LAQavocate

_versus

The State of Maha_rashtré and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer........coceuruesiiiisssmimmmnsioiinesss s )

Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda f Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ord rs or i Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

e

16.11.2016

O.A Nos 805, 806 & 807 /2016

Shri R.V Dubey &'Ors ... Applicants
Vs. - . ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate
for the applicant and Shri A.J Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

On - last occasion, learned Presenting
Officer on instructions from Smt Smita Nivatkar,
Deputy Secretary, Women & Child- Development

[ l g : Department, has given assurance that all the
BATE: {4 || 6 | retirement dues of the Applicants will be settled
CORAM : ' within a period of one month. Today, an affidavit
Honbie Shri. RAIIV AGARWML is filed by Smt Nivarkar, Dy Secretary, stating

(Vice - Chairman) that dues of the Applicants cannot be settled.
o ety < Even Provisional Pension of the Applicants have
ATPEARANCE : UL not been settled though, one of the Applicant
gz g B Ta adalo retired on 31.8.2014.

U I 1

Adwocate fov i Applicen sh ot i
Agfont A show cause notice be issued to Smt

M A‘JPCL?*GCQ’E;U’QL Smita Nivafkar, Deputy Secretary, Women &
S0, T vha Resnondents Child Development Department, asking why
action under Contempt law may not be taken

PPTIE U -0 - 4o (4 / /,2—/ (6. against her for giving instructions to the learned
P.O, which were taken note of by this Tribunal
CG"% & regarding settlement of retiral dues of the

Applicant and changing her stand that retiral
dues of the Applicants cannot be settled for at
least for next six months, misleading this
Tribunal. :

The matter may be kept for further hearing
on 14.12.2016. ‘

Sd/-

(Rdiiv Agdtwal]
: ; Vice-Chairman
Akn - 5l [BRO



Admin
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- Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, |
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
M.A. No.450 of 2016
0.A.826 /2016
Shri Sumit S. Khandekar & Anr...... Applicants

DATE : .-\"é;\'u\\'g_e;{, € Ml
DA Sh R 0falic 1Y
" Boatblo-Shei-M-Rasseshiu ,

APPEARANCE :

T R I

» Advesats for the Applicagt o> }’!’\
hei /8mt TR R"‘) (ks
C-PG/PO. for the Respandeny/s
1 gt Rive hlds

Ay To. . Nergma) ]
MA s allewes _
0-A.Sudv Bolphe.

*

L‘mg{. ).

Lo huS5pefe

And

Integrated Medicine Practitioner Association
' ... Applicant -

V/s. _
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned
Advocate for the Misc, Applicants, Shri N.K.
-Rajpurohit, the learned C.P.O. holding for Smt.
S. Suryawanshi, tHe learned P.O. for the
Respondents and Shri Amit Hire, the learned
Advocate holding for Shri S.S. Dere, the learned
Advocate for the original applicant.

By consent, the learned Advocate for the
Misc.applicants and original applicant and
present applicant intervention application is
allowed. Appliants of the Misc. Application be
impleaded as party respondent nos.3 and 4 to
the O.A. by suitable order to be carried within
one week from today. Applicant to do needful.
The O.A. be S=rY s per rules and copy be
furnished to the ofiginal respondents also.

The O.A. stands adjourned for affidavit-in-
reply and for additional affidavit-in-reply.

S.0 to
xN\
: Sd/- e
_ | o W
(R.B. Malik) ‘
Member (J)

16.11.2016

(vsm)



Admin
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Ry i

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : lgl“ ![5’_
CORAM :
Hon’bie Skri. RANIV AGARWAL
L {Vice - Chairman)
Hon'ble Shri R, B, MALIK (Member) [ k

ATPRARANCE

= egh ek

Advocis for fae AnpHicant
7St ¢
__CROTFD. for the Respondents &+ -

Adi Towmni o'll\\ L6
5

\<~S.G~&£J¢auacp

0.A.No.1071/2015
With
0.A.No.1072/2015

Dr. Ashok P. Misal & Anr. Applicants.

V/s.

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

Heard Shri J.S. Deshmukh, the learned
Advocate for the applicants, Smt Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
respondent No.2 and Shri Vishal Batule,
Assistant Desk Officer for M.P.S.C., Respondent
No.1, :

The submissions of the learned Advocate
for the applicants are substantially heard. There
is no advocate to represent the M.P.S.C. and,
therefore, these O.A.s are required to be
adjourned and this adjournment cannot be .
granted without payment of cost.

