of 2020

1. Heard Shri S. S. Dere, learned Counsel for the
Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. This is an application for leave to sue jointly.

3. Considering the cause of action pursued by
the Applicants is common, concurrent and usual, the

case is not required to be decided separately.

4. In this view of the matter, the present Misc.
Application is alipwed, subject to Applicants paying

requisite Court Fees, if not already paid.

5. M.A.N0.179/2020 is allowed. * *

Sd/-
(A.I‘-;. Kurﬁ‘ekar)
Member())

vsim
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1GCPS J 2737 (50,000—4-2019)

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

Original Application No.

_ ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 14.07.2020

0.A.No.161 of 2020

1. Heard Shri .Bhushan Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad,
learned Presenting OFficer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for th Respendents submits that
Affidavit of Responderf? No.1 will be filed during the
course of the day and requested for one week’s time for
filing Affidavit on behalf of thé" Respondent No.4d in
terms of order dated 30.06.2020 whereby show cause
notice was issued as to why swo moto contempt
proceedings should not be initiated for ngn-compliance
of the order passed by this Tribunal on 25.&)25.2020.
3. S.0. to 21.07.2020. ’

. F

Sd/-

(A.P. Ku rhekar)
Member(J)
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GCPO 2737 (60,000—4-2019) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/ A No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 14.07.2020

0.A.No.213 of 2017

1. Heard Shri Bhushan A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the Applicant and Ms S. P. Manchekar,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today, learned C.P.O. has filed Affidavit in-Sur-
Rejoinder on behalf of the Respondent No.1. It is taken
on record. o -

3. This matter is Part-Heard and*amid hearing
additional Affidavits and Surff{ejoinders are filed.

Therefore, the matter needs to be heard afresh.

4. 5.0. to 28.02.2020.
LN L -
Sd/-
. f
(A.P. Kurhekar) .
Member(J)
vem *;
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Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
{G.P) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 157!

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RA/M A No of 20
IN
of 20

Original Application No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s arders or
dirvections and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 14.07.2020

0.A.N0.627 of 2019

1. Heard  Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counse! for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has
submitted that the Hon’ble Chief Minister has already
approved the modification of posting order of the
Applicant and fornmal order ':-MII be issued by the
Secretary within a week.

3. 5.0.t0 21.07.2020 for issuance of order.

Y

sd- ,;

(A.P. Kurhekar;)
Member(‘J)

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 14.07.2020
R.A. No.07 of 2020 in 0. A. No.805 of 2019

1. Heard Shri M. D. Lonkar, learned Counsel for the
Applicant and Ms S; P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer tor the Respgndents, - ’

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
11.08.2020.
3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

stage and separate notice for final disposal need not be
issued.

4. Applicant is agthorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of
R.A. Private service is allowed in view of this present COVID-
18 Pandemic situation. Respondents are put to notice that
the case would be taken up for final disposal at the stage of

admission hearing. . :

>

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the
Maharashitra  Administrative Tribunal {Pracedure) Rules,
1988, and the questions such ag limitation and alternate
remedy are kept open,

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed
post/courier and acknowledgement be aobtained and
preduced along with-affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week befdre returnable date or pn the same date.
Applicant s directed to file affidavit of compliance and
notice.

7. 5.0. to 11.08.2020.

‘t

Sd/-
(A‘.-P. Kurhekar)
Member(})

vem
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1G.CPO g 2737 (50,000—4-2019) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/R.A/ . A No. of 20
I'N
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Date: 14.07.2020

0.AN0.154 of 2020 with
0.A.N0.242 of 2020 with
Q.A.No.243 of 2020

1. Heard Shri Bhushan A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the Applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar,
tearned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In 0.A.No.154/3020, the reply is already filed.
No Rejoinder is filed, therefore, this Q.A. be kept for
hearing at the stage of admissiop.

3. On request of learned C.P.0., two weeks time is

granted in O.A.N0s.242 and 243/2020 for filing reply,

4, $.0. to 28.07.2020.
Sd/- /
W L
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Memberld)
vim
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GO P J 2737 (50,000—4-2019)

[Spl.- 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 Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

Date : 14.07.2020

Q.A.No.229 of 2020

1 Heard Shri Amvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel
for the Applicant and Shri A, 1. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. The matter pertains to co_rlfegtion in Date of Birth in
service record. As pér Dafe of B'ffth in service record, the
Apnplicant is retiring at the end of August, 2020.

