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0.A.133/2016

Shri S.N. Waghmode & Ors. ... Applicants

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

Heard Shri N,D. Batule, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule,
the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

' Rejoinder is taken on record. Admit. Libertv
to mention granted. :

To come up in due course. 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.

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

The service may be done by hand delivery /
speed post / courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliarice 'in the Registry within four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance

and notice.
Sdr- -
_ (R.B. Malik)
u;} ) , Member (J)
_ K 22.08.2016
(skw)
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(G.C.P)Y J 2260 (A) (BU,000-—2-2015) I8pl- MAT-F-2 K

IN TI-IE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA I‘[VE TRIBUD}AL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20" . Districr
' N oo T Appiicanus
CAGVPCATE -ooponreiennerrisrnns e esens s s e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and ethers
..... Kesponaenws

(Presenting Officer...........c.coovvnininnn aersreneree e )

Offjee Notes, _(ll'l;ice Mam_urm-l,dn of _C‘iairui'n,
- Apgesvancd, Tribuoul’s avdors or-

. Tribupal’s orders
digpctions . and Hegistrar's arders ‘ o

22.8.2016

'0.A No 816/2016 & Ors

Shri Mohan Jadhav & Ors .. Applicant
Vs.
Responaents

The State of Maharashtra & Ors...

During the hearing of the arguments a
issue has come up regarding equivalence of Post
Graduate degree in PSM as a Degree in Chinical
subject. The Applicants in O.A no 816/2016 are
vigorously contesting the advice given Dy tne
State Government to M.P.S.C that Post
Graduate degree in PSM should be treatea as
Clinical degree. To assist us in coming w0 «
suitable conclusion in this matter the Statwe
Government should file a short affidavic
tlarifying as to whysthe Post Graduate degree
PSM is vol considered essential 101
promoting/appointing person as Civil Surgeon.
Whether in the matter of selection by M.P.S.C
for the post of Civil Surgeon a person nawving
Post Graduate degree in PSM can be considered’

DATE ::-:48[15

pler ol Thri, RAJIV AGARWAL

Ve - Chairman)

rinkAK (Member) 3=

Advooats o i Ay xhuaa&s‘

S‘hu/...u&——n“'\ 'b L‘GU‘J‘ Lo

—GP—?—/—PU Qi’“’mndcnts WMo -2,

e 1 B Bhis e Qoo 003

LT R

u\&cu».;l»\a_-\éﬂh

I

It may also be clarified that whether it is not tne

' practice that persons holding Post Graauarte

degree in 'PSM are generally promorea

appointed to the post of District Health Officer.
The State Government may also clarify on e
basis of which Community Medicine and PSM

.are treated as one and the same subject.

If the State Government wants o give any
further. - information which may  assist tms
Tribunal, in the matter, the State Government

. may. do-so. The said affidavit in reply should be

Py filed before 25t August, 2016. HMCMJ;C
aa bl
Howe it Fo5 | Sd- Sd-
ﬁ p—
(R.B. Malik) {Rafiv Agalfwal]
Member (J) Vice—Chairm%,‘r%‘U

Al - U
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000~—2-2015)

ISpl- MAT-F-2 K.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISlRA’l‘lVE TRIBUNAL
o MUMBAI

DATE:Q'L\%\} &

CORAM :

Hou'biz Shei. RASTY AGARWAL
iVice - Chairman)

APPEAR ALTE

e e a1 o

i Moo Hoon. Vg

: ' ﬂpp\\\cc'un\ :
N RN W = et B {JJ-Q-’QQ!
-—6’1“61‘-!’ O. fei the Respondcms

" Shri K.C Sharma

Aim

Orfginal Application No. of 20 - PustriCT

o I o . Appueanus
(Aclvucape ........................... gotersrurisesassirastnnse eerrines)

versus
l‘he State pf Maharashtra and others .
..... Responuenws
{(Presenting Oﬂicer.....,i ............... NN fetrrerannerns )
Ut’ﬂuq N'otx.suf,‘ urﬁw Mehuu‘a undn of L.:r;ﬁu,
 Appeay nngi, l‘rthgnul‘q urdoers .o ‘Fribhunal’ s prglevs
dueuiunu and Bugiﬁtrmu opdery o C
22.08.2016

0.A No S523/2018

.. Applicant
Vs.

The Sta.te of Maharashtra & Ors... Responaents

None for the Applicant. Heard Smt K.=.

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer ior the

Resi:)ondent no. 1.

The Respondent no. 1 was askea 1o file

affidavit in reply today and last chance wus

granted. However, no reply is forthcorming. Cost
of Rs. 1000/- is imposéd oni the Responaent no.

1, which should be deposited in the Registry of

‘this Tribunal before next date.

3.0 to 19.9.2016.

Sd/- .
(Rajv Agafival)

Vice-Chairman

Verxe)
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (B0,000—2-2015)

[Sple MAT-F-2

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRA 1 IVE T RIB U NAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.. of 20 . DistricT
R o S : oo Apphicanws
(Advocar.e STV Y SRS |
ve:sus
The State of M,aharashtra and otlwrs s
‘ e Respongenws
(Presenting OMHCOr.........oooovaceeuurecemsseesessiessrereesssyepisssenssons)
Q,l'ﬁ:.e Null::ﬂ. tice Mumoumﬁu of Car um,-' - .
Appum anee, ‘Celbunul's urders or ‘ Tolbunal’'s ordeys
diru@tlum und, lwyisn‘urs evdery R
22.08.2016
0.A No 565/2016
Shri S.P Naik .. Applicant
. Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Responaents
Heard Ms Swati Manchekar, learnea

DATE : 19-9—-_\%'\\6

CORAM .

Howble Shtl. RAKV AGARWAL
’ (Vice - Chairnian) .

APPHARANCE
il QL_LMS =50 NCMAC

Lalcan

B

Advuoaie oy the hp,)..cant o
Dos e cnin oy

advocate for the Appliéant and Ms Archana B.K.

learned Presenting Officer for the Responaents.

Learned Advocate Ms Manchekar files

affidavit in rejoinder, O.A is admitted.

'~ Place for final hearing on 31.8.2016.

Sd/-

ShESmt, LSt e, M N .

