IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
0.A.No0.346 of 2016

Shri Vilas Vishvanath Dusane & Ors. ...Applicants
Vs,
The Maharahstra Public Service Commission & Ors. ..Respondents

Ms. 5.P. Manchekar, learned Advocate for the Applicants.

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

DATE : 22.04.2016.

ORDER

1. Heard Ms. Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Advocate for the Applicants and

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

2. Issue notice returnable on 7.06.2016.

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

notice for final disposal shall not be issued.

4. Applicant is authorised 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.

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.
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6. The service may be done by hand delivery/speed post/courier and
acknowledgment be obtained and produced alongwith affidavit of compliance
in the Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.
7. M.P.S.C., the Respondent No.1 waives service.

8. Other Respondents be served.

9. Learned Advocate for the Applicant has pressed for granting interim
relief on the ground that the process of selection is under cloud of serious

illegality.

10. Heard on the part of interim relief. During the course of hearing it has
transpired that the Applicant has focused on two grounds as follows:-
{a) The number of candidates selected for oral interview are not in
requisite proportioni.e. 1:3.

(b)  The marks secured by the candidates in the screening test has
been taken in to consideration while selecting the candidate.

11.  Itis seen that going by ratio of posts/ vacancies to candidates i.e. 1:3, 36

candidates have to be called while only 34 are called for viva.

12.  During the oral submission, after taking instructions from Shri Vivek
Deshmukh, Under Secretary and Shri Sanjay Sherkar, Assistant Desk Officer of
Respondent No.1, learned P.O. has answered stating that ratio of 1:3 has to be
applied with reference of different categories and not on the sum total of the

number of vacancies.

13.  In so far as, the aspect that marks secured by the candidates in screening
test should not be taken into account/consideration at the time of preparation
of merit list of candidates to be selected, is concerned. The point is arguable

however if it is done that way, there exists a risk of selection to be guided



totally upon by viva- voce, which position has serious limitations and de-merits

of the selection process being shadowed by subjectivity.

14.  Considering the aspect, hereinbefore noted the seriousness has to be
viewed in the light of reply. In these premisses it is considered necessary to

have detailed reply of the M.P.S.C., on record.

15. Leanred P.O. for the Respondents prays for three weeks time for filing
reply. Reply be filed within three weeks from today. It is hoped that reply
would be filed on or before 12.05.2016.

16.  Therefore, in so far as interi relief is concerned, it shall suffice to observe
that appointee may be informed that the appointment shall be subject to

outcome of this O.A.

17. In case by date of hearing, the progress of appointment is not

completed, the Applicant would be free to pursue the prayer for interim relief.

18.  Learned P.Q. for the Respondents is directed to communicate this order

to the Respondents. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed.

19. 5.0.t0 7.6.2016. )
N

Sd/-
(A.H. Joshi, '.[l)'
Chairman
sha
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
C.A.No.116 of 2015 in O.A.No.431 of 2014

Shri Rakesh Vasant 5alunke & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs.

The Commissioner, 5tate Excise & ors.

...Respondents

Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate holding for Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicants.

Shri K.8. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
DATE :22.04.2016.

ORDER

1. Heard Shri $.5. Dere, the learned Advocate holding for Shri AV.
Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri S.S. Dere has pointed out that
the Writ Petition filed by the State is dismissed on 15.03.2016, and has
tendered a print of the order. It is seen that the order was uploaded by the
Hon'ble High Court on 17.03.2016 and the copy was available to the State
Government on that day. By today, more than one month’s time has already

passed.

3. It is evident that the Respondents were aware of filing of contempt
application in view that the Writ Petition is filed only after the notice was issued

in this application for action of contempt.



4, Though learned P.O. has appeared and representative of Respondent
No.2 is present any information is not coming forward. Therefore commission
of contempt has become apparent. Respondents are indifferent and supine

and have committed contempt openly and prima-facie willfully.

5. Hence cognizance is taken. Issue bailable warrant against the
Respondents. The bond amount shall be in sum of Rs.25,000/- for the each
Respondents with cash security of Rs.25,000/- to be deposited by each
contemnor from his personal account by cheque in this Tribunal on or before

the next date.

6. The warrant be issued to the Commissioner of Police, Mumbai with the
directions to supervise the service of the warrant on the Respondents, and

make report of service of warrant before due date.

7. The Respondents shall appear before this Tribunal to answer to

Contempt Application on 5.05.2016. 5.0. to 5.5.2016.

8. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the Respondents.
Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed. ?\
Sd/-
(A.H. ]o?'ﬁg | A
Chairma
1. Later on, iearned P.O. for the Respondents has mentioned the case

states that the order of issue of warrant be kept in abayance, since the
Respondent No.2 shall file affidavit on 26.4.2016 stating that the order could be

complied within two weeks.

2. Hence, order of issuance of warrant is kept in ab;\ance till 26.4.2016.

Sd/' ) *
(A.H. Joshi,
Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) " . ° " |8pl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ‘ of 20 DistricT :
Applicant/s .
(Advocate ..... - beersie e O SN e )
versus
~ The State of Maharashtra and others
T e Respondent/s
(Presenting L T ST SO )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribur_m'l’s orders or ' i Tribunal’ s erders
direetions and Registrar’s orders ’ '
Date ; 22.04.2U15.
0.A.N0.40 of 2016
D.D. Gabhale L ' ... Applicant. ~
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~ ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

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

Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned P.O. for the Respondents Shri K.B. Bhise

has tendered reply to the amended O.A.. It is taken on

record.
3. By corisent adjourned to 27.04.2016.
B . | . _ “TAH. loshi, Ry v~ *
DATE ' Chairman q
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
_ Original Ap‘p]ication‘No. of 20 - DISTRICT .
' . Applicant/s
(Advocate ......ooeveeeeererrennen, b RV )
: Versus.
The Stafe of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting L0 ST PP )'
Office Notes, Office Memorandn of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or ' Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders '
Date : 22.04.2016.
0.A.N0.143 of 2016
Pr. 5.5. Nashikkar , ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
ey 1. Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate

holding for Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant, Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents and Shri.D.P. Patil, the Iéarned

Advocate for the Respondent.

2 Learned Advocate Shri D.P. Patil appearing for

added Respondent has tendered reply. It is taken on

record.
3. By consent adjourned to 14.06.2016.
Sd/-
(A.H, Joshi, "fr‘""
Chairman .
pri
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. | :  of 20 R | DISTRICT
T " Applitant/s '
(AAVOCALE ..oveierieinr e i e )y |
versus
* The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s
{(Presenting OffleeT......oocinivnvivsenoreeeaeens PR R )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda af Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ar ) . Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 22.04.2016.
0.A.N0.60 of 2016
M.S."Kawathekar B . ... Applicant.
Versus
The state of Maharashtra & Ors ...Respondents.
1. Heard Ms S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the: learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Ms. N.G. Gohad '

states as foliows -

(a) That office orders required to be issued for
payment of arrears of pay and allowances
payable to the Applicants upon grant of AC.P.
are passed. -

(b) Its compliance will be done within a month'’s
time. :

() Hearing be adjourned. '

C.BG /R0, for the Re: ‘pondmb’

DATE_: ?—ﬂ/l W \ h o 3. in view of the request of learned P.O., adjourned to
CORAM : 20.06.2016. '

Hon’ble Ji:tice Shri A. 1. Joshi {Chairman) : ' )\

APPEAR ANCT | ' - Sdr-

ARPRERIXCE. _ : AAATIOSH; T

Shrd/$ . SE,MM : Chairman ﬂ

Advorste tar rbe fpnlicaat ‘ Psz

Shri/any . H oo {.ﬂﬂw

Ad. To 21:11. ,[ 4
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Offlce Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
. Appesrance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Reglatrarts orders

Tribunal's orders

DATI%: Lﬂh 1 |‘
CORAM :
Hon’ble Justice ShriA. H. Joshi

. . - tL. Joshi (Cheirman)

PEARANCE :

Shrt/Smt, ."""‘Q"‘F’-mmmm.

Advoeate for the Apphcm

Shri /Smt. -, 2. (510 M

C.PO/ PO. fnr the Paepondent/s

------------------

Date ; 22.04.2016.

0.A.No.59 of 2016 with 0.A.No.61 of 2016 with
0.A.No.90 of 2016 )

" A.A. Potnis (0.A.N0.55/2016)

S.V. Kulkarni (0.A.No.61/2016}

1.5. Pirgonde (0.A.No.90/2016). .... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & ors. ...Respondents.

- 1. Heard Ms, S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Ms, N.G. Gohad
prays for time. The perusal of O.A. reveals that Applicants

are claiming benefit of A.C.P.. The benefit is refused on

“the ground that the Applicants had refused to avail adhoc

promotions in past. The Applicants’ claim parity on the
basis of order passed in group of 0.A.s being O.A.Nos.3 to

41 of 2013, copy whereof is on record at page 26.