The respondent no.1, M.P.S.C. in each one
of these two Original Applications shall pay cost
of Rs.1,000/- each (Rs.2000/- in all) in. these
Original Applications on or before the next date.

This Part-Heard O.A.s are now adjourned.

S.0. to 30.11.\2016.

\ Sd/- Sd/- i
Nk prvdifk) (Rafjv Agefwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman - -
16.11.2016 16.11.2016
(vsm)

(PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (560,000—2-2015) ; [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE I\IAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUIVIBAI '

Original Application No,* = = '+ of 20 ; i DistricT

: ) R g App icant/s
(Advocate .......................... A )

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Resy ondent/s

(Presenting Ofﬁcér ............. T R e e TpPS )

~ Office Notes, Office Memqranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - X ) Tribunal’ orders
* directions and Registrar’s orders

16.11.2016
M.A 404/2016 in O. A No 979]2016
Shn R.V Ahire _ ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1. Heard Shr1 Vinamra’ Kopanha a/w Ruturaj
Pawar, learned advocate for the applicant and Ms
Savita Suryavanshi, learned Presentmg Officer
for the Respondents

2 Issue notice before admission made
returnable on 14.12.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case .for final
disposal at this stage and separate notice for final
disposal need not be 1ssued

DATE: 16 “ll’( 4. Applicant is authorized and directed to
CORAM - serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
Hon’bte Shei pa fry n hearing duly authenticated by Registry, a]ong

(‘Vch (."urman) with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
put to notice that the case would be taken up for
final d1spoSa.l at the stage of admission hearing.

m -l Beara CQD—
Ad e a3 n : =¥ ]
S ‘“"c&’j’ = . ! Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative

S. This intimation / notice is ordered under

Wm .E...Secera ! Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, &nd the
RO, for rhe 5 Regpe >"uems . questions ‘such as liriitation and alternafce
remedy are kept open.

' 6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,

_!% speed post, courier and ‘acknowledgernent be

— Obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

T S.0 '14.12.2-016.

Sd/-
" (Réjiv Aga¥wal)
: Vice-Chairman
Akn [ETO.
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=
(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN IS'TRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No." - - . of 20 i ' DISTR&T, :

: ' ShE IR T T
(Advocate ...................................... )

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

8520 c Tt T T R S L o T, )
Office Notes, Office Memor.'anda o.t' Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ! Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ;
16.11.2016
0.A No 702 /2016
Shri A.R Naik ... Applicant
: Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents
Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, holding for Shri
S.8 Dere, learned advocate for the applicant and

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

 DATE- \6[[\\ RS It is seen that short affidavit in reply has
CORAM : been filed on behalf of Respondent no. 4, which

: ‘L‘Q:Ti;‘:'%,i " will be considered in due course. However, to
i decide this Original Application, it will be
necessary to have affidavit from Respondent no.

/ AGARWAL

"y urru:m)

API BARANCE :
Bl R B \1' g ac( : Learned P.O states that the same will be
Advma for the Appiicant filed within two weeks. .
hri Seae s P T &:"ﬁmﬂﬂ“ .
__CPG/PO. for the chpend“nts : ; S.0 to 30.11.2016.

Adi T S O +® 80\[}“6v

| ' Sd/-
ﬁ fL : (Rafiv Agarwal)

Vice-Chairman

Akn

[PTO.
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g

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

" [Spl- MAT r2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL'

MUMBAI
Original Application No.* . * of 20 ‘Districr
: ! i = Ab}ﬁ]i(‘ nt/s
CRORORRINIL.... oo, b e 20 T ).
versus . .
The State of Maharashtra and others
B T R Ul PRI S T e Rl F espondent/s
(Fresentifg OMBcar. .....colibiersbinrennecsivsneiionroamtaiioet ot )
Office Notes, dfﬁce Memorz;nda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
16.11.2016 _
O.A No 952 /2016
Dr Damodhar B. More ... Applicant

DATE : 15{!! [f{
CORAM:

Hoa'ble Shii. RATTV AGARWAL
(Viez - Chgirman)

es\tuu_d‘ b

APPBARA
ol

Shri/str . Lt S D
Advooste for tse Apilicant
OB o the Rgspopdent O
(T geraiat i ca i

—ddiFon B0 - 1T [ = (16

P

ey

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1." Heard Shri J.S Deshmukh, Iearned
advocate for the applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents:

2 Issue. notice before adrhission made

returnable:on 14.12.2016.