LSEOHPD. for the Res ndemﬁ _ /(/

L Led “\Cﬁ (Rafiv Agarial) \
WPP\“ ce L pl R Uy aduablied] Vice-Chairman

T 18"
£

S . oo 301

Akn ‘

WO



Admin
Text Box
             Sd/-


(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015) : (Spl- MAT-F2 B,
IN THE MAI’IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
AT MUMBAI o
Original Appl_icatiqnl}{bf | Lo ef' 20 " '_ o : v ‘DIS’IV‘RICT
: T : ’ : . Apphicanys
(Aavocate ....... S P ‘)
versus

The State of Maharashtra and otheys
' ‘ . Responaenws

(P;‘ese,_ntingQtﬁcer..............,.......,..3.,._...., ............ envererssesnensaeeas)

s {)ﬂ"u.e Nutes. Otfice Memyumdu of Lumm i L .
. Appeuruace, Ceibunal's urders or i o : Feibunal’s avders
- dizections wnd Rogistrur’s: veders ’ ; S

22, 08.2016

M A 256/2016 1n O.A No 897/2015

Shri S M Sagvekar I ... Applicant
‘ Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Responaents

Heard Shri Anand Gugle, holding ior Shr:
S.S Dere, learned advocate for the Applicant, smt
K.8. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for tne
Respondent nos 1 & 2 and Shri C.T Chanaratre.
learned advocate for Respondent no. 3.

~ This Misc Application . is filed -seexing
amendment to the Original Application. Tne
Applicant wants to add two more relief clauses iy
the Original Application.

DATE: 22| A
'cm,m

‘Hon bie Shri. RAHV AGARWAL
(Viee - Cha.rman)

o There is no serious objections Irom tne
other sides. The M.A for amendment is thereiore

AT
APBI::;&R.,"‘HV‘LA: N

e IWe '\ '| allowed. Learned Advocate Shri Gugle, statea
Sﬁm/iyﬂtf% ‘f‘; e ug that he will carry out the amendment within two
kﬁb%ﬂh e %phms = weeks and serve the amended copy on e
~ RO L, &.‘l.% ..... G_{.'n'“@c} A Respondents.
ORGP Y B @2 '
== ‘\'* < &z‘:‘i&e mﬁmﬁa J‘\EGQ_ : "~ M.A is accordingly disposed of.
N2 3.
be- \z"{'"(ed bg bwo @_/%.- - (Kayrv Agarwal) '
\Q/ C?v» Mud-2-51 1@' / ' ' Vice-Chairman
T Akn ‘

e
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (&) (BD,000—2-2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADIVHNIS‘TRAT IVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI :
Original Application No. ~of 20 DistricT -
..... Appncants
(LALVOCATE vt ittt e eer e iaanas }
versis
The State of Maharaghtra and others
..... Responaenus

(Presenting Off1Cer...... i i e ey

Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Coram, -
Appearance, Tribunual’s orders or Tribunal’s orders

. directions and Registrars orders '
A 0.A8.626 & 627 /2016

Shri D.K. Dhiware & Anr. ... Applicants

Vs.

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

‘ Heard Shri K.R, Jagdale, the learned Advocartc
for the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the lcarnea
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Both the OAs are tagged along. Adjourned ior
reply to 12t September, 2016.

L >
Sd/- >
DATE ; . 2| ‘81 & _
5 (R.B. Malik)
CORAM ; ' Member (J)

M@SHHWW 22.08.2016

Hon'ble Shri R, 5, MALTK (Mcmll)er) i (skew)
APPEMEAI‘ [E:
orimt )b Bl QQCQCQﬂL

Advoeate for the Applicant
$hri Smeu (2,003 BLU Y

«—EPOTPO. for the Respondents

P10,
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(G.L.PD J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) lbpl. MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAI{ARASHTRA ADMINIST T IVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Qriginaj A‘Wpli,cal;io.r;I}Io’.*‘ L ef 20 ‘ . i  A D#s*_rmc'r
‘ L S o ' o - e Apphivanus
LAdvmqtg...;.......,.....,..........7.,...:,;.;..: .......... V)
versus
The State of Mahal‘a'sl_ltra and others
R . Responuenus

(P}te,seming Officer.............. J P, e )

Qﬂ'iu} Nutaa. ugmu Mumumndu of Cm uin, . .
) Apgumuuuu, lnhmsula urders ur o o Fribunal's orders
- directions  und Rﬂgistuu 5 urders ’ AT

22.8.2016

Suto Moto C.P no 1/2016 in O.A Neo
586/2016

Dr S.S Chappalwar ... Applicant
Vs. '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Responaents

_ Not on Board. Taken on Board. wvLearnea
Advocate . for the Original Applicant Shn
Bandiwadekar is present, Shri Bhise, learnea
- P.O for the Respondents. As already inaicateq,
the matter is not on Board today.

An order dated 9.8.2016 'in W.P no
9038/2016 (State of Maharashtra & Ors Vs. ur

DATE:‘?—Z\‘gl\‘( o S S.8 Chappalwar) is placed before us, wnicn
CORAM : IR . - reads as follows:- ' '

Hou’ble Shiri, RAIIV AGARWRL

(Vice - Chairman) “Stand over to 19™ August 20lo.  Tne

Hen'bic Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) 4— - Maharashtra  Administrative. Tribunai

APPBARANCE: - shall not proceed to hear the contempt

ShriiSad AN E)CLMCQJLQ)CB.QQ_QJ’[ proceedings.”

Tl ‘

Advecate for L.e',kopgcam X " This fact has been brought to our notice by our

St ASaen 2 B B S office just now. Therefore, until further oraers,
——CEAD, fur the Respondents | ' ‘ -this Suo Moto Contempt Petition shall remain

e.)a_dLu_ p%Sed cain g " - pending and no further steps shall be taken

2 [yaed)s COCQ—"—LW“ thereofty

o V\,Jwgm {~ Pe‘ﬂ% NV v Sd/- Sd/-

= W Pend ~ -~ _ e

Mﬂﬁg‘js AN ”ﬁu (RBrMaift]"  (Rajibv Agarflal)

et L o / Member (J) Vice-Chairman

L 7 Akn
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3
2
OtTice Notes, Office Momorenda of Corpm,
Appearance, ‘Uvibunal’s veders o Tribunul’s orders
dirvections und Registror’s orders
0.A.575/2016
Shri J.A. Shirode ... Applicant

Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Responaencs

Heard Shri A.S. Deshmukh, tne icarned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. bBmsc
. holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learmed Cric.
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Rejoinder is taken on record. Admit. 8.0. te
30t September, 2016.

Tribunal may take the case tor tina: AlSPOsa.
at this stage and separate notice for finai ALSPOsa
need not be issued.

Applicant is authorized and directea o serve
on Respondents intimation / notice o1 aate o,
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, awong wicr
complete paper book of O.A.

This intimation / notice is oraerea unaer KU
11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tripuna,
(Procedure) Rules, ' 1988. The questions Such s
limitation and alternate remedy are kept opert.

The service may be done by nand aenvery
speed post / courier and acknowledgement oc
obtained and produced along with affidavic o.
compliance in the Registry within four WEEKs,

o & Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of cCompilanct:
DATE . Q'}\ @‘[ [ and notice,.