3. In this background the Respondent is directed to
file affidavit on the following points :- *

{(a) Whether there exists any legal impediment in
granting the benefit of A.C.P. to the applicants.

{b} Reasons as to why the Applicants do not stand
on the same footing of the order passed by this
Tribunal in O.A.Nos.3 to 41 of 2013, copy
whereof is at page 26, Exhibit A-7 of the O.A..

(4) - Affidavit be filed on or before 20.06.2016.

{5} The learned P.O is directed to communicate this

~order to the Respondents. Steno copy and Hamdast is

allowed to learned P.O.

(6).  S.0.t020.06.2016.

?\

| Sd/-
~ (A.H loshi, R)
. Chairman
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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.

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

Tribunal’'s orders

| pamE: 2%(1(( (&
CORAM: &

Hon'bie Shei. RAMV AGARWA},
(Vice - Chairmai)

APPEARANCE:

e
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_ Shesne :,....leﬁ.:.S:....C.%au.[.éﬁ,ﬂ-?.
eGP GTTO, for the Respondents e
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R.A. No.9 of 2016 in O.A. No.300 of 2015

Shri D.A. Patil © .Applicant
‘ Versus :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, leamed Advocate for
the ‘Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, leaned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This RA was heard and closed for orders.
However, Ld. PO stated that respondents would like
to file affidavit in reply to the RA. The matter was,

‘therefore, kept for hearing yesterday when Ld. PO

sought time to file réply. She is now seeking one
week’s time to file reply. In the interest of justice
last chance is granted to the Respondents to file reply
in this RA. It is clarified that it is a RA and it is not
absolutely necessary that the affidavit of respondents
be placed on record. If it is not filed on the next date -
the matter will be heard finally and closed for orders.
Shri Sudeep S. Rawale, Assistant, Finance
Department, Mantralaya, is present. The order
passed today is explained to him in Marathi and it is

ascertained that he has understood it. S.0. to
29.4.2016. , '
Sd/- 4
(R&jiv Aghtwal)
Vice-Chairman
22.4.2016
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.603 OF 2015

DISTRICT: SOLAPUR

S.S. Navle & Ors. ... Applicants.
Versus

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

Shri U.S. Sawji, the learned Advocate for the Applicants

Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN

DATE :22.04.2016.

ORDER

1. Heard Shri U.S. Sawji, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri

K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 Applicants have challenged the impugned communication dated
01.07.2015, transferring the Applicants who are Armourers, to work in other

assignments.

3. In reply, Respondents have come with a plea that the Rule 39(3) of the
Maharashtra Police Manual 1999, included in part 3 thereof is revoked/

cancelled.

4. According to learned Advocate for the Applicants Shri U.S. Sawji the
circular of the Additiona! Director General of Police (Establishment) dated
20.08.2015 revoking / deleting Rule 39(3) aforesaid is already under challenge
before the Hon’ble High Court Bench at Aurangabad, in the Public Interest

Litigation.



5, Learned Advocate Shri U.S. Sawji was asked as to whether the order dated
20.08.2015 issued by the Additional Director General of Police (Establishment) is
stayed by the Hon’ble High Court. Learned Advocate Shri U.S. Sawiji has replied

in negative.

6. In view that Rule 39(3) is deleted from the Maharashtra Police Manual
1999, there would be no restrain on the Respondents in transferring the
Armourers for any other services. In this background, it would not be proper to

grant any interim relief.

7. Hence, request for interim relief is refused.

8. In the above premises, the O.A. is admitted. Let the O.A. come up for
hearing in due course. }

Sd/-
| Crsee X7
(A.H. Joshi, Jff
Chairman
prk

DAPRK\2G16104 APR\Z22.0410.A.603-15.doc
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(G.C.PO & 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) . [Spl.- MAT-I2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.  of 20 DisrrICT .
' ' - Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o e e T )
Uersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

{Presenting OFFLCOT e es et eee oo ee oo ia e s ee e ee s ser s )

Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Corum,
" Appenrvance, Tribunab’s orders or
directions and Kegistrar's ordérs

Tribunal's orders

DATE: _22An\10

CORAM ; ’

Hoo'ble Justice Shei A, §L. Jmhi(t?haisma}
Wﬂmﬂ—ﬁmﬂmwm
AVERARANCE :

-

p\-.Fdf'-'ﬁ'SL onm& %\‘L‘&V o

Advoesly fr the £ it

Ahri /St s Iu u-aﬂ\.u:l}mumuru%ﬂ%lnu 1._

CRO/ MG, for the Raspundeny/s

(Mj. .Tumum-:}:lﬂl%r'n-nmmmummmu.un

Date : 22.04.2016.
0.A.No.329 of 2016

S.K. Kedare .. Applicant.

