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ok), the Respondents, themselves 
have mentined (on 6.6./016) that the said deemed date of 
promotion for both the 
months. That time limi 
practical considerations 
Lonkar, in all fairness, 
reasonable time. Ther 
promotion for the post 

Tax for which there is n specific prayer. However, I agree 
with the learned Advocate Shri Lonkar that it would also 
fall within the larger co 
as much as the Respon 
time limit prescribed b 
the post of Assistant Co 
would be fair and reaso 
said task in so far as th 
Sales Tax is concerned 
further extension of tim 

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

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

the Applicant and Ms. 1.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respond nts. 

The learned PO being instructed by Smt. Sheetal 
Sawant, Desk Officer, Ftnance Department. 

This OA can sJfely be disposed of at this stage•

itself. An order of 8th NbverrilDer, 2016 issued by the State 
in the Finance Departm6t is furnished for my perusal. It 
is retained on recordil Thereby the deemed date of 
promotion is given to t e Applicant from 27.3.2001. The 
further order with rega41 to the deemed date of promotion 
in the post of Assistant 
so far been given and b 
serious dispute that it 
consequential service 
accordingly granted. I 
(Page 71 of the Paper 13 

ommissioner, Sales Tax has not 
th the sides are in fact not in any 
would be more in the nature of 
benefits.  and will have to be 
Para 12 of the Affidavit-in-reply 

posts shall be given within three 
had already expired, but I think, 

weigh with the Applicant and Mr. 
oes not object to grant of further 
is an issue of deemed date of 

of Deputy Commissiner of Sales • 

pass of consequential relief and i--.-1 
ents have already over-shoXt the 
themselves of three montfftlor 
missioner, Sales Tax, I think, it 

able to ask them to complete the 
post of Deputy Commissioner of 
I must make it clear that no 

shall be given and further liberty 
is reserved for the Ap1 icant, to j  if so advised bring an j  
appropriate action •for monetary benefits. 	*ith this liberty, this OA is disp sed of with a direction that the 
Respondents shall comp1ete in every respect the grant of 
deemed date to 'the Ap licant to the post of Assistant 
Commissioner of Sales Tax and  Deputy Commissioner of 
Sales Tax as indicated hereinaboave within a period of 

IPTO. 
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three months from today, making it clear that there shall 
be no further time to this time limit. No order as to costs. 
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Member (J) 
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versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 
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(Presenting Officer 	  
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Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
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O.A. No. 423 of 2016  

Shri D. J. Patil 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

He4rd Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, 
the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

The Original Application is admitted, 
iberty to mention be ore the Division Bench. 
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' C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent's 
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O.A. NA. 1169 of 2016 

Smt D. K. Pawar 	 ... Applicant 
V/s. 

The State of Mah. & rs. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Ap icant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, 
the learned P.O. for t e Respondents. 

The applic t a 'Staff Nurse' sensing peril to 
her continuation as uch seeks interim relief in the 
terms which was grapted in O.A.No. 189/2016 (Ms 
Madhuri Rane & 18 irs. V/s. State of Maharashtra 
& 1 Anr., 14.3.2016). 

I have heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 
learned Advocate f the applicant and Ms S. 
Suryawanshi, learnAl P.O. for the respondents 
strongly opposing th grant of any interim relief. I - 
am of the opinion t at on account of principle of 
similarly placed per on and parity of reasoning 
benefits .of the order in case of Ms Madhuri. Rane 
(Supra) and anothe order made by me in O.A. 
No.925/2016 (Ms A. . Avhad 86 11 Ors. V/s. State 
of Maharashtra & 1 nr., 22.9.2016), same interim 
relief will have to be ranted. In Ms. Avhad (Supra), 
I have reproduced thA para- 8 from the earlier order 
which I also do herel  below and same interim relief 

is granted. 
P 

Para 8: I am, thetefore, so inclined as to hold that I 
must exercise nty powers of granting mandatory 
relief at interloctitory stage the net result whereof 
would be to place the present applicants exactly at 
par with the applicants of OAs No.311 of 2012 and 