3 Tribunal may take the case for final
disposal at this stage and separate notic = for final
disposal need not be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and cirected to
serve on Respondent intimation/notic - of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Reg istry, along
with complete paper book of O.A Respondent is
put té notice that the case would be taken up for

final disposal at the stage of admi 'sion hearing.

S. ' 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. .

6.  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.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and noticet. :

7. . S.014.12.2016.

Sd/-
URdji Agdrwal)

Viee-Chairman [B70.
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(G.CP.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
Original Application Ng. "~ "*"" of 20 Distrier
; i S 5 Applicant/s
CAGVBGREE RN | . s i e g B i oty
: versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(PreseAtIng TG Cer. ..ol itre i diniarsansoris oo tins PR RO )
Office Notes, Office Me;norandn of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s drders.
directions and Registrar’s orders
B
16.11.2016 -
 0.A No 820/2016
Shri D.M Diwane .. Applicant
. Vs, ‘ ’
'I‘he State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

bA:rE: .lG]llA"\f

CORAM;
Hon'ble Shoi. RATIY AGARWAL
{Vige - Chﬂim_}aﬂ)

APPRARANTE :

i oo A Bcauiandbia

. Advooate for the Ay licant

Heard Shri G.A Bandiwadekar, learned

~advocate for the applicant and Ms Savita

Suryavans'hi, learned. Presenting Officer for the

' Respondehts.

Affidavit in rejoinder has been filed, O.A is
admitted. Respondents may file sur-rejoinder, if

need be.

Place for final hearing on 30.11.2016.

Sd/-
(Rejiv AgA¥wal)

Vice-Chairman

[PTO
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL ‘
- MUMBAIL

Original Application No." ~ of 20 ~ DisTrRICT

e 1 Applicant/s
CAAEBGHEE  srt it rviivi s dasnubinin s lBAS kst ons vids bas soesrnanioanniss ) |

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondeht/s

(Presenting Ofﬁcer .................................................................... )

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

Tribunal's orders

DATE: 14\(1\15

CORAM :

Hos ble Sliri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(¥ics - Chairman)

Hon'ble 50 5 T 3447 K Ofamber)

APPRATLA N

sraevommseane

Shet/ et =
Advocate for ths Applicant

S B Scwa . ..... 2
i\;?he é;"‘o;t)ents

0

o Q. s VA

~ 1216

sene

~ . 2.9

s.0. Lo

%

00°LE\NY

e

16.11.2016

‘0.A No 840 & 841/2016

Shri S.R Kanojiya & ors

.. Applicants
Vs. . ’
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri C.T Chandratre, learned
ac_l{rocate for the applicants and Ms Savita
Suryavanshi, learned Presenting . Officer for the

Respondents.

- Learned P.O files' affidavit in  reply.
Learned Advocate Shri Chandratre states that he

does not wish to file rejoinder.

0.A ‘is admitted. Place for final hearing on
« 7.12:2016:

A .
Sd/-
“(Rafiv Agagival)

Vice-Chairman

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

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN TI-IE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - of 20 T :
' 0 Applicant/s
(Advocate.................... SR PR s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
... Respondent/s
(PYeSBRELBE FTRCET. ...\ olealioithns josaitisiiarsonsnor ont asetastesars cabl: )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
16.11.2016
O.A No 849/2016
Shri H.D Kabre .. Applicant
Vs. : )
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

'l;ATE:. }iélll)\g

Hon'ble Shri. RAIIV AGARWAL
(Vice ~ Chairman)

APPRARAMNCH

e e b e

Shinitem S (2. G—e@JiLuB&dB

Advocste for fes Applicant

— St S UL S Sl o)
. .——G—P‘m for the Resporidents

Peply Qiledd Gy RHO2 93

Q-u\o&gqul
e p,'f. R TR O

Sty e GumRG:

"

(')'

Héard Shri S.B Gaikwad, learned advocate
for the applicants and Ms Savita Suryavanshi,

learned Pre'sentirig Officer for the Respondents.