3. Learned Counsel for the Applicant, therefore,
requested to expedite ‘the matter w;thout waiting for reply of
Respondent No.2.

4. Learned P.O. has filed Affidavit-in-Reply on behalf of
the Respondent No.1 and further submits that reply of the
Respondent No.2 will be filed during the cohrsé of the day.
His statement is accepted. The copy of reply behfurnished to
learned Counsel of the:Applicant. ¢

5. As the matter requires immediate decision on

merit, O.A. needs to be heard finally at the stage of

admission,
6. S.0. to 21.07.2020 for hearing at the stage of
admission.
Sd/-
NS
(A.P. Kurhekar)

Member(J)

vsm

[PTO.
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,k

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

Tribunal's orders

Date : 14.07.2020

0.A.No.202 of 2020

L Heard Shri Bhushan A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the Applicant and Shri A, . Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

2, In the prasent Q.A., notice was issued on11.03.2020
but till date no teply is filed. The matter pertains to
appointment on campassionate ground,

3. Applicant’s father . namely Budhaji Gavit died in
harness on 24.04.2009 thereafter the Applicant made an
application on 30.08.2009 for appointment on compassionate
ground within limitation. He had applied for appointment on
compassionate ground on the post of Driver along with
driving license.

4. Learned Counsel for the Applicant has pointed out
that Respondent Na.1 — Superintending Engineer, Irrigation
Circle, Thane is the tompetent authority to take the decision
but he unnecessarily forwarded the proposal to the
Government, He has further pointed out that in case of
others, the Respondent No.1 had plready taken the name of
heirs in waiting list, . ~ =

5. Learned P.Q. for the Respondents seeks time to file
reply.
6. Needless tp mention that the very object of

providing appointmént to the heirs of the deceased
employee is to e hnancial difficulties of the distressed
family and such application needs to be p{ucgssed without
pny delay otherwise very purpose of the stheme would be
Hefeated. ,,

v, The Respondent No.1 seems to be the competent
Buthority to take the decision but failed to take decision at
his own,

8. in view of above, learned P.D. is directed to take
instructions from the Respondents to explain why the name
of the Applicant is not taken in the waiting fist, if he is
gtherwise eligible,

g 5.0. 10 28.07.2020.
10. In the: meantime, the Respondents are at liberty to
tgke appropriate decisign in accordance to ryles.

Sd/- -

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{J}

vim
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G.CPad 2737 (50,000—4-2018) ISpl.- 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 CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Date: 14.07.2020

0.A.No.244 of 2020 with 0.A.No.245 of 2020

1. Heard Shri A, V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for
the Applicants and Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today, learned P.O. for the Respondent has fited
Affidavit-in-Reply on behalf of Respondent Nos.1 and 2 in both
the Original Applications. [} is taken on record.

3. On request of learned Counsel for the Applicant,

two weeks time is granted for filing Rejoinder. .

4. 5.0.t0 28.07,2020.
Sd/-
W
{A.P. Kurhekar}
Member{}}* . /
vsm ’

-
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GOy 2737 (50,000—4-201) |5pl- MAT-F-2 K.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Date : 14.07.2020

OLA.No.233 of 2020

3

1. Heard Shri Amvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel
for the Applicant and Ms S. P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, The Applicant has challenged the suspension order
dated 14.11.2017. The Applicant was due to retire at the end
of May, 2020. This Original /:_\gpjication was filed on
23.03.2020. o
3. Learned C.P.0. for the Respondents submits that by
order dated (4.05.2019, the Applicant was reinstated in
service. She has also tendered the cbpy of order for perusal.
4, However, learned Counsel for the Applicant submits
that there was no service of order of reinstatement on the
Applicant, and therefore, he did not join. He further submits
that Applicant has already retired at the end (;f May, 2020.

5. Enough time |s granted for filing reply. )

6. - However, on request of learned C.B.0. one week’s

time is granted to fife reply.