~Houble She RAJIVAGARGAE— ‘ Sur-rejoinder, if any, must be tiled on tne et

. Al L hadmmas date and not thereafter.
Hon blg S d- B.MALIK (Memberygp— :
Tl

APFLARARCE - 7

st/ . S-’Désli\pcu{/_uch_ ' Sd/- AU

Advoeats 1o the Applicant | | (RB Mailik)

st st |5 B R B S Member (J)
22.08.2016

R

—& P PO [fog the Respondents ’|
halfs MH-[A-Rcﬂmeo[u

— e T Y H\LQQ)\. Qi\@C&

(skw)

by hpplicadt—
ﬁg.y Acduit—
9.0 Lo gOlQ/(G'
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(G.CPY J 2260 (A) (BUUUU—-2-2010)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Lopl- Ma -k s L

MUMBAI
Uriginal Appucation No. of 26 iMETRICT
AAAAA ApPpicani/:
CAAVOCATE L. i et tae e eea e arae e )
Versis
The State of Mabarashtra ana ctners
..... Hespoadelitss

(Present ag Otticer

Otfice [otes, Office Memaranda of Corun,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders oy

directions and Registrur’s orders

Tribanal’ s erders

ceuoccgﬁz:

Adi%d @ { ﬂ‘)ua vt

— B OO for the Respondents

At O oo, o qu\\ S

A

- 0.A.188/2016

Shri M.J. Garad
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors,

... Applicant
... Responaents

Applicant and Advocatre apsent.  rear
Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting Otticer 11
the Respondents.
Rejoinder filed.
Rejoinder.

not Proceea

withoyt ‘

In view of the absence of the Appucant, a
fixed date is given as 6% September, 2016 for ‘
hearing, failing which for disr’r_i_.i_ssal.l_\ |
-
T
Sd/- Sk
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J}
22.08.2016

(skw)
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2
Oftice Notes, Otfice Memormnda of Corum,
Appencance, Ueibunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dirveetions and Registrnr’s orders
0.A.346/2016
Shri V.V. Dusane & Ors. ... Applicants
‘ Vs. ‘

‘The State of Mah. & ors. ... Responaents

Heard Ms. 8.P. Manchekar and Shri 5.5, Dere.
the learned Advocates for the Applicants ana Snn
K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer ior o
Respondents.

Rejoinder is taken on record. Admit. To be
tagged along with OA 399/2016. Liberty 1o menunon
granted.

To come up in due course. Tribuna may takc
the case for-final disposal at this stage ana separalc
notice for final disposal need not be issued.

Applicant is authorized and directea o serve
on Respondents intimation / notice or aate .
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, aiong witL
complete paper bock of O A,

This intimation / notice is oraered under ruic
11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribuna
(Procedure) Rules, 1988. The questions sucn a.

. 2olgll€
DAT:: 22 g [ limitation and alternate remedy are kep; open.

VORAM .

Horble S RAT AT ‘ ' The service may be done by hana aenvery
B eehamony— speed post / courier and acknowledgement oo
DR R L (Member) T obtained and produced along with affidavit o.

compliance in the Registry within four weexs.
s . e | tcan Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compluarice

ST RS - " and notice.
Advocats oo die Apsiicarg | ' .
—CROTIO. for s i{&spuudemg I i a
[aa= -3 VRN ‘ -
Byoinden Jited Gy AP%&MJL@ (R.B. Malik)

Adic Toanlle D it At~ - Member (J)
{ o { 22.08.2016.
m \VESYP TR _ ko)

L
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Office Notes, Office Mewioranda af Coram,
Appearance, Teitbnnael’s orders or

directions and Registrar’s arders

Tribunal’s ovders

wi BB, MALIE (MemberY
ICR

e e

B3 (}:EE%&Q/Q’“ .....

wbvoceteln foplicmt,
ghat . Mo (4 A PW(ML*
CRe = foadpe Redponde

fL:j o) \/Lco.b\* Q\€ thJ‘m(—(’@ APPZ "C'CEF "

m_‘cv_m__ qo@l./u-ﬁ#—‘.
Likerky 1o foukion

g&r&w b - | ﬁ_/j

0.As.208 ‘0 210/2016

Shri T.S. Patole & Ors.
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicants
... Resnondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule
holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chicf
Presenting Officer for the Respondents:.

Rejoinder is taken on record. Admit. Liberty
to mention granted,

- To come up in due course. Tribunal may take
the case for final disposal at this stage and scparate
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. .

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule
11 of the Maharashtra Ac'miistrative Tribunal
(Procedure] Rules, 1988, The ¢ uestions such ‘rg
limjtation and alternate remedy arc F ept open.

The service may be done bv hand delivery /
speed post / courier and :ck owledgement be
obtained and produced alon 1 - vith affidavit of
compliance in the Registry vi'nin four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Aff 4avit of compliance

- and notice.
Sd/- oy
(KE . Malik)
M- anber (J)
22 08.2016
(skw)
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0.A.834/2016

Shri K.D. Shaha ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learncd
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 19.09.2016.

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 undcr 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 delivery /
speed post / 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.

5.0. to 19t September, 2016. Learned P.O.
do waive service.

‘jz/ /-
(R.B. Malik)

Member (J)

22.08.2016
(skw)



0.A.630/2016

Dr. U.K. Agawane ... Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant, Shri K.B. Bhise holding
for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents 1 to 3 and Shri K.R,
Jagdale, the learned Advocate for Respondent No.4,

The request for further time to file Affidavit-in-
reply made by the learned P.O. is turned down as
sufficient opportunity has been given and two last
chances were also given. It is, however, madc clear
that on the next date, when the matter is called out
for hearing, if reply is tendered, it will be taken on
record but no adjournment will be given for the
same. OA is formally admitted.

Admit. Liberty to mention granted.

To come up in due course. Tribunal may take
the case for final disposal at this stage and separatc
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.

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

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 four weeks.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice,

S/~

(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

22.08.2016
(skw)



M.A.213/2016 in 0.A.421/2016

Shri R.K. Ghodke ... Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

This is an application for condonation of delay
In bringing this OA that is if delay was there.

I have perused the record and proceedings
and heard Shri S.S. Deokar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Be it noted at the outset that Mr. Bhise, the
learned P.O. wanted time to file Afﬁdavit—in—reply,
but regard being had to the facts such as they are, I
decline  his request because there was no point in
prolonging this MA further.,

The Applicant had filed OA No.787/2012 on
this very cause of action before the A’bad Bench of
this Tribunal. Ultimately, by an order dated 15
March, 2016 that OA was allowed to be withdrawn
with liberty to file a fresh one on the same cause of
action. Thereafter, the present OA was lodged in this
Principal Bench.