Learned P.O files affidavit in  reply.
Learned A’dvocate Shri Gaikwad states that he

does not wish to file rejoinder.

0.A .is admitted. Place for final hearing on

123.11.2016.

Lol

Sd/-
(Rajly Agar&hl)
Vice-Chairman
Akn '

[ETO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015) [Spl MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application'No. ' SR of 20 ' ST District
: LB Applicant/s
(6557 470 el 31 v, S A v N e e ne )
versus
The State of Maharashtija and others
el s RS D T Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.............cccocvinuerenueneennnn brisckdven e e
Office f\Totes, Office Memoranda of Coram, o .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ; ; Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders ’
MLZQ_LQ
0.A No 1002]2016
Shri S.S Chavan = - : .. Applicant

Vs. ;
The State of Maharashtra & Ors Respondents

None for the Applicant and heard Shri A.J

i : 7 Chougule; learned Presenting Officer for the
1 Respondents. .
DATE : '1B\l\ll(6 | : 7 |
CORAM : ' ; ~ Affidavit in reply has been filed on behalf of
Hoa’kle Shri, RANYV AG 2 : ;
: o m ik JAE:’,K‘:;})' Respondent no. 2. However, considering the

issue involved in this O.A, it will be necessary if

APPEAR A NOB
et M,o wa affidavit in reply is filed on behalf of Respondent

iccn_xﬁ‘ no. 1, if necessary, in consultation with other

¢ s linn l.
S'hﬁW Bed C\’\o concerned departments.
0 to the ies dents ; Yy o .
Adi i £ 0. T Learned P.O states that affidavit in reply
7 “‘}I' 10

g ﬁ’ will be filed on behalf of Respondent no. 1 within

four weeks.
S.0 to 14.12.2016.
Sd/-

[Raliv Agakival) ™
Vice-Chairman

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

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. of 20 DiSTRICT
P A ) 5 Applicant/s
CAdRaeREeR . i T ] )
versus
The State of Maharashtra'and others
..... Respondent/s
(Prosenting Officer............cc.vininnnioniiin e e e y -
Office Notes, Office Mem'orand;x of Coram, ;
- Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ’
1_5_11_201_6
. 0.A No 571 /2016
Shri C.K Yerunkar .. Applicant
‘ : V8. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

s

.DATE
C(‘R M
Hou '8t %hii RAJTV AGARWAL

{¥ies - Chairman)

e Shii R B
APIH“\.!\. ”1,;__

R < 802:"“:0“’@&&
AdVme fori 145 . "\ Mipeat

v%-r—#s”t--[\{,g - S'
"\1\\

pA A

178 oy | it ¢
S o 4o (8‘““6

_Suryavanshi,

(\){if%flgieapunden(f <. C\‘{D_AHQLQA :

4|

Heard Shn GA Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the ° apphcant and Ms Savita
holding for Smt K.S Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Ofﬁcer for the Respondents.

On 2'9.8.2016, this Tribunal has asked Mrs
C.M Kakade, Director, Administration, E.S.I.S
and Shri R.M Pawar, Medical Superxntendent
ESIS Hospltal Nasik to file affidavit in reply on
‘the points mentioned in the order

It is seen neither any affidavit in reply has
been filed on these points by these two persons
nor any affidavit on the issues ralsed by the
Applicant in the O.A has been filed.

Learned C.P.O intervenes and assures that
the aforesaid persons will remain present on

| Friday in this Tribunal.

S.0 to 18.11.2016.
Sd/-

(Ra§iv Aghirwal)
Vice-Chairman

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 J i DistrIiCT

J ; . M T e g MR Applicant/s
(Advbcate ......................... ..................... )

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

(Presenting Officer..........c..cccoe.... AT W W s vaviises )

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

.
Tribunal’s orders

I
Date : 16.11.2016.
C.A.N0.101 of 2014 in 0.A.N0.476 of 2012
Dr. V.V. Rane . ...Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Dr. V.V. Rane, A‘pplicant'ih person and Shri
K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the
_ Respondents. ‘
I B i
DATE: _ ‘Llﬂhj‘ % 12 Learned P.O. Shri K,B. Bhise ,fc:r the Respondents
CORAM : : prays for time.