7. 5.0.t0 21.07.2020.
Sd/-
W‘V -
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
vim

[FTO.
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G CRPY J 2737 (50,000--4-2019) 1Spl.- 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 CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Date : 14.07.2020

Q.A.No.254 of 2020

1 Heard Shri Bhushan A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the Applitant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The matter pertains to deemed date of
appointment. The Applicant has been appointed on the post
of Police Constable by “order -dated 17.06.2017 and
accordingly, the Applicant has joined on 01.07.2017.

3. Perusal of Q.A. reveals that the selection process
was initiated in 2014 hut the Appiicant was not appointed
immediately after seiaction. He then filed 0.A. N0.366/2017
before this Tribunal and in terms of decision. of this O.A. the

appointment order was issued in favour of the Applicant.

—

4, In the present O.A., now the Appnca'nt is claiming
seniority on the basis of selection list of 2014, )

5. Thus, prima-facie the matter perfains to dispute
about appointment and seniority which pertains to Division
Bench.

6. The Registrar is, therefore, directed to examine the

matter and place it befbre appropriate bench.

7. 5.0.t0 28.07.2020.
v
Sd/-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
vim

[PLO
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GO J 2737 (50,000-4-2019) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
FN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 14.07.2020

0.A.No0.235 of 2020

1. Heard Shn;i Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel
for the Applicant and Ms S.P. Manchekar , learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In the presant O.A. interim relief was granted by
order dated 12.05.2020. Learned C.P.0. however pointed out
that subsequent to the relief granted by this Tribunal, the
Applicant made represenfgtionth_accommodate him at some
other past in Pune and a;ordingly, his request was accepted
and posting was givent to him. She, therefore, submits that
Q.A. has become infructuous as .t:I;e Applicant has already
joined on 10.07.2020.

3. Shri A, V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for the
Applicant submits that he will take written instructions from
the Applicant and thereafter Q.A. will be with}jrawn. /
4, In the present situation, | do not think.it necessary
to keep the O.A. pending for instructions from the Applicant.
5. The communication tendered by [éarned C.P.0. is
taken on record and marked collectively by letter ‘X’

6. Thus, from perusal of above communication, it is
apparent that Applicant has accommodated on some other
post in Pune itself and he accordingly joined on the same
post. This being the pasition, the challenges to the transfer
order dated 08.05.2020 has become infructuous. -

7. Original Appligation is, therefore, disposed of being
infructuous. No order as to cost - A

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{)) P10
Vim
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WGCPY J 295%KB) (50,000—3-2017) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
NM.A/R.AJ/C.A No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 14.07.2020

0.A.No.1058/16, 471/17, 472/17, 473/17, 474/17, 475/17
with 538/17, 540/17, 541/17, 542/17, with 544/2017 with
1154/17, 1155/17, 1156/17, 1157/47 with 1158/17

1 Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, iearned Counse! for the
Applicants and Smk. Kranti Gaikwad, lear’ned Presenting
Officer for the Respandents,

2. This is Part-Heard matter which was adjourned for
filing Affidavit-in-RepIy"’dr; behalf of the Respondent No.1 in
view of inconsistent stand taken by it while issuing order
dated 25.04.2013 and order dated 27.07.2013.

3. Though enough time is granted, no reply is filed.

4, Today, leamed P.O. again seeks time to file reply on
behalf of the Respondent No.1. As the reply of Government
(Respondent No.1) ig necessary, two weeks time is granted as
a last chance. l

5. 5.0. to 28.07.2020.
)

Sd-
v
(A-P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)

vsim
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AT LA AL b e amara
5

Date : 14.07.2020

0.A.No.248 of 2020

1. Heard Shri Arving V. Bandiwadekar, fearned Counsel
for the Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondgnts has filed reply on
behalf of the Respondent Nos.1 and 2. It is taken on record.