I am very clearly of the view, therefore, that
the principles analogous to Section 14 of the
Limitation Act would apply hereto and cven
otherwise in the interest of Justice, this application
will have to be allowed. The same 1s accordingly
allowed. The delay is condoned. The Applicant and
Office of this Tribunal are directed to process the
matter further so as to get it listed before the
appropriate Bench for further progress in the matter.
The MA is allowed with no order as to costs.

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

22.08.2016
(skw)




0.A.690/2016

Shri J.V. Bhadane ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule,
the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

I have perused and then returned to the
learned P.O. the communication addressed by the
State of Maharashtra in P.W.D. to the Chief
Presenting Officer. Even for deciding the
representations made on 4t April, 2015 and 11
April, 2016 which by now should have been decided
long ago, time of six weeks is being sought. With
this kind of an order, in fact, the OA should be kept
pending and in the meanwhile, I direct that the
decision on the representations above referred to he
taken within four weeks from today and
Communicated to the Applicant within one week
therecof. The OA stands adjourned to 3 QOctober,
2016.

<’///,_
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)

22.08.2016



22.8.2016

O.A No 639/2014

Shri S.B Kushare ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Applicant and his advocate are not
present at the moment. Mrs Archana B.K.
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Presenting Officer is instructed
by Shri Avinash Shete, Junior Clerk in the office
of S.P, Raigad. The Original Application was
appointed for order today. But it seems that
except for one application of the third
Respondent, there is no other document in
respect of his claim that he was having an edge
over the Applicant.

Shri Avinash Shete, Junior Clerk in the
office of S.P, Raigad made an incorrcct
statement that the documents were there in our
record for which he is warned to be particular
henceforth.

The original record be produced for our
perusal on the next date and the matter bc
shown in the column of Final Hearing and not
pronouncement of orders.

S.0 to 29.8.2016.

S~ </

(R.B. Malik) (Rajiv Agarwal)
Member (J) Vice-Chairman
Akn



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.891 OF 2015

_Shri Balasaheb D. Gavali . Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri K.R. Jagdale - Advocate for the Applicant
Shri K.B. Bhise ~ Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 22nd August, 2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the Applicant ana
Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

2. Shrr Jagdale, Ld. Advocate states that paper book of the OA which
was substituted by the applicant pursuant to the leave for amendment
which was granted and was carried out was actually served on the
respondents no.l to 4 on 3.8.2016, 4.8.2016, 5.8.2016 and 5.8.2016

respectively,

3. Ld. PO prays for time to file reply to amended OA.

4. The only question involved in this case can be called ana

summarised as follows:




2 0.A. No.891 of 2015

(i) Whether the services of a Police Constable being temporary
Government servant can be terminated on the ground of
misconduct allegedly found and prima facie proved against
him in a preliminary enquiry.

4. Either oral submissions or affidavit be filed on the next date. Ld. PO
shall be free to defend orally by showing rule and if necessary by filing

affidavit with case law.

3. In the event the respondents find that the order is punitive ana
ought not to have been issued without giving opportunity to the applicant,
the respondents shall be free to withdraw the same with right to proceeq

against applicant in accordance to law.

0. If the respondents want to withdraw the order it shall not pe

necessary to file affidavit in reply.

7. Appropriate submissions as regards the stance of the respondents

be made or submissions be advanced.

8. 3.0. 10 8.9.2016.

9. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO is directed ro

communicate this order to the respondents,.

Chairman
22.8.2016

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:AJAWALKAR \Judgements\ 201648 August 2016\0A.891.15.J.8.2016-BDGavali- 8O.8.9.16.doc



(GG Py J 2260 (A) (60,00U——2-2010i lopl- MAT-P-2

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Uriginal Application No. of’ 20 Diserrer
..... Applicanus
LAUVLCALE e A ]
Uersu s
The State of Maharashtra and olhers
..... Responaenus
Presenting OFCer. i
Oftfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Cocam,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s vrders
directions and Hegistrar’s ecdecs
Date : 22.08.2016.
-0.A.N0.1063 of 2015
Shri C.V. Alsatwar ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah, & Ors. ...Responaents
1 Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learnea

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. As per the general instructions present O.A. was

adjourned to 24.06.2016.

3. At the request of learned Advocate tor tne

Applicant this O.A. is called out.

4. Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents states that
he would secure the information and make statementy

or argue on next date.

paTE. 7 2—f — 2216 5. S.0.t06.9.2016.
CORAN - Q
i ‘it {Chatfman)

— S/ —
vepe parbhee ey

Advooaio for s an s sba

Shri /smt. M. K /Rcv,’u'”oébp

C.P.O/PO. for the Kesponasnyy
o Jeerv
paf,/,«fy ,quf.f'c/ )h '/“’)J“W’L{ /

fo-fﬂéf 22 )&

TA®2



e

o

CEenR B s @ A s Felkndden
:

t ﬁa ";.é W 5

PR A S § oy nlioae
Lo oaan o LT ’Jk Sl bwad e

Office Notes, Office Memorpnda of Coram,

i1 "‘Appearanee, Tribupnal's peders oy

divastions. ung Reglsteur’s ordors

e e

St e T T T r—

. Tribunal's erders

DATE :

22- 8- 28)€

CORAM ;
Hon'ble Juatzce Shrl A H. Joshi (L =aarman)

ll

A 2.7, "
ARAMCE

APPE:

Slu'imet. : A' ALt
Advacate for the Applic

Shri 48t : K . G A 5
C.EO/P.O. for the Respondent/s

O¥fer pwjaf v 4*77!%«1"-’?0/ Cﬂ’m"‘"

AT

o -fo 1o -g- 221€

“

Date : 22.08.2016.

0.A.N0.272 of 2015 with 0.A.N0.273 of 2015

. D.P. Londhe {O:A.Na.272/2015)

G.S. Dumbre {0.A.N0.273/2015) .. Applicants.

Versus
-- The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard A. Apte, the 'Tearned Advocate for tne

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

Officer for the Re_spondents; :

2. Lgarned Advocate Shri A. Apte for the Applicants
prays for leave to amend for incorporating certain
amendmeénts for challenging, which have occurred during

the pendency of Q.A..
3. Leave to amend is granted.

4. Learned Advocate Shri A. Apte for the Applicants
undertakes to carry out the amendment within three

weeks from today. |

5. Amended 0.A. be served on the Respondents
directly. - »
6. Affidavit to amended O.A. be filed on the next date.

7. 5.0.1010.09.2016.
S d-

p—""
{A.H. Joshi,\.
_Chairman- '

prk




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) {60,000—2-2015) ISpl.. MAT-K-2 E.