Hoa'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

Hoﬂﬁmmmmmw o I * Adjourned to 24.11.2016.

APPEARANCE : |
Shn/ﬁ;mf-' -\.‘I .ﬂ\aﬂf-— c“‘w‘ )"{\‘)%‘

Advoca&-:_— for the Applicant » \ S

Shri ,fsm—‘t:t“ﬂ:%&%m”\ ‘ : o méﬁi;«r i
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s ‘. o

Ady. rm_m?-m‘l.ll.l(&.:.m,......."..........;..

) -&)_’%/ prk

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

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MA.HARASI—ITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrIiCT
..... Applicants
‘ .
s ST e R S e i el e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and cthers
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Oficer.....cco.cciiiiiineionmnnnsnnrerses

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

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

Tribunal’s orders

| L
DATE : lcvlln\"?—é\d
CORAM : ‘
Hon'lrie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
*bﬂ-Hr&hrrfol"RmmhkmmrﬁMembu}A
“ARANCE :

| ‘sthmt WS f Mﬁv\cj\!)‘(@‘/

Advocate for the Apphcum \ 0.4

<Str?/Smt, : KW
C.P.O/RO. for the Respondent/s

iR AL

" Ady. To

i !

Date : 16.11.2016.
C.A.N0.120 of 2015 in O.A.No.313 of 2015

Dr. R.5.5.G. Abbas

..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate ror

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Responaents
states as follows :- '

(a) Corrective steps are in the process ana
appropriate orders may be issued during the
course of the day.

(b) Time may be granted.

3. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 07.12.2016.
Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, J;u
Chairman
! prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) Ispl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA’I‘IVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ‘ of 20 ~ DisTrICT
Ry - - Al e S Applicanw/s
CAAVOCREE ..0vvereearacneessionsessasareransssasspbaed Saeels voa iy )
) K
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Res pondent/s
(Presenting Officer........cccooveeruenn. v rianl SrE s Yy s Vr HE Ao e Sripreiis)
Office Notes, Office Memorar;dn of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
| Date : 16.11.2016.
J X : L i 0.A.N0,297 of 2015
U.N. Yadav & Ors. ~.Applicants
Vs. '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
& Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate

for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learnea

Preseniting Officer for the Respandents. _

2. Learned P.O. Ms. N,G. Gohad for the Responaents

) "y | states as follows :-
pate:___te|nele
CORAM - ' ' ~ (a) - Affidavit is ready and will be affirmea.
S affidavit.
o .' E. KANCE 2 .
i G-ﬁ‘ M\M)c.a\d/q'f 3. Time as prayed for is granted.
Advogate fix the Applicant ) 4. S.0.to 23.11.2016. }\
SbeH/Sr. : S %/M _ i
.C PO/ PG. for the Respond\,ni/s sd/-
e T (AR soshil]]
Ady. Te. n : (A.H. Joshi,{1.)
' %z&/ Chairman
A . b
| 4 '
Cag: prk

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 . DistrICT
... Applicant/s
e = o R B o o ey e )
] i versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(EreaentiriB OBICOI ... cxvcvicxiiss esnigsonimss dayris ooy o st sroos prasse) )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Curpm‘,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or i . “Twvibunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 16.11.2016.
5 0.A.N0.995 of 2015
|
V.K. Jagdhane ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Responaents
1. Heard Shri A.A: Gharte, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shrl K B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents

2. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents
states that copy of affidavit filed by the State is served on

the Applicant today.
DATE: __\ G\nh&

CORAM : 3. Learned Advocate Shri A.A. Gharte for the Applicant
_ Hon’ble Justice ShnA H. Joshi (Cha:rm&n) : '
Howlkle-She-M—famreshkomar {Memberi A .| states .that he wants time to study the reply and, if
APPEARANCE : ‘necessary, file rejoinder. [
Stri g Grarets
Mw&.atcfortheA i 4. Time as prayed for is granted.
Shiri /S 9}‘0 =
- CRO/RO. for ihe Respondentfs 5. S.0. to 28.11.2016.
S ‘7—3\ 1] 2elb: }

) : Sd/-

~

) ' ] (A.H. Joshw})
Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

: Rk (Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
O_riginal Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
CRAVOCALE wiiviiirerstsinsansasmenssoratnsaeginansrnasonns b pssThbiss )
versus
The State of Maharashtra. and others
..... Respondent/s
.................................................................... )y

(Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Office Memo’g'aindu of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrur’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : ”ﬁhliz:ﬂl L

GORAM: f y

- Hon'tle Justé - ' G’L}%le)
Hos'i <7+ M. Rameshkumar (Member) A
APTRALG R
Shr x{ﬁﬂﬁ‘.ﬁ%‘?—.ﬂ
Advocaie tur the Applicant. | .
Shri /Smt ﬁ- W, QG:} f\\ﬁ‘)nﬂ\

C.PO/PO. for phe.RbspundeﬂUs
Ad). To 3{1114!#', Hnw\éaﬁ*

" apparently

- decision within

0.A. No0.961/2016

Heard Shri G. Sadavarte, the learnea
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer
for the Respondents..

The learned C.P.O. placed on record &
communication from: "the Director, Health
Services, Mumbai, dated 15.11.2016 to the
Principal Secretary, Pubic . Health Services,
Mantralaya, Mumbai. :

It is clear that the -facts herein are
apparently such as to be governed by the
judgment of the Division Bench of the Hon'ble
Bombay High Court of Nagpur Bench which has

been referred to in the said communication.

The Director Health Services, Mumbai has
requested the government to make
appropriate orders. Now, if the matter has to be
decided in terms of order of the Hon’ble High
Court there is no reason why there should be any

delay.

[ direct the Government to take appropriate
three weeks from today. The

‘matter be placed before me on 09.12.2016.
Hamdast. —_ \ e
w | Sdr- A
(R.B.Malik) -
Member (J)
16.11.2016
[RTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

Original Application No. of 20 i DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
ARV OCRED s b sa s e siska st ssmed e vhca v se b pa s T vl rA kS als T i )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presonting OffiCEY . iv i isysnesvisssmssvaiksiveibass caiiess )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunual’s orders.or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

atE:__|Gu]2-0lb B
CORAM: ey Q.{b. M ;
HOH'blemﬁm—ﬂ—W AH- ; ; ‘
Hetrtrm—ied-

ARPEARANCE

Slari T 4. 5“4‘4\“4'5/\’\'-
Advcoaie fur the Applicant -

Shri /et ... FR2Y52 Yoy f\ieh |

C.P.O /&orfor the Resporﬁém/s

Adj..Tb......ﬂ.l.[&uc" gam dest |

-
»

' communication

apparently such as to be

0.A. N0.900/2016

Heard Shri .G. Sadavarte, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer

| for the Respondents.

The learned C.P.O. placed on record a
from the - Director, Health
Mumbai, dated 15.11.2016 to the
Health Services,

Services,
Principal Secretary, Pubic
Mantralaya, Mumbai.

[t is clear that the facts herein are
governed by the
judgment of the Division Bench of the Hon'ble
Bombay High Court of Nagpur Bench which has
been referred to in the said communication.

The Director Health Services, Mumbai has
apparently requested the government to make
appropriate orders. Now, if the matter has to be
decided in terms of order of the Hon’ble High
Court there is no reason why there should be any
delay. : : '

[ direct the Government to take appropriate
decision within three weeks from ‘today. The
matter be placed before me on 09.12.2016.

Hamdast. %
1 . :
" Sd/- o WY |
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
16.11.2016

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

Tribunal’§ orders

Adveoais ¢ Applicant
O 0, for the Ragpondent/s
Ady. To ‘\ U/‘, 26k

B

-

0.A. No.1066/2016

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learnea
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt Kranti Gaikwad,
the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

- The facts are exactly similar to the facts 1n
0.A.No0.1064/2016 in which an order was made
yesterday. For facilitate, the same order is reproduced
herein and the same order shall govern the .parties

hereto.

. «Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learnea
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurochit, the
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The matter is taken up for consideration of urgent
relief. The O.A. is in the state of infancy as of now on the
issue of granting relief, the learned advocate submit has
alrady been concluded by the judgment of full bench and
Division Bench of this Tribunal. If that be so, it appears
quite possible that the OA itself can be disposed of early.

"1 shall grant short date for reply making it clear
that the date appointed by me must be followed and next
date for reply as well as for hearing depending upon the
circumstances either for interim relief or final disposal. It
is also made clear that as of today and from now onwards,
OA is pending before this Tribunal and whatever steps are

taken will be subject to the outcome of this OA.