Versus -
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.V. Sakolkar’, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri~ AJ. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri AV,
Sakolkar states that this Tribunal has issued notice on the
earlier date when learned Advocate was not present and

he could not address this Tribunal on interim relief.. ‘

3, Learned Advocate Shri A.V. Sakolkar wants to argue
the case for hearing on interim relief and prays for

opportunity to argue.

4. Fix the O.A. for hearing on 03.05.2016.
Sd/-
~TAH. fo‘élai,'ﬂ
Chairman
prk .
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. Cof 20 Districy
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ......cooenree e et re e e eg et g b e r e ae e nns )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presen‘lning Officer............. P OTOP ) -

Office Nu?es, Office Memorunda of Coram,
Appeurance, FPribunat’s orders or
directions and Hegistrur's orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 22.04.2016.

C.A.No.31 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.914 of 2013

Dr. Smt. Hemalata Balkrishna Handare  ..Applicant
Vs,
..Respondents

The State of Maharashtra and Ors.

1. Heard Ms. S.P. learned

Manchekar, the
Advocate for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Ms. S.P.

Manchekar states as follows:-

Applicant has given undertaking before Hon'be
High Court in Writ Petition No.3831 of 2016 that

oate: 2]l Applicant shall not pursue the Contempt
: elh ]2 Application.
 CORAM ;

Hoa'hle Jl"‘:.:c Shii A H. los ' ‘

y tite 300 ki (Cairman) 3. In view of the statement, learned Advocate for
AP IANCE the Applicant prays for adjourning the hearing.

SLr o e f NQV}LHC.V‘\V . . . ..
Adromds S s ikt 4. S.0. to 22.08.2016 with liberty to circulate
ShrifSn.i: ﬁ . ﬁohéd}...__.... before due date with contempt applicant if occasion
CP\JH") * ¢ tie Respondent/s

AdJ To Q—q S‘l ]t' ,

arises. : )\
Sd/-
(A.H. J?-'Ei{/g 0
Chairman
sha
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

) MUMBAI
-Original Application No. .. of 20 DistrICT
‘ S Applicant/s
Lersis.
The State of Maharashtra and othérs )
. e Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer........iuvn it s e e e )
Oftice Notes, Office Memorandn ;)t’ Cavam,
Appeavunce, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar’s Qrders
Date : 22.04.2016.
O.A,No.708 of 2015
.5.R.Rathod ... Applicant.
Versus
The 5tate of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A.R. Rathod, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise,‘th'e learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. in view of the order dated 16.03.2016, let the O.A.
be listed appropriately on 17.06.2016, before the Bench

presided over by Hon’ble Vice-Chairman Shri Rajiv Agarwal.

¥

DATE:__ 221511} Sd,)‘ '
CORAM ; ‘ )
Haathis fosifze 247 AL 1, Joshi (Chairman) - (‘p:::aj’(r:::: M
epb |

s '{J.duoh“}l‘.flﬁmer)‘
3 A prk
ST

" A \0\ Re*w

.mr“,....‘ ‘t(,fb w\[}e.
CP() E T {;";1(],5

Ady. Towun L2}k ..‘44% %‘dfé-
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 . DlS'f‘RIC’r .
‘ ' L Applicant/s
(Advocate ..... et ar gz ean e rran e tbe b eng e ereeaneaeenrarnes)
versus .
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(PrgseutingOfﬁcer............,.....; ...... e et rananns )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cbrum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s veduers or ' Tribunal's orders .
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 22.04.2016.

C.A.No.39 of 2016 in 0.A.No.421 of 2003

S.N. Bawane & Ors, ) " ... Applicants.
Versus

The St;'alte of Maharashtra & On;s. ....‘Resporlldents.
1, Heard Shri K.R.‘ Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of learned P.0. for the Respondents
Ms. N.G. Gohad, adjourned to 04.05.2016.