i 258 of 2014. It is however made clear that this 
interim order wil be exactly in the same terms in 
which the applic nts were given appointments for 
364 days with ali those terms and conditions and 
they will inter, al a not be allowed to claim on the 
strength of thiS order alone what could be 
described as permanent appointment: All these 
terms and conditions will be read as a part of this 
order. They shall however.be  allowed to compete 
for the regular posts. However, in the event a 
candidate is selected and appointed on regular 
basis, these ap 'cants will have to vacate their 
posts but it is so made clear that even then if 
other posts are 1 g vacant, then merely by reason 
of this order the pplicants will not necessarily be 
refused appoint Ent in the same capacity. With 
this abundant cl rification and till further orders' 
the interim relief is granted till 11.4.2016. Four 
weeks time is given to the respondents to comply, 
Hamdast. This O.A. be tagged along with 0As 
No.311. of 2012 and 258 of 2014." 

. 	. 
Adjourned for affidavit-in-reply on 12.1.2017. 

Hamdast. 	 • 

(R.B. a ik) 
Member (J) 
15.12.2016 
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M.A. N. 532 of 2016  
In 

O.A. No. 1158 of 2016  

Smt Supriya K. Goraksha & Ors.... Applicants 

V/s. 

The State of Mah. 86 ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shr.  
learned Advocate" 
K.S. Gaikwad, t 
Respondents. 

A.V. I3andiwadekar, the 
or the Applicants and Smt. 
e learned P.O. for the 

   

returnable on 12.1.2017. 

take the case for final 
age and separate notice for 
of be issued. 

authorized and directed to 
is intimation / notice of date 
henticated by Registry, along 
r book of O.A. RespondentS 
at the case would be taken 

al at the stage of admission 

Issue notic 

Tribunal m 
disposal at this s 
final disposal need 

Applicant is 
serve on Responde 
of hearing duly au 
with complete pap 
are put to notice 
up for final dispo 
hearing. 

ftiocit'011 1,) 
Hon'ble 
H 

APPEARANCE : 

Si/. 	6 ' VaLA.1 \I)  

Advocate for the Applicant, 

Shri-1Smt. 	 ct..5 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Resporident/s 

Adi.To 	10112-417'  

This intimat 
Rule 11 of the 
Tribunal (Proced 
questions such 
remedy are kept o 

The service 
/ speed post / co 
obtained and pro 
compliance in th 
Applicant is di 
compliance and n  

on / notice is ordered under 
Maharashtra Administrative 
re) Rules, 1988 and the 
s limitation and alternate 
en. 

ay be done by hand delivery 
rier and acknowledgement be 
uced along with affidavit of 
Registry within four weeks. 

ected to file Affidavit of 
ice. 

DATE -.11-111.-11  

f-414 

S.O. to 12.1 2017. Learned P.O. do waive 

service. 

B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
15.12.20.16 
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M.A. N 531 of 2016  
In 

O.A. No. 1158 of 2016  

Snit Supriya K. Gol•aksha & Ors. ... Applicants 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 
learned Advocate fok the Applicant and Smt. K.S. 
Gaikwad, the learn d P.O. for the Respondents. 

This MA has oeen filed to sue jointly. As 
all the Applicants dre seeking similar relief, the 
MA to sue jointly is allowed, subject to payment 
of Court Fees, if not already paid. 

, \ 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
15.12.2016 

DATA: 	, 
5%1,4 gs07. 	Yrt9 

Hon bk. Jurice-J3hil A. II. Jmhi (Chairmen) 

APPEARANCE: 

Shrin■rirl 	'Po') r:at....1 '  

Advocate for the Applicant, 

.31rilSmt. - V\$  
C.P.0 P.O. for the Respondent/s 
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	 Respondent/s 

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

(Advocate 	  

versus . 