With this, I direct issuance of notice returnable on
1.12.2016.
Issue notice returnable on 1 .12.2016.
Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this
stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be
issued.

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve onu
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 o1
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 / speea

) pdst |/ 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. Hamdast. ‘

S.0. to 1st December;, 2016.”

S.‘O. to 1st December, 2016.

iy Sd/-
T (REMEK) | g- )L
Member (J)

16.11.2016

vats



Admin
Text Box
             Sd/-


|Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) s -
IN THE , SHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
, MUMBAI :

Original Application No. of 20 : DisTrIET

| st Applicant/s
(Advocate ........................................................ )

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

(Presanting OFfaceT. .. ..ciocivisensiinseivaibansaraissenrss Sy )

Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tyribunal’s orders

directions and Registrur’s orders

0.A. No.913/2016

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

By consent the matter be placed before the
Second Division Bench for being ‘heard along
with the similar such matters. on 21.11.2016.

Dggv 1o \ul 2ol b = -_ © This O.A. is, in these circumstances admitt
QHOB. gl | M (m b) | and be placed before the Second Division Bench.
HWMNQMHMOMA _ S.0.to21.11.2016.

APPEARANCE : ) ; - )

shrigaer. Vs R AN ed M4 —

Advor cie for the Applicant 3 ‘ i ooy

st S TR M R P Sd/- Wik

C.BO/ PO, for the Respondent/s - (R.B. Malik)

Ad T 2\1LL G 1;1::;111:30(1123

‘51-‘/
.

.
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Admin
Text Box


           Sd/-


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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI
Original Application No. of 20 , DisTrICT
i e e i e P AN S R DA L VR st Do TaeRs T T R Seae Applicant/s
(Advoeate ... l' ........................ )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........cccoioneees ............................................. )

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

Date : 16.11.2016.
oa : - i
J : . '0.A.N0.973 of 2015

S.S. Sawant ...Applicant

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Responaents
1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the

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

Officer for the Respondents.

2. It has transpired that Respondents have not filed
] M reply to the amended O.A..
‘%E:—}Qm-&dj’—- - 3. Learned P.O. Shri A.J. Chougule for the Responaents
- CORAM : ? :
| states that he would take instructions as to how much time

Hon"ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

Homblo-Sha-—Rumeshiumar riemberyA | he would take for filing reply.

APPEARANCE :
ShrijSent: R-m-_\"e!gc - 4. Adjournedto 24.11.2016.  j
Advocaie for the Applicant _ : ] ) \ -
stri s A3 Unonaud < - </

C.P.O PO. for the Respondent/s W
—— we I35
(A.H. Joshu,“lV)Q

Ad. Te......?.‘li\ﬂlg;d%,“m._ | Chairman

prk
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) (Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 . DistrIicT
..... Applicanu/s
CAGAVOCELEE ionrorssniaossiisslissvasissonivs pss saasssass shassaions o)
'J ersus

The State of Maharashtra and others

R e RO e L e - R AL KResponaent/s
l
(Presenting CHICET .. ... e -croreietsys s ssovtprsnriesirisses sgass spsmnsseeiesns %)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 16.11.2016.
0.A.No.47 of 2015
R.M. Ghoge ..Applicant
Vs.
! : The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents
1- Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocatel

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

Officer for the Respondents.

7 Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Responaents has
tendered two affidavits. Both are taken on recorad.
pare:__\elnh b 1 |
CORAM : : . 3. Learned  Advocate Shri C.T. Chandratre for tne
Hon'ble justice ! i A. H. Joshi (Chaimag)

H Applicant states that. he has received copy of affidavits

|
APPEARANCE « 5
ShriSiat. o] Onandeedy”
Advocate furihe A plicant .

Shri /Sseer KT ohse. _ :
CC.POT P for il 2 Responsent's i 5, S.0. to 21.12.2016. )\

‘A,g_ Te. q‘“‘\‘lq%l b

~ today and wants time to respond.