1Y THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicatioh.'No.z - of ‘ 20 o - I DI’STI;KC’I‘
& R . o Applicant/s
(Advqcate ................. S treeren ...... )
versus
T.hgi State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....... erer e en—— R N , ............... ) |
‘ U“‘iue Nut;su,,‘ Offjee Memo-rnm!u‘ of Corum, . :
. Appsuruncs, Fribunul's ardors or : Fribunal's orders
directions ‘ynd Registryr's urders : ; C T
Date : 22.08.2016.
0.A.N0.1105 of 2015
1 N.M. Dhumal : ' ... Applicant.
Versus
' The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Advocate

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

. Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

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

instructions from Smt. V.M. Kale, Law Officer, C.P. Office,
Mumbai statesas follows ;- = e

. It is proposed to issue the corrigendum deleting the
word “sd! 3Bam” and related text would also be
deleted. (Copy whereof is enclosed at Exhibit A-3,
page 27 of the Q.A. paper book).

3. Adjourned to 06.10.2016, for reporting the action
DaTE: 32-8~ 20iK | . |
CORAN - as may be taken. -
1en’ble Jmt ice Shri 4 1, Joshi (Chairman) ) ‘ g—q//v-
H ars iy ’ N )
APEEARAN . ) ‘ m{'l,m’ V‘(V'Y"
e : ' Chairman
sS L mam dz/ﬁ’w _ e !

Advorate [ ot

Shri S, K ﬁ,_,,&A;!e_ -

.................. Sosensves

C. PO/PU o the Kespondsnt/s
tfer peudd v y'buval ”MN
“Ady. To. 2.6..7 { 2.nR2)€.

—E—

(PO,



WG.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000-—2-2015) 1Spk.- ‘ MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISL‘ TIV O TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
ergingi APP},iCai,:_'io{l?NO-' o i , of' 20 c N Dfsmxc’r
' ' S T T Applicant/s
_(Advocate ........ reesreens rerareeenne ceerare e s o)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
! e Respondentss
(Prgsenting Officer..... rrereet e n et eraes ~.?””:' ..... , .......... ) - o
.Qlt"iw Notes, U‘lﬁw Memovuada of Cun um,r ) } .
. Appuulullu}, :lnhunul’:- ardprs ur - - Tribunal’ s orders
directions und [{eglsuur’s m‘deru S R
Date ; 22.08.2016.
~ 0.A.No.829 of 2016
S.K. Kasbe : ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.V. ‘Bandiwadekar, the learnea

Advocate for the Applicant and Miss S. Suryawanshi, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

- _ o2 Learned P.O. Miss. S. Suryawanshi- for tne
Respondents states as follows :-

, (a) The aspect of admmistratlve exigencies ana
exceptional case needs to be pondered weli.

(b) Two weeks time may be granted for making

submissions.
3. Time as prayed for is granted.
DATE : 22 ~g- 20 14 , 4, Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..
£ORAM : -
5. Learned P.O. is directed to ccmmunicate this order

to the Respondents.

APPEATANT -
St 1. \/ 8 onds l-’d'-/e-l“""” 1 -6 50.t00809.2016. . - O
Advocate for ths Apulicant ‘ /7 o _ ] / / —
Shri /Smt. 1635 ».5‘—’-’( MW...» ' <[;
C.PO PO, fur the Heshon 1[/.;
:{ 25 E:; A/C-a]U/M ) . ‘ (AH Joshl,J) (
O*JM F”f s , ' Chairman

Adi—Tew.. . v prk

PTG




(GLP)J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Sple MAT-F2 E.
IN TI‘IE MAHARASH f RA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI .

Original Application No. L of- _20,7 - ] ; " DisTRICT
S ' s B R Applicant/s

(ALVOCATE .o graneeeegreeparpas)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
| . Respondent/s

(Presentmgothcer...‘ ..... erirerarennionns e rre e paaerraens retesrrrreerrastesenn )

."ut'ﬂt;c Nutes, chu Memorsnda of Chegin, ' ] ]
-6933&“"“'90%5. 'l‘rihu‘nitl?s srdprs ur Tribunal’ ¢ urders
directions and Rogistrar's arders R

Date : 22.08.2016.

0.A.N0.435 of 2016
: P;N. Mali (Sagaru) ... Applicant.
Versus | |
. The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ~.Respondents.

1. Heard Appilicant in person and Shri A.). Chaugule,

the Iearned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Applicant in  person prays for adjourned to

08.09.2016.

3. \Adj_ournedt008.09.2016. ’ “

-2

(A.H. Jbsh‘i,"l)(] o
Chairman .
. prk

pATE: 22~ §- 221K

CORAM ; .
Hon'ble Justice 3hid A H, Joshi (Chairman)
“ > i L“ Lty v e

@)FEA,}:;.?;.:; .
Soat, .52, fvffévf -

Advocats sor i 4'\[4)“4»4..!.

Shi /Smi. 180T C«{fchkﬂuf

CRO/ PO, forihe Respondent/s

\PTO. .
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WGP J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015) ' 1Spi- MAT-F-2 E.
IN TI‘IE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST 'llVE TRIBUNAL
' MUMBAI S

Origina] Application No. . qf 20 Co . Districr 7
N S ' S . Applicanus
(Advoeate ...... ,,, ..... ) - .
. ‘UQJ‘SU«:S.'
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........ooovrnnnniinnnnnn. ererrenane e e aee e )

t

' Uuu.u Nutes, Oftico Momorisnda of Cutum, N - a .
Appnmullu., Pribpnal’s prders ¢ 0 - - o Tribunal’ s ordeys |
(Qnrq.tmms “und Rogisteue's tli'derq. . ‘ o ’

Date : 22.08.2016.

" M.A.N0.251 of 2016 in 0.A.N6.660 of 2015 (Nagpur) with
M.A.No.252 of 2016 in 0.A.No.661 of 2015 (Nagpur) with
- M.A.N0.253 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.827 of 2015 {Aurangabad)

M.S. Joshi & Ors, {M.A.251/2015 IN 0.A.660/2015)
S.B. Korke & Ors. (M.A.252/2015 IN 0.A.661/201S)
M S. Joshn & Ors. (M A, 253/2015 IN O.A. 827/2015)
\ Apphcants

" Versus

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

1. Heard Shri A.S. Deshpande, the Iearned Advocarte
‘4 for the Apphcants and Shri AL Chougule the learnea

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

. 2. . Learned Advocate Shri AS. Deshpande for the
Apphcants prays for adjourned for enabling the applicant

to find out as to whether any O.A,, involving the, same

| issue, is pending at Principal Seat at Mumbai.