Sd/-
{A.H. Josh‘q 1)

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

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINIST TIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ' " DISTRICT -
' o Applitant/s
{Advocate ................. e P A ¥
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Responden‘db
(Presenting OffiCer......c e rin e )
Oftice Nutes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram, i :
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders av ‘ Tribunal's orders
directipr_gs and Registrar’s orders ‘ .
- Date : 22.04.2016.
0.A.No.543 of 2014
J.X. Bhosle & Ors. ... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ' ....Respnndents.
1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate

holding for Shri M.D. Lonkar, the Iearned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presentmg

. Officer for the Respondents

2. learned Advocate KR. Jagdale prays for

~ adjournment,

3. Adjourned to 21.06.2016.

o ‘ _ : _ Sd/-
DATE : 'J_L\z\\)L . : L “IAH. Joshi, Jj | > ©
CORAM : ‘ 3 ' Chairman
Hon'ble Justices Skxi AL 1. Joshi {Chairman) prk
Hop e S -Eaursiberar S pber) A
AEESE L

T el ew.
ha\ch»j Qe,/alu Mo Feltlan-

S e f.3, q\ﬁ)"ﬂ"‘{(/

Gl tas o roaliale )

Adj. Te. 9—!1&:) Zalk...
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Office Notes Oftice Memorandu of Curam,

Appeardnce, Triburial's orders ar
direetions and Registrar's ordena

Tribunal’'s oridecs

Ady. To..,,, '5}'7\] be

1'Date : 22.04.2016.

C.A.No.63 of 2015 in O.A.No.511 of 2012

K.P. Magar & Ors. ‘ . ... Applicants.
Vérsus

The 5tate of Maharashtra & drs . | ‘....Respondents.
1. lHeard Shri R.M. kolge, the learned Ad\;ocate for the

Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting -

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Llearned P.O. for the Res‘pon.dents Smt. K.S.

" Gaikwad states that the order passed in 0.A.N0.511/2012

has skipped attention and now would be complied within

th‘ree months.

3. The Deputy Director, Health Services, Kolhapur is

directed to file an affidavit as to the reasons justifying the

time required for compliance and assurance to that effect. -

4. . Learned P.O. prays for a weel’s time for filing
affidavit.

5. Time as brayed for is granted.

6. Steno copy and Ham‘dast‘ is allowed to learned P.O.

to communicate this order to the Respondent No.3.

7. For filing affidavit, adjourned to 03.05.2016.
Sd/-
T {A.H. JB's'Hi,'Jp'
Chairman
prk '
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\Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(GCPY 4 2260 (A) (5D,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No, of 20 . InsTRIOT 7
- ' _ ‘ . oo Applicant/s
(Advacate ,....ocorre. o rreaeererrenn freeseeneear e erer e )
Versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
«... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer............. T ST )

Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, )
Appeprangee, Tribunal’s vrders or Tribunal’s prders
 directions and Hegistrar’s orders '

Date : 22.04.2016.
0.A.No. 163 of 2016

Shri NindalBhimrao Bhandare & 2 Ors. ..Applicants

Vs, ‘ |
The State of Maharashtra, & two Ors. --Respondents
1. Heard Shri S.R. Atre, the iearned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In the midst of hearing learned Advocate for the h

2 Al
Appllcant prays for ahmisyenttﬁo withdraw 'the Q.A.
with liberty to file a fresh Q.A. for the same purpose

and the same prayer with appropriate pleading.

| 3. 5.0.103.05.2016. }
DATE:___ 22\ uljL ;o R

COPAM; Sd/-
e ©an A H Joshi \Chairman) . (A.H. Joshi 54~ ™

Hoa'v!

Chairman
S0 enn sha

Mw

Cdan s zlu.nJS

Ady. Towmerenit ‘fd .....................................
B

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.1 J 2260 (A) (BU,C00—2-2015) . Ibp} MA’[‘ SR TR

IN TI—IE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Origingl Application No. S of 20 . DISTRICT
' ' S Applicant/s
(AAVOLALE oo e )]
Versus .
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{Presenting Officer............... e e e e e e e e ianen ..... )
' (Jffi(_;q Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, )
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s vrders or ) o Tribunal's orders
directivns and Registrar’s ordoers ’
Date : 22.04.2016.
0.A.No. 100 of 2016
Shri Appasaheb Uttamrao Chavan «Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & another ..Respondents

1. Heard Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. In view of the leave note of learned Advocate

for the Applicant, adjourned to 14.06.2016.