3. in the present O.A., the Tribunal has granted
interim relief on 27.05.2020 making it tlear that nobody else
should be posted as Chief Officer, Chakan Municipal Council.
Thereafter by order dated 04.06.2020, interim relief is
granted in terms of Clause No.lO(a)i of O.A. which is as
follows -

“10 (a} : Pending the hearing and final dispasal af this O.A.,
this Han‘ble Tribunal may be pleased tg stay the
implementatian of the impugned order dated 15.05.2020
passed by the Respondent Nol and accardingly the
Petitioner be allawed to cantinue to wark os was before
the impugned order of transfer was passed by the
Respandent No.1",

4, Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, earned Counsel for the
Applicant however pointed out that idespite interim relief
granted by the Tribunalqgg+ofder dated 06.07.2020 has
posted one Shri Nanasaheb Kamthe in:place of the Applicant
as Chief Officer, Chakan Municipal Cduncil and by the said
order; the Applicant is transferred and refieved stating that
her posting orders would be issued separately.

5. Adverting to this aspect, Ieérned Counsel for the
Applicant submits that the Respondipnts have committed
contempt of the order passed by this Ttibunal.

6. It is really surprising as to how the transfer order
dated 06.07.2020 has been issued déspite interim relief in
favour of the Applicant staying transfer order dated
15.05.2020 prima-facie it is contempt bf the order passed by
this Tribunal.

7. When the query was raisedl to learned P.O., he
requested for two days time to take: instructions from the
Respondents and to make submission. .

7 ‘Hamdast granted.

5, 5.0. to 21.07.2020. b

Sd/-
\p"’!

(A.P. Kprhekar)
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[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
1G.CP W 2959(B) (50,000-—3-2017)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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

Original Application No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

i iil nda of Coram !
Office Notes, Office Memora s hib P e orders

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . :
directions and Registrar’s orders Date : 14.07.2020

M.A. No.155 of 2020 in 0.A.No.134 of 2020

1. Heard Shr| Bhushan A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Counsel for the ApPIicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer fr the Respondents,

2. This Misc. A{pplication is filed for restoration of O.A.
No.134/2020 whichi is dismissed in default for not filing of
service affidavit within three days befare returnable date i.e.
12.03.2020, _

3. Learned Couhsef for the Applicant submits that due to
Covid-19 Pandemic Bituation, affii:l%vit could not be filed in
terms of condition oi;'der.i He, théréfore, requested to restore
the D.A..

4, Notices wer¢ served by dnand delivery. However,
service affidavit wasl not filed three days before returnable
date.

5. Thus, for thel reasons stated in application, Original
Application is restoreh to the file. ) :; .,
6. Learned Counsel for the Applicant ls dlrected to file
service affidavit during the course of the day in the office,

7. $.0. to 11.08.2020 for reply. ¢

Sd/-
(A¥P. Kurhekar)

Member(})
¥sm
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M.A. No.178 of 2120 in 0.A.No0.247 of 2020

Heard Shri AL C
tor the Applicants (Ori. Respondents) and Shri Bhushan

pugule , learned Presenting Officer

andiwadekar, tearned Founsel for the Respondent (Ori.
pp|icant).

This Misc. App! cation has been filed on 09.07.2020
tor extension of time fof compliance of the order passed by
ehis Tribunal on 23.062020. In 0.A. No.247/2020, the
suspension order dated b0.04.2020 as well as 05.05.2020 has
been guashed and set pside. The directions were given 10
reinstate the Applicant Wwithin two weeks with consequent\a\
service penefits.  Tw® weeks time came to an end on
07.07.2020.

3. Thus, the apphcation for extension of time is not
made within time granted by the Tribunal for compliance.
The application, if any| fof extension of time gught to be filed
within time granted Py the Tribunal. Therefore, 1 am not

inclined to extend the[time.

4, Furthermorg, as per cubmission by learned P.0. the
order dated 30.04. 020 and 05.05.2020 quashed py the
Tribunal is under chhllenge in W.p. before the Hon'ble High
Court. If this i5 50, thi Applicant needs to avail the order fram
the Hon'ble High Coyrt.

5. In view of labove, MisC. application for extension of
time is rejected. NG prder as to costs.

6. pefore p3fting with the ordef, it is necessary to
point out certain ofnissions on the part of concerned officials
who is entrusted tp receive the application and to check the
same., On receigt of 0.A./M.A., the office needs 1O put
endorsement abdut the date of filing of the matter in
Tribunal and thgn to scrutinize the matter for raising

objections, if any However, in the present case, there is N0
endorsement on A. about the date of fiting and ohjections
etc.