L 2-R.- 2214 ' n
DATE: 22-§ _ ‘ 3. In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 20.09.2016.
CORAM : .
Hon’ble Justice Sj i AL M Joshi (Fhal.mfm)
Hoxbhss it Q/ /r
APPRARSE AR SR T
Suri/Sist, .S @eJ ‘ ‘ -Chairman K‘D

rk
Advocaie lur thie A tien P

Shri /St 1l \T C‘/lbb:j\«l/ﬂ

CPO /PO forithe x\.rmm»

@w,ﬂ// pa,r_(t/ v —#y;/una/corwrw
Ad_].To gg-af- 20 |&

\PTO.




WLCR) 2260 (A) (50,000—-2-2015) Spl- MAT-F2 E.
IN TI‘IE MAHARASHT RA ADMINIST RA NN E TRIB UN AL
MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 DistricT

e Applicant/s

[N

(AAVOCALE oo s - ).

versus
v

The State of Maharashtra and others

)

e Respondentss
(Presenting Officer.......... Veneaegrregereneas e RO, peeess . e )
Office Nure., Offiee Memoranda of Cm;un; )
) Appuuuunw lnhunul s prdevs or | Tl'i:lnum#'s ovders
du'euumn und l{egrsnur (3 nrdern : e
Date: gz.qs.zols.
0.A.No.812 of 2016

G.A; Kamble | .. Applicant.
Versus
The Stdte of Maharashtra & Ors, ....Respondents.

1. Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned  Advocate 1s

absent and has fitled a leave note. .

2. Heerd Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

~ Officer for the Respondents.

3. .. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Respondents
has tendered the affidavit on behalf of Respondent No 2.

It is taken on record

4.  5.0.to0 17.19.2016_ : Q

uaTR: 22~ §- 201€

LORAM -
Hen'ble Jusiie - Sl & 1. Jozhi (Cheinman)

; Aty rohe
SheifSmd. i P AL aﬁncﬂdﬂﬂ ...) e

HeD ERESSUES
O‘ft/—tf)' Fa/_/J IRY) -I-UJWW‘// OJun
AdyTe...

S o _/_Dmf}'z /o»— 20?(“/
ﬁ%o/ow;f 7 h FUF’)’ il “K
Resp e =2

</

(A.H. Jbéhi,"&)’"‘_’“”"‘
Chairman

© prk

yae




Ottice Notws, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appssrance, Tribungl's arders or
directions snd Begistrar's orders

Shei/Sme. ; B B Ga"’“J/) LJJB/ Catats

AVOC
h';/f, 1

RO fer i R puxluh/s ‘

CD)’J—U’)' fatdl/ o d-r)éwwa»’ (o leerv

S LTI SN
SomGe ENIGTTETTR

Tribunal s
" 0.A. No. 5"7’101 2016
Shri P.A. Pagare ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocatc
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenung
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate states that ne
has not collected the notice to be served on wme
respondents,

3. In view of this issue fresh nqtice returnable on
5.10.2016..
4, Tribunal may take the case for final disposai al

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

5. Applicant is authorized and-directed to serve on

‘Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing auy

authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper
book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the casc
would be taken up for final disposal at the stage ol
admission hearing. '

6. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 ot
the Maharashtra Administrative - Tribunal (Procedaure)

Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation ana

alternate remedy are kept open.

7. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speea
post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained ana
produced along with affidavit of compliance in e
Registry ‘within one week. Applicant is dlrected 1o iiie
affidavit of compliance and notlce ~

Cof / ~
- (AH. AH. JoshY }Q

Chairman
22.8.20 16_

(sg)



(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (60,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F2 I,

IN THE MAHARASHT‘RA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAJ
M.A./R.A/C.A. No. of 20 .
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CQNTINUATION SHEET NO.

Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearsnce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
. directions and Registrar’s orders

"0.A. No.390 0f 2016

Shri M.K. Survase ..Applicant
Vs. '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Smt. Punam Mahajan, Ld. Advocaté tor e
applicant‘ has filed leave note. Heard Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for ne

Respondents.

2. Ld CPO files affidavit by Shri K.P. Bakshi,
Additional Chief Secretary, Home Department It 1s

taken on record

3. Ld. CPO prays for time for filing detailed affidavit

opposing the OA.
4 $.0.106.102016: B N
pate; 227§~ 20K - | | e C////TW\
CORAN: : _ : (AH. Joshi, I.) \
C Howble Tarice Cnet a1 foski (Chatnmany : Chairman
s sioreiban) A : | - 2282016

(sgi)

S K Redpen

CPO/.K\.mrm rulw oA B
OYJ"" /’d//J 4t .?l—y)éu'v')‘l/ CO”U-M




Ottice Notes, Office Memorands of Carw, S
Appearanes, Tribunal's ordars or
direstions end Begistrar's ordsri

Tribupal
0.As rf\fg”sﬂﬁés °§?8’§c 851 of 2016

DATE: 22- &~ 2914 e
CORAM -

Hon'pic ol 707 b Chairman)
Hoprm— T,

APF:

St S 8- QMK‘-)M/
Advocaic e o
Sh éwr q,uamfﬁl
(f;lu {\;\;S e f :
oyder possd in +w$umaldwlww
Ad). To....B. 2. I 2eil

Smt. H.D. Kabre
Shri S.R. Sankhe

" Shri K. V. Thakur. ..Applicants
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shﬁ S.B. Gaikwad, learned Advocate ror
the Applicants and Ms. Savita Suryawanshi, learneu

Presenting Officer for the Reépondents.

2. In these 3 OAs, respondents no.l and 2 arc

directed as follows:

(i)  The applicants’ claim made in these OAs
be examined, if the applicants’ claim 1
found to be sustainable, a statement may pe
made on the next date as to the time frame
within which benefits will be granted.

(i)  In case it is found and respondents consiuer

' it appropriate that present OAs. need to ve
contested, only in that case affidavit in
reply be filed. :

3 In view of the consideration of the matters longer

" time is required to be granted.

" 4. - Ld. Advocate undertakes to serve the responaents

within one week.

compliance shall be 8.11.2016. S
Q(// -
(AH. Joshi,"‘J’.)V( "

Chairman
22.8.2016

In view of this, date for reporung

 (s8)




(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2013)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
- MUMBAI '

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

Original Application No.

{Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, ()_l't'ice Memoranda of Coram, -

Appeuarance, Tribunal’s ovders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

‘ Tribunai’ s orders

paTE; 22-8-201¢
CORAb ;.

Hip T om0 . . H
Hon’bie Tusilon S AL - Joski (Chairman)

Hofrbiesrome ey {ivfemberi A
ARDY

Advocnic i '.

