
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1111 OF 2018 

A.G. Kamble 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 "Respondents. 

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

Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

CORAM : 	Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

Shri P.N. Dixit, Member(A) 

DATE : 18.12.2018. 

PER 	 Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. 

Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 12.02.2019. 

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

final disposal shall not be issued. 

4. 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 0.A.. 

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 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 notice. 



(A.H. 

Chairman 

7. In case notice is not collected within seven days or service report on affidavit is not 

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

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

8. Learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for the Respondents is directed to take instructions as 

to the time frame within which applicant's appeal would be decided. 

9. Making of the statement will not be necessary, if decision is taken before next date. 

10. Applicant would be free to submit the representation in the form of reminder 

enclosing thereof copy of appeal memorandum and all other relevant documents within 15 

days from today. 

11. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed. 

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

13. 5.0. to 12.02.2019. 

)(111 
(P.M Dixit) 

Member(A) 

prk 
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4. Prayer for leave to delete Respondent No.3 namely, 

Shri Sanjay M. Khadse is granted. 

5. By consent, adjourned to 03.01.2019. 

(A.H. Jos , 
Chairman 

(CCP.) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-2016) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE 
MUIVIBAI 

[Sal.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

of 20 LISTRIdr 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus '  

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 aespondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	 

orieinal Apoitdatio 

Office Setae, office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearadee, Tribunal's ordere or 
directions, and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 18.12.2018. 

O.A.No.651 of 2018 

R.V. Somane 

Versus 

....Applicant. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. Respondents. 

pats  

QOM.: 
Hanible Juslt 

el V2;12mq 

Shrt A. H. Jodi (Chairman] 

A 

It, nye,"
dtc 	Anplitant 

Set mAn 
c.p.o/ P.O. for the Respoudeulig 

ads. 	•••4 

1. 	Hard Ms. R.V. Somane, Applicant in perscm and 

Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Chief Presenting Officer 

for Respondents. 

2 	Learned C.P.O, Ms. S.P. Manchekar, for the 

RespondentS states that Respondent No.3 and candidate 

next in merit have declined to join despite selection. 

3. 	Party in person prays for leave to delete 

Respondent No.3 from the array of Respondents. 

prk 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.1006 OF 2018 

(Subject : Departmental Enquiry) 

Dr. R.V. Deshpande 

Residing at 601, Sharad Rajani, 

CHS, C.A. Road, Ashok Nagar, 

Kandivali East, Mumbai 400 101 

Versus 

1) The State of Maharashtra, 
Public Health Department (ESIS) 

Mantralaya, Mumbai. 

2) Commissioner, (ESIS), 
6th floor, Panchdeep Bhavan, 

Lower Parel, Mumbai. 

Shri N.P. Dalvi, the learned Advocate for the Applicant. 

Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned C.P.O. for the Respondents. 

....Applicant. 

Respondents. 

CORAM 	: 	Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

Shri P.N. Dixit, Member(A) 

DATE 	18.12.2018. 

PER 	Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

JUDGMENT 

1. Heard Shri N.P. Dalvi, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. 

Manchekar, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for Respondents. 

2. Applicant has approached this Tribunal challenging memorandum dated 

04.07.2016. Texts whereof reads as follows:— 

V. 311-Z. 01. a214ik, cur-NAG-I ta-tilaf SZYTTZM 319.Thrit 	0E4 italluftel tiM211 sz 	ft, SIIR'n 
rk2f1 	 faaiTal zri41 "ttict,11 3TRM-le aTr fk-ca--41 cotuctici 3iTA 

(tart atcrb- , gr. k2lrfit e-liathtealT Rairdilzt rilcoOlawa, crteS Rairaftzt ft2ft 3191-Wgt, 
EDIERDT fb1WI zligl =11,441 reaN qicetallet eii42 	3M-4-fl1g1.3{R.t. avcrit zIi l 3iTIlftza  
fk-dRai octetiiciaz, r110211 319.1-WIt z11 1 alW12lV qIN socrticb Z 312Ta : it= 61:11 	S, EMS - 
+ 	 *wren 31191215 ctRiOta 31. 3112. 01. aqicrit oles116141Z 
bLcild 3R11 ftsizzi IMqff 319-1 ra Zr141 W3M 397 zt 	ire-.1I211 21121-0 ei6dicf 	EITZTR, 3111-a 
gl. &Wt. avigit ZfiMI 31.441MTV 21tetot sc.02iI0Orn ZctcocI 	$3,c4A44I- azT weueltd zifth 