7. The Reglstrar is, therefore, directed 10 lgok into the
matter and 0 take expla ation of the concerned for
amissions notic above. He'further directed to issue circular
to all the conce ned about the steps required to he taken on
filing the mattefiin Tribunal. Explanation be obtained of the
concerned emplbvee within a week and it be placed hafore
the Hon'ble Chdirperson for further orders.

Sd/-

A »
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{J)

¥sm
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|SpL- MAT-F-2 E.

E? "HTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI |
of 20
of 20

CONTINUATION SHEET No.

es, Office Memoranda of Coram,
yrance, Tribunal’s orders or
ijons and Registrar’s orders

-

Tribunal’s Ol‘dﬂjrs

Date: 14.07.2020

s m- Keday
Versus

1. Heard Shri Gaurav

Advocate for the Applicant

3. Allowed to withdraw.

NMN

0. A.No.317%

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

of 2020
.. Applicant

..... Respondents.

W. Bandiwadekar, learned
%and Ms. S.P. Manchekar,

learned Chief Presenting Officef for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for he Applicant submits that he
is instructed by the Applicant

p withdraw the matter.

Us .;

N
Sd/- I

{Mridula R. Bhatkar, 1)
Chairperson
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Date: 14.07.2020

0. A. No.300 of 2020

RG.lande ... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri R.S. Apte, Learned Sr.
Counsel with Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. The petitioner challenged the order dated
22.08.20250 of his transfer from the post of Joint Director,
Finance, Maharashtra Education Counsel, Mumbai at
present to the post of Deputy Commissioner, Dairy
Development and Financial Advisor. Learned Advocate for
the Applicant Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, submits that the
Respondents have given him inspection of the file No.
37/20 (1) of the Finance Department.

3. However, though Finance Department is parent
Department the petitioner was working and posted in
Primary Education Department and proposal of his transfer
was initiated from the School Department therefore the
transfer file No. 164/2019 of the Finance Department,
wherein the proposal sent by the Primary School Education
Department was submitted and rutted.

4, He submits that after perusal of the said file No.
164/2019 he will require to amend the O.A. to meet his
pleading, he seeks time.

5. Learned Sr. Counsel for the Respondent Shri Apte,
submits that the Respondent have brought the file
No.164/2019 today and is no available to the counsel of
the petitioner to take inspection.



6. Learned Advocate for the Applicant,
Shri Bandiwadekar submits that the petitioner has made
application for the photocopy to the relevant page of this
transfer file No. 164/2019 then 37/20(1) and 37/20(2).

7. With a view to curtail delay the petitioner is
allowed to take the photocopy of the relevant page from
the transfer file and note sheet of the file mentioned
above. From the court premises the officer of the
Respondent shall accompany and under the supervision of
Sheristadar copies can be taken by the petitioner.

8. Learned Advocate for the Applicant seeks two
weeks time to amend the petition. Time as prayed is
granted. Amended copies of the petition to be served to
the Respondent two days earlier.

9. S.0. to 04.08.2020.

Sd/-
(Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.)
Chairperson

NMN



Date: 14.07.2020

0. A. No.278 of 2020

V.V.Bhadange @ ... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri Arvind V. Bandiwadekar, learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This O.A. pertains to the suspension of the
petitioner. He had challenged the suspension order dated
07.01.2020 passed by the Respondent pursuing to the
registration of the offences under the Prevention of
Corruption Act, 1988 at C.R. No. 1360/2019 at Sangola,
Police Station. He submits that the 90 days of suspension
was come to an end on 07.04.2020.

3. Issue notice before admission returnable on
04.08.2020.
4, Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

stage and separate notice for final disposal need not be
issued.

5. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. Private service is allowed in view of this present
COVID-19 Pandemic situation. Respondents are put to
notice that the case would be taken up for final disposal at
the stage of admission hearing.

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

7. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed
post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week before returnable date or on the same
date. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

8. S.0. to 04.08.2020.

Sd/-
(Mridula R. Bhatkar, J.)
Chairperson

NMN
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