Shri /<z ﬁ?d"m‘t ‘B K
LPKJ/E Ul or b ‘\ 5603 unt/

O*r/-w- {’Mf/ e —h;écmw( o e

O A, No.37 0f2016

Shri M.P. Prabhulchanolkar ..Applicant
Vs. -
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri AR. Joshi, learned Advocate for ine
Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenung

Officer for the Respondents..

2. Shri Joshi, Ld. Advocate states that he wanis 1o
- consider whether to. amend the OA and prays for a

week’s time.

3. .Inthe event applicant decides to amend the OA he

should keep the draft amendment ready.

4. S.0.t030.8.2016. C,}//

(AH. Joshl J) ‘
Chairman
22.8.2016

(sgi)




(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) tSpl.- MAT-F-2 K.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

0.A. No.901 of2015

Shri N.G. Kondhalkar 7 .Applicant
Vs. ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ~ ..Responaents

Applicant present in person. Heard Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, léarned .Chief Presenting Officer for tne

Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states that the matter is being reconsigered

by the government and applicant’s appeal will be heara

today.
] .3 For reporting outcome adjourned to 22.9.2016.
(AH. Jo‘sm,ﬁJ./ - —
- Chairman (l
22.8.2016

(sgi) .

pate; 22- 8- 201¢ :
CORALY : |
Hoa'bic lu@‘.i@ﬂ Shii AL FL Joshi (Chairman)

Hetrrte—5tm .'n.—}l.‘:“m.,':xl\mmr {rfembesA
AFPEATIATTY

By, ¢ ...“:.I,:’]"' pcadoH

Advocats el 2 lenn

Shri /S AL K B‘df”"ol”"l'

C. PU/‘FL} foitnu \Lultyf MU HE
sy o232 %2 ¢
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()ﬂ‘ice Notus, Ott’icu Memurundu of Oorum,
Appeﬂrunpe. ’lnbunul'g uvderd or
qweutmpu und l}agiswuru uvdops

"Pribunal’s prders

patE: 232~ &- 201¢<
CORAM .

Hon'hiz
Hom

Justice Sbrm H. Josl mChmrmaﬂ)

APPLARANTE :

SheifSue 18 Lo 2L b e Ky

Advocats Lo the Applicant

Shii /s, Axehors B K.
CPO/ED. mu Respendeni/s wr
ovder pevs fw +ws W"""( d

wdav* YA T hm Pl rece &flu/
B e G danss S Regly &' by Ror')

S0t o janaf- 226

|

P.D. Yasatwar

.The State of Maharashtra & Ors

Date : 22.08.2016.
0.A.N0.359 of 2016

.. Applicant.

Versus

...Respondents.

1. Heard Ms. S.P, Manchekar, he learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt: Archana B.K., the learnea

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Smt. Archana B.K. for tne

' Respondents has tendered three following affidavits to e

kept on record :-

(a) ‘Affidavit on behalf of Respondent No.1 filea
by Smt. Medha A. Gadgil, Additional Chier
. Secretary, Medical ‘Education .and Drugs

:Department, Mantralaya. -

{b)  Affidavit on behalf of Respondent Ne.1 filea
by Shri Shivaji S. Patankar, Joint Secretary,
Medical Education and Drugs Department,

‘Mantralaya.

Affidavit in compliance of Hon’ble Tribunal's
order dated ' 13.06.2016 filed by Dr.
. Harshadeep S, Kamble, Commissioner, Foca
and Drugs Administration, Bandra, Mumbai.

(c)

3. Learned Advocate Ms. S.P.  Manchekar for the

Applicant prays for time to consider the contents.

" Time as prayed for is granted.

4.
5. S.0. to 12.09.2016. \\
-
(A.H. Joshi,Q.)
Chairman
prk :
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MUMBAI
Original AppligationNa. ‘ o gf 20 TMSTRICT
..... Applicanws
(ADVOCALe oo T SR )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
R Respondenus
(Present_ing()ﬂicex_' .............. e ereeaaee e taontnnrata b areera et rn s anonnee ). - |
Umce Nates, Oﬂiu! Moemur, undu ot Car nm,
Qppuuluuuﬁ, Feibgnut’s [y dpls ar Tribunal’'s ovders
directions ynd Rtgostuu s urders B ' ‘
Date : 22.08.2016.
0.A.N0.196 of 2016
D.R. Badiwale | .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Responaents.
1. _  Heard Shri KR, Jagdale, the learned Advocate Tor1

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

Officer for the Respondents

2. Learned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for the Responaents
states as follows :-

(a}  Sometimeis required for making statement
' pursuant to- the order passed by this
Tribuna!l on 17.06.2016, because a decision
as regards the policy to be adopted for
implementing the full Bench decision of the
Hon’ble High Court in case of Arun
Vishwanath Sonone Versus ' State of

DATE ¢ 227 g 2016 ' Maharashtra, 2015 (1) Mh.L1.457, is yet i
CORASL; : process of finaiization.
Hon'ble 5::'-"‘.-:‘: ok “.( halrmanj (b) Further time is required because the G.A.0.

s
t 0

had processed the matter and the deciston
to be ordered by Hon’ble Chief Minister,

APFE-L- ‘ ord ‘
- K R TMJMC, : and within two weeks orders from tne
IR TUIN o S o RIS Hon’ble Chief Minister are expected.
ACVOChia 10V e . ! . .
Gl Sr K B EA L(‘ 3. . Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.
LPO!..“.J. AT R ' ‘
- YL to communicate this order to the Respondents.
_4—r:} wwb/ Co [
c)w(vr pdlfc/ tn
55 o Ao M-8 - it 4. 5.0.t021.09.2016. \

o <. 5/ [~
| ~ (A H. Joshi, 1) &15(\"

Chairman
prk

\Pro




Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s o .
direvtions and Rogistrar's orders C.A No.65 ot 2016 1 OA. No.318 of 2014
Shri M.S. Shirke .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Responaents

Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, learned Advocate tor Lnc
Applicant and . Ms. Savita Suryawanshi, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In the midst of hearing following things have

transpired:

(i) The State Government is not added as
respondent-contemnor.

(i) The contemnors who are added as
respondents have not been given persona.
notice and reasonable time i.e. at least 30
days time.
3. In this premises the CA does not deserve any

hearing at this stage.

4, Shri Kamble, L.d. Advocate prays tor witharawal
of this CA with liberty to. take appropriate steps aud
thereafter if compliance still remains to tile appropriate

proceedings includiﬁg application for contempt.