3. In view of the foregoing Original Application is disposed of. 

eiq ICr 
(P. . Dixit) 	 .H. Jos 
Member(A) 	 Chairman 

2 

ct 4 caltelt calcOlciatt 	cid* .9(300/- gcicb̀l tcrcoct wRiducatoill 	critueilm  	

ner-a dam 3fre. 

R. 	et6teK tart that (raterkff9) 	9SG2 	f44ai, 	yiTZ, gr. 3ilz. 	21crig 

ettatt sat -TZTA 41Q.510( Acrid 	 31114c41 raRle.WIT )151.1211:1 414 stxHicb 23i2ta: ft4e.4 61a 

3121FI1I, 3114F11 ,34411V Quttm tbettuil41 	A99 /- *(-1,81 twnat 	a ikertd-9 
c.tdi5t .9(4poo/- 0l tctcnet cote4diewitl crAtict Oil cneueuct 	ate), 41414a 3114D1 3.110F:(1 

tot 	 aril N.44 	relic/5)0.414RO 90 R-42111'21- 9-iut f4tsizt AlielW-41-  21142 Z14" 

(Quoted from page 47, Exhibit — E of the paper book of 0.A.) 

3. Serious emphasis is given by learned Advocate for the Applicants and texts which is 

underlined for emphasis and is quoted in the paragraph hereinbefore. 

4. Learned C.P.O. was called to furnish for perusal copy of documents and noting 

preceded in the memorandum dated 04.07.2016. 

5. Learned C.P.O. has produced the same for perusal. 

6. Texts of office note reveals that punishments has been proposed and orders for 

issue of show cause notice was solicited. However, memorandum discloses as if "decision" 

is not taken and the fact that a decision is taken, is not supported by record. 

7. Though various points are raised and few amongst those may be contentious, we 

need not go into the merit of those points, it shall suffice to quash the impugned 

memorandum subject limited to the extent of expression of the "decision" (kcizt  	cri a a 	 

311$) and we order accordingly. Government shall be free to act furtherance to the noting 

dated 02.07.2016 proposing to issue show cause. 

8. Applicant shall be free to furnish fresh application, and it is hoped that all questions 

which are to be raised by the applicant would be decided on its own merit. All arguments 

and points are kept open. 

prk 
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(A.H. Jos 

Chairman 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of COrtIM, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 18.12.2018. 

O.A.No.443 of 2014 

H.R. Jadhav 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicant. 

Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri H.R. Jadhav, Applicant in person and Ms. 

S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for 

Respondents. 

2 	By consent, list O.A.No.443/2014 for final disposal 

on 19.12.2018. 

prk 
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gai•Attij 

ny‘141)-6) 0* (4 \•\AGI, 
ity 	. rt -A- 969 	1-4,64v,  

-t5 c-A114S6-4, ....... 

A4
................. 

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 

O.As. No.296 & 297 of 2018 

Dr. K.S. Ubale 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Ms. Ankita Nishad, learned Advocate holding 
for Shri A.A. Desai, learned Advocate for the Applicant and 
Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 
Respondents. 

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant refers to the impugned 
order at page 60 in OA No.296 of 2018 wherein it is stated 
that J.J. Hospital has stated that candidate (applicant) is 
having 30% deficiency. In the other OA No.297 of 2018 the 
impugned order is at page 78. In both the cases the 
respondent no.2 — MPSC have based their observations on 
the findings from Li. Hospital. While filing reply necessary 
supporting documents also may be made available. , I,d. PO 
mentions that reply will be filed tomorrow. 

3. S.O. to 19.12.2018. 

C 
(P. N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 
18.12.2018 

(sgj) 
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