The State of Maharashtra and oth rs 

(Presenting Officer 

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

M.A. No. 530 of 2016 
In 

O.A.No 1048 of 2015  

Shri S.C. Gadade 	 ... Applicant 

V / s. 

nal' s orders 

A 

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 
earned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms N.G.. 
ohad, the learned .0. for the Respondents. 

This is an a plication by the heirs and 
.R.s of the decesed applicant for being 
mpleaded as party p.pplicants. The applicant 
assed away on 30.8.2016 that being the state 
f affairs though M4. Gohad, the learned P.O. 
pposes this ap lication, I consider it 
nnecessary to pro onged this matter. The 
pplication is allow ds. The applicants of this 
.A. be impleaded fo the"dEceased applicant by 

uitable amendment to be effected within two 
eeks from today. 

A consolidated opy after amendment 
e filed and copy t ereof be furnished to the 
espondents. 

Misc. Application is allowed in these terms 
ith no order as to co t. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
15.12.2016 
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O.A. No.1105 of 2016 
With  

O.A. No.1114 of 2016  

• Shri A.C. Rane & Anr. 	... Applicants 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the • 
learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri 
N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned C. P.O. for the 
Respondents. 

These Original Applications are placed 
before. me for consideation of interim relief to 
four applicants "in the first O.A. and orily the 
third applicant in the second O.A. The 
applicants in the first O.A. are working as Clerk-
Typist in the office of Government Pleader 
Bombay High Court and the applicant in the 
second O.A. is working in the office of 
Government pleader & Public Prosecutor 
Bombay High Court Appellate Side. The second 
respondent is common being the State of 
Maharashtra in Law. & Judiciary Department. 
All the applicants av,ebeen working on 
temporary basisri 	is Commonly called 
one day technical break but this has been going 
on from the year 2007. Now, the applicants 
sense peril to their continuation and, therefore, 
they have brought these two actions for 
redressal. Even as no rights are going to be 
finally concluded by this order but in the factual 
scenario such as it presents itself the applicants 
cannot be left entirely unprotected, I, therefore 
direct that the applicants be continued under 
the same arrangement as they have been till 
date till further orders. It is clarified that in case 
regularly appOinted candidates from the 
VI.P.S.C. become available that fact shall also be 
notified to the applicants who may, if so. adviced 
take necessary steps including those in these 
pending 0.A.s. With this interim relief, Original 
Applications stand adjourned for affidavit-in-
reply to 12.1.2017. Hamdast. 

■Pt 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
15.12.2016 
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DATE: 	► '51 1/11  
CO M; 
iloo=ble-Shri-rRA-11V-AGARA'AIL 

( Vice Chain/tan) 
lin 	Shri R. 8. MALIK (Afember) 
APPEARANCE: 
gy#141A-1,_  •A 123141Y)AQ4 46115 y" 

Advocate fix Me Applicant 
9hri /§ratr:.-11,X4.4.41121:11. 
C.P.O / 1W. for the Respondents 

O.A. No.1170  of  2016  

Dr. R.R. Avhad 	 ... Applicant 
V/ s. 

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 
learned Advocate for the Applicant' and Shri N.K. 
Rajpurohit, the learned C.P.O. for the 
Respondents. 

No interim relief as of today. The 
Original Application is set down for consideation 
of interim relief on 21.12.2016, making it clear 
that the respondents may file their reply on that 
date or keep the record ready for perusal, if need 
be. 

Issue notice returnable on 21.12:2016. 

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 
ule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative 
ribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the 
uestions such as limitation and alternate 
emedy are kept open. 

The service may be•done by hand delivery 
speed post / courier• and acknowledgement be 

btained and produced along with affidavit of 
ompliance in the Registry within four weeks. 
pplicant is directed to file Affidavit of 
ompliance and notice. 

S.O. to 21.12.2016. Learned P.O. do 
aive service. 

(RM. Malik) 	12 
Member (J) 
15.12.2016 
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