N

Sd/-
AH. Joshi, 1§y ¥+™
DATE : ’)J«\A\Ha ( Chairman er

TOE AL

i sha
ot sk I haiveran)

Vag e oo er e o e} AL

CT‘WMYD-’(YQ"
ﬁﬁxw

Ad). w\l’\\rc\uu‘
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(5. C.P) § 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl- MAT-I'-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

MU MBAL
Original Application No. ' of 20 . ‘ .DISTR]G’I‘ .
T Applicant/s
(AYUCALE e e et aarin )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respundent/s

(Presenting Officer,.,...oovoiiiininiesinn e e e )

Office Nutes, Office Memoranda of Corunt,
. Appuearunee, Tribanal’s orders ar Tribunsl's orders -
direetions and Registrue’s orders

Date : 22.04.2016.
M.A.62 of 2016 in C.A.128 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.993 of 2011

Smt. Sujata Sounik
: .~Applicant (Orig. Respondent)
Vs, -
Dr. K.R. Quadri
' ...Respondent (Orgi. Applicant)

i. Heard Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presénting
Officer for the Respondents (Orgi Applicant) aﬁd Shri
R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
(Orgi. Respondent).

2. Learned  P.O. for the = Applicant
(Orgi.Respondent) states as follows:- ‘

(a)  Applicant’s pension case is under process
and pappers are furnished to the office of
. accountant General, Mumbai. '

DATE L"L\"m (b) It is hoped that Applicant’s actual pension

would take place within two weeks.

Hon'blc Justive Shii A. H. Joshi {Chairman)

3. For awaiting compliance, 5.0. to 9.6)6.2016.

Sd/-
(AH. Joshi1*"
Chairman

Papronidn s it Lot Lo, F"ﬁll‘) ’

St i, o Rt W\jfﬂm ...............

Lo sba
C.RO 7 20, 1t tow Responusat's (od. pg))

Ady. To.. ) )Mlb

e

[0
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8pl.- MAT-I2 E.

(GLC.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBALI
Original Application No. of 20 - ImstrICT
..... Appli_cant/s'
(Advocate ...... ettt aratrareaaetn et anese ey . veeae)
Versies
The State of Maharashtra and others
e Respondent/s

{Presenting Officer..........civiiiiiiinnn et e e ae e ne .

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appedrunce, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrur's orders

Tribunal's orders

Date : 22.04.2016.

M.A.No.578 of 2014 in 0.A.No.347 of 2010

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
..Applicants (Orig Respondents)

Vs,

Dr. Sitaram Ramrao Chougule . ‘
..Respondent (Orig. Applicant)

1. Heafd Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned presenting
Officer for Applicants (Orig. Respondents) and Shri K.R.

Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the Respondent

{Orig. Applicant).

2. In view of the order passed in C.A.No.92 of
2014, nothing survives in M.A.No.578 of 2014 and the

same stands disposed of accordingly.

DATE: 7.2} ;,]p L _ | )\

CORAM :
: [Hon’blc Justie Shri A. 1. Joshi (Chairmag) . - | Sdr-
S s : ‘ ' (A.H. Jashiy:y
Aprmany T ‘ Chairman
Siciroce *ﬁ::l.ﬁ\{‘:ﬂNL "7 sba

Puvomly el 1A A ¢ ‘”3- Q"f}
Shri /5. 1 YA N5 2 d=iC
C.RO/PQ. for tie Rispondeunis (o, Pp).)

Adp T LB 4;51‘0@4'&4‘_{.

#

|20
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(GGP) J 22bU (A) (60,000—2-2015) lbp} MAT-F-2 L.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

; MUMBAI
Original Application No. ' of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ......;...0 [T L)
UC."S{.-‘L-‘J’
The State of Maharushtra anc‘i. others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer................ rrrrarens ......... et iaa e aaaaaas )

Office Notes, Office Memorundn‘ of Curam,
Appeurance, Tribunal's vrders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 22.04.2016.

C.A.No.92 of 2014 in 0.A.N0.347 of 2010

Dr. S.R. Chaugule - ...Applicant
Vs. _
Smt. Sujata Sounik & Ors. ...Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate
for the -Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states as
follows:- -

In view of the compliance of order passed in
0.A.N0.347 of 2010, the application can be
dipsosed of.

3. Contempt Applicationris disposed of.

DATE ; ’L’-\L\\H- N _ | \\

CORAM :
Hon'ble fustice Siri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) ' Sd/-
Hoa'ai-Shrbi-Kumeshkumat {Mesmber) A S (A.H. Joshi, J.) |
S TR | : Chairman
XA, Jeadale o
;‘:h’.i‘.’-,h . ; L ,‘ “_;»
Shoi St KYb fb"‘u‘—’ P

CrOIF E u iov tiie m.,.poudcm/s

AdyFomnn S clliﬁtD*-J -

ﬁ/_

rro
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|8pl: MAT-F- 2 E.

iGCP] J 2260 (A) {60,000—2- 2016)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBAL.