4, Rejoinder, if any, be filed within four weeks.

o £ - sdr-
: ; (A.H. Joshi, J
Chairman

prk

|\PTO.
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c Sl | o
(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) W : ISpl- MAT-F-2 E
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI - . S

Original Application No. : of 20 DisTRICT

..... Applicant/s
AR T L 2 ie s rirciiar dd ke sy L n ey ata s ssss s e bam pd oaies )

versus
_The State of Maharashtra’ and others A

: G T R L S Resgpondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........coociovivnrersinenns e s v L ) ‘

Office Notes, Office Memornndh of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

; ’ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0.A.No.1071/2015
With
0.A.No.1072/2015

Shri A.S. Kulkarni “... Applicant
V/s. .
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri J.S. Deshmukh, the learned
Advocate for the applicants, Smt. Kranti
Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the
respondent No.2 and Shri  Vishal Batule,
Assistant Desk Officer for M.P.S.C., Respondent

‘ No.1l.

¢ [ 1 h 6 : The submissions of the learned Advocate
patE:_| 5 ' for the applicants are substantially heard. There
CORAM : is no advocate to represent the M.P.S.C. and,
How’ble Shii. RANTYV AGARWAL therefore, these O.A.s are required to be
ettt o (Vice - Chairman) adjourned and this adjournment cannot be
AP’. e S R, B, MALIK (Member) J— granted without payment of cost.
Shrilspe «iS'}Q,e%touLb\ The respondent no.1, M.P.S.C. in each one

of these two Original Applications shall pay cost -
of Rs.1,000/- each (Rs.2000/- in all) in these

& - & 2 y
_She-8TT IJEG'CUHQU@QP Original Applications on or before the next date.
« CPOTFO. for the Respondents§¥.0ep « © : '

2620 LLLE

Advoent i s AppHeant

- This Part-Heard O.A.s are now-adjourned.

S.0. 10 30.11.2016. ,

CP o o g » Sd/- Sd- l
) ('0 . VI AV Y
728 7 x ALK, RE MK (Rafv Agdwal
Yy : Member (J)  Vice-Chairman
16.11.2016 16.11.2016

T

(vsm)



Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-                             Sd/-


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

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE ; P.é‘f lh’g

CORABL:

Hon bic Sini. BATTV AGARWAL
{Vice -~ Chaitman)

Hon'hle

Sl BB, MALTX (Mlember). :] 2

R - ' :
e Seingi{a SO0
mﬁlﬁﬁl—ﬁs-@a‘;ﬁ
rosats G Yas Apphicant:
Vo : lLQ}JCLQb

ST A S G488
___EpB7TO. {or die Respondents

..AéHrrMF\“ &3 N‘(\wqc}).

M.A.392/2016
ik in
0.A.356/2012

Shri Yogesh V. Papal ... Applicant

Vs.

The‘St.ate of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

1
in bringing application for review of the ordel’,’q'cvl'é ed

27.9.2012 which was infact withdrawn. "

- We have perused the record and proceedings
and heard Ms Sangita Dongare holding for Shri D.S.
Pagare, the learned Advocate for the applicant and
Smt Kranti Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer
for the respondents. A

The issue of delay has its own peculiar view.
It so happened that the applicant withdrew the O.A.
however, ultimately it came about that there was
some communication gap between his advocate and
himself. He did not want to withdraw the O.A.
Ultimately, he carried the matter to the Hon’ble High
- Court in W.P, No. 7114/2015 (Yogesh V. Papal V/s
State of Maharashtra, dated 24.8.2016). The
Hon’ble High court was pleased to permit withdrawl
of that W.P. with an observations that if any
application for review was presented before this
Tribunal it would be dealt with in accordance with
law and it is thus and, therefore, that the present

hardle of limitation the

present application has been
moved. ; Eaa :

b The above discussion would make it quite

clear that the occuarance of delay had a lot to do
with events including the W.P: above referred to,
and, therefore, apart from the principles underlying
Section 14 of the Limitation Act even otherwise in the
intrest of justice, this application will have to be
allowed. The delay is, therefore, condonéd and R.A.
be processed appropriately by the applicant and the
office of this Tribunal, so as to be placed before the
appropriate bench for disposal according to law. No
order as to cost. _

- ( Sd/- Sd/- )
(R7B. Malik) (Rafiv AgeFwal)”
Member (J) Vice - Chairman

116.11.2016 16.11.2016

(vsm)

This is an application for ¢condonation of de ay. o

Review Application was moved and to get over "
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