Drigingl ApplicationNo. - of20 . Dstmop

(-Advug:até ,,)

versis

The State pf Maharashtra and.others -

| <. Respondent/s
) {Prq_senﬂugOﬂ'i,ce.,r,,.,.,‘..,,,,.;.,...;,,.,‘,,.....,.....,..,.,._;.,,....,........,,.,.;_)
Oﬁ’icp Nates, bff‘ipe Memorandn. of Cpram, : -
" Appeurance, Tribunal's orders or . ) - Tribuna.l'-g orders
:dgpqutipna an_d Regigtrur's orders ‘ :
Date : 22.04.2016.
0.A.N0_.219 of 2016
- Shri H.J. Nazirkar _ ~ ..Applicant
Vs, ‘ '

The Additional Chlef Secretary
General Admlnlstratlon Department o
& Ors. oo _ ‘ . ...Rgspondents

1. Héard’ Shri A.S. Golegaohkar, the Iéarned
Advocate for ‘the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting officer for the Respondents _

v - _ _ B 12 s di_sputed that tHi_s Tribunal was ordered in
| 0.A.N0.269 of 2016 that éppointmenf if any the post of
7 Director of. "I'bwn. Plan‘ning,”if made shall be subject-to

DATE : 'LL\A“L ‘ outcome of this O:A.

CORAM ! _ : - .
Hnn’hl Jnsu"e S!mA H. Joshi (Chau'man) 3. Same order shall be governed in present case.
wp 4, - O.A shall come up for hearing before the bench

‘ Shrﬂ.—,.k.a’.:_,.‘.‘!q\ﬁr.. ﬁ?ltﬂﬂ.ﬁ*l..\ﬁr' ‘ pre5|ded over by Hon ble Vice Chalrman Shri Rajiv
A!.l‘ T e fhe Aandic at, ‘
: , Agarwal on3.05. 2016 : R T
. Shri /St . K”B? D | . | '
C.PO /PO furthe ﬂcspondenb’s o
Adj. Tow. ?A:dlk Mm—mbwdy o . sdk
Yo . _ | ‘ o B o {AH Joshij).):
{ 'M .NH \77 }im ,V/C‘ ] - .7 Chairman

ﬁ sha o . .

roees
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‘ GOP) 4 -2260 (A (80,0002 2015)
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
© MUMBAI

Original Appication No.

(AYORBES 1r1rssirsrnsboarirnas

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Pr.e_senting OFfiCOT 0 rseverryesereirreses

of29 I DI__STE..IG’P"..‘

{Spk.- A’i‘ F-2 E,

-+ Applicant/s

BEApesbbe gy bart iy ne s siaey

versug

woe Respondent/s -

RS I

Appﬂuranuu. Lrlbunal‘a or dera or
: ﬂ{l‘Bqtlnr_li and Reglstrar's’ orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE:
CORAM: :
H,u! bl tstice s! 05 A H, Joshi (Chafrman)

23l

’%5‘ ﬁ)amm“.

Adviape St the Ao it

)‘, H kvb ﬁh\)‘ﬁn S
C.r OI”O fuf the Respondent/s

Adj- To

M A. LS ﬁ.lhldwl-.

1.  Heard Shri AS:
-Advocate’ for the Applico'nt and ;Shtl‘ K.B. Bhise, the

Date : 22.04.2016.

M.A.N0.192 of 2016 with M.A.No.103 of 2016 with
M.A.N©.190 of 2016 In.0.A.N0.219 of 2016 with
M.A.No.187 of 2016 In 0.A.No.219 of 2016

" Shri H.J. Nazirkar .Appiicant
s,
The Additional Chief Secretary
General Administration Department .
& Ors.. ..Respandents

R

Golegaonkar, the learned

learned Presénting Officer_for the Responde'n'ts.

2. By this apphcatlon Apphcant has sought Ieave to

file O A at prmc:lpal seat of this Tribunal at Mumbai

though place of ordmary posting of Apphcant in-

Amravatl m the backgrOUnd that. lmpugned order is

passed In Mumbai, -and cause of action to challegne

~ would ensues at ali places of seating of this Tribunal.

3, _T_h.erjefo”re M.A. is allowed. Leave to file O.A. is

granted. o ' o ' ' \

Sd/-
{A.H. Joshi, LY
Chairman

sba

AN
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

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

Tribunal’s orders

I-DATE: QSL}LQ/! G

CORAM :

Hon’ b e Shri. RAJIVAGARWAL
(Vl Te - Cham“lan')

Ac vocate Tor the Apuhc.;nt
Skt 7smt. oG o L@O?
L EPE PO, foy the Resns“dents

——Adr%—nﬁ’o““r? 7/ 6,// 6,

M.A.191/2016 in O.A.86/2014

Maharashtra Rajya Rekhachitra
Shakha Karmachari Sanghatana,
Mah. Rajya & Ors. . Applicants
Versus
1. Principal Secretary,
Water Resources Dept, -
8 Ors.. . ... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Ms. N.G.
Gohad, learned P.O. for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 7.6.2016.

Tribunal may take the case for final

: disposal al this stage and separate notice for

final disposal need not be issued.

Appliéants are authorized and directed
to serve on Respondents intimation / nonce
of date of hearing duly authenticated L

- Registry, along with complete paper bock o

0O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the
case would be taken up for final disposal ac
the stage of admission hearing.

This intimation / notice 1s ordered
under Rule 11 of 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
dehvery / speed post [/ courier and
acknowledgement be obtained and produce:
along with affidavit of compliance in the

Registry within four weeks. Applicants are

directed to file Affidavit of compliance ani
notice.

]

S.0. to 7t June, 2016.

Sd/- L
- (RAjiv Agarwal)
Vice-Chairman
22.04.20106
{skw} '
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U e e 3o P e 3 e, AT AT mrma i mau masa

"IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearanee, Tribunal’s orders or ’ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s erders’ . ' '

O.A. No.1044 of 2015

Dr. S.S. Dusdne o A ..Applicant
' Versus - ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

B Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocéte for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents: '

2. This Tribunal by order dated 13.4.2016 has
-directed that the affidavit in reply should be filed on
the next date and cost of Rs.5,000/- each was also
imposed on respondents no.1 and 2. Though the cost
has been deposited today the affidavit in reply is still
not forthcoming.  Just because cost has been
| - deposited it does not absolve the respondents from
their responsibility to file reply in time. For their -
failure to file reply today cost of Rs.10,000/- each is
imposed on respondents no.1 and 2. Ld. PO states
that she will file reply within two weeks. The cost
should be paid before the expiry of period of two

DATE : zz/ 4 / | & P weeks. It is also made clear that reply on behalf of

CORAM : o 1 respondent no.l should be filed by some senior

Hou'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL - . officer working in Mantralaya. S.0. to 10.6.2016.
. {Vice - Chairmanj ' '

APPE;AI’!\:N;I: ' | ‘ § Sdr- hal) ”

———— L - (Rajiv Agarwal) =

FhrifSuat ol T2 LOU\L\M—' | : Vice-Chairman

Adv:»calef‘-rLIeApphc:n . ; | - 22.4.2016

| (sgj)
——CPO7 0. (v ihe Rospondents -
‘____?_L_);C’&L‘“‘ pass Qd LCM —\«UJ\
i bcwqu_S e elaeiim -
W—*Aéj‘":Fﬁ':‘_-;-‘m P e ’

=R +o: lOfGHG'é?%
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(G.C.P)Y J 1726(B2 (20,000—10-2013)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

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

QOriginal Application No.

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 L.

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: 22/ 1 l |6
CORAM :

Hon'ble Shri. RAIIV AGARWAJ
(Yice - Chairman

ot Simi R B MAL K (ot
 APPEARANCE '

| SuriSut, Cetimmcnin, P’\q.kc%a.m

Advucate for the Applicant

—&PE7 PO, {1 the Raspondents
CDe t:) o S e [T 1 'Jr’!-L-‘-—

'_—[:E{ beenal's «oclipiin.

S e ?7'76[(6-/

22.04.2016
O.A No 1019/2015

Bhri J.V Patil & Ors ... Applicants
Vs.

State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

Heard Mrs Punam Mahajan, learned
ndvocate for the applicants and Smt Kranti S.
Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

This Original Application was heard at
tonsiderable length. However, it transpires that
the Applicants had been promoted to the post of
Police Sub Inspectors from the cadre of Head
Constable/A.81 under Rule 3(a) of the P.S.
Recruitment Rules, 1995. However, it is seen
that there is ancother Rule 3(b) under which also
PSIs are appointed on the basis of Limited
Departmental Examination conducted by the
MPSC. The information submitted in the Original
Application at some places does not make any
Histinction between these two sources of
recruitment. To bring out the clear picture,
learned Advocate Smt Mabajan seeks time to
make sure whether any amendment is required
in the O.A.

5.0 to 7.6.2016.

Sd/-
(Rajilv Agaival)”

Vice-Chairman

L
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