5. CA disposed otf with the above observations.

parg;_22- 8- 22¢
C(].'J{:'zz‘_i_.: : < ﬂ/ / — ’L‘\
jon’bie Justice Sho A, H. Joski (Chal e
Hox .,,a, J,l, : ¢ S 'i Joshi {Chairman) ‘ ‘E_A.H. Joski: I)r(

T ; - ‘ Chairman
ABPE:RANTH ‘ 22.8.2016
MIRALTE  earadadk -
Shriysut, oo Y (sg)
Advocaie fur the Anplicant P .

. 12 1

Shii /St “S s yaalan

2O/ 0. for the Respondent/s
cCro o;/ & fespo 'va-d‘{ w){um
ovder perfd v AY)

e,'/a: dis posed off 1wtk +he
above oédeﬂvd‘-ﬂw‘{

g
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b
A

Original Ap})l.iCatiOb No. h of 20 o \. A ' DusTRICT .
' T ' : ‘> Apglicanus
(Advocaw ...... [T U ST e L)
ve.--sué
The Stat_e 9f Mabaruéhtra and_ others -
' - | - | . Respondenws

(Presenting OfTICer... ... cmnieicinienrenneniens FRUTORR )

Ofice Notes, Oftice Mnmaruﬁdu of Corum,
TApp urapce, Pribunul’d erders o, - © Fribunal’ s orders
. dire. tions yhd Rogistrur’s wrdors
L : . - ‘ Date : 22.08.2016.

M.A.No.324 of 2016 in C.A.No.8 of 2015 in
0.A.No.1038 of 2013

D.R. Bhamre . 4 ... Applicant.
‘Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Responcdents.
1. Heard Shri A.S. Deshpande, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learnea

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. List this application before the Division Bencn.
/ _—
~""{A.H. Joshf,
: Chairman
prk

DATE: 22- L. 20)6 |
-CQ_I:":A;’\I!,J ‘

3 Ay ' .
[Rfel] [EMRE IR Qhut 4

' r‘} S @u/np:::m/(_

Advocipe

ST 4 \.S G‘”F“
CPG/PG Iu; 1: Fas )mm,u/

Lisd +his a/”);m-f;cm Atf"" ,'}J“‘

hdernenyg,
oreriuven,

DIV iy Gamed ™

——

|PT0.




b

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

ribunab’ s

C.A. No.5% of2016 Yol A NoA22 of 2014

pare;_22~ &8~ 20 1€

CORAM :
Hon’hie lustiee Shet A H. Josihi (Chairman)

APPEARA™ T

Shri/Smt. \B ﬁ Q&M%wa‘/ww

FETTIIvSTTIaTI ey

ALVOCHls Wk 7 il
WK “pepu it

Siri /Sow
CPO/ Pu Tus s Vr. Resp umeim‘s
P o\

ovder pa-ffc/ [ b bursad

4 ,'o . 4o 7_"»3- 2s5)§
Harvré”f

—

Shri S.B. Pawaskar .Applicant
. Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocdie
for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Raj purohit, learned Ciuer

Presenting.Ofﬁcer for the Respondents.

2. L.d. PO states that respondent no.l is present and

considering the shortcoming in the affidavit filed by
respondent no.1, fresh affidavit is being drafted and it
would be filed within a week and prays for one week’s

time.

3. Time granted. Affidavit be filed on or pefore
1.9.2016. S.0O.t0 7.9.2016.

4. In view of presence of respondent no.l, his
appearance on the next date is dispensed with and if

required he may come as per directions of the Tribunai.

5. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed.. Ld. PO is

directed to communicate this order to the respondents.

Chairman
_ 22.8.2016

(sg))
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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.

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

C.A. No.63 0f2015 in O.A. No.511 0f2012

Smt K. P Magar & Ors. Applicants
Vs. ‘ .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Responaents

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, learned Advocate 1or the
Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenung
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO states that minimum two months time wiil
be needed for effecting total compliance of the direcuons

.given by this Tribunal in the OA..

3. Shri Kolge, Ld. Advocate states that he wouia

wait.

4, In view of this, adjourned to 7.11.2016.

i

(Kn J()Sm J. “

Chairman
, ' 22.8.2016
patE: 22-&- 2015 (sgj)
CORAM ; |

- Hou’hle Justics Shri AL H. Joshi {Chairman)
Hom :

[ihirae o5 o,
APPEAR T

Shai/Sint. +. R M Kelge

Advocaie Tur T 8 it
Shri /Smi. - )08, GIMF‘-"@C’/

C.PO/ PO for the Respondunt/s




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.120 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SANGLI

P.M. jamadar ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ....Respondents

5hri §.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

ShriAJ. Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE  :22.08.2016.
ORDER

1. Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J.

Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Shri A.J. Chougule for the Respondents prays for time for filing
reply.
3. Learned P.O. Shri A.J. Chougule for the Respondents was called to state as to

whether he has received any instructions on the basis of which he is praying for time.

4. Learned P.O. Shri A.J. Chougule states that he has received a written -

communication signed by the Additional Superintendent of Police, Sangli.
5. Learned P.O. was called to produce its copy. It is taken on record.

6. On perusal of the letter received by learned P.0. it is found that the Additionai
Superintendent of Police, Sangli has written in the letter that the intimation of today’s
date hearing was received with short interval and due to visit of Superintendent of

Police, Sangli at Mumbai and on Sunday no steps could be taken.

7. The manner in which the Additional 5.p., Sangli has written the letter is in totally

disregard to adjournments which werge already availed.




8. No explanation has come forward as to why the affidavit was not prepared

punctually when very narrow guestion was to be answered.

a. It is also improper on the part of Additional .., Sangli, to observe that only two
days time was granted by this Tribunal. For this reckiess attitude, the Additional
Superintendent of Police, Sangli and Superintendent of Pplice, Sangli are hereby called
to show cause as to why they both should not be personally caddled with costs of

Rs.10,000/- each.

10. Affidavit, if any, answering show cause if the concerned desires to file, be filed
on or before next date, on which date the O.A. also would be heard and disposed of

without waiting for further clarification and affidavit by the officers concerned.

11. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.
12. S.0.tp 23.09.2016. Q
“~ ({ ([~
/T/ Ty

[4
{A.H. Joshi, 1,
Chairman

v

prk




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,
MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO,756 OF 2015 WITH
M.A.NO.127 OF 2016

DISTRICT : SATARA

R.S. Pawar ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -..Respondents

Appncant in person,

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
SHRIRAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN

DATE  :22.08.2016.

PER : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
ORDER
1. Heard Applicant in person and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurchit for the Respondents, on instructions
received through letter dated 20.08.2016 from the office of Respondent No.1, states as
follows :-

(a) Applicant’s Annual Confidential Reports (A.C.Rs) for the year 2004-05,
2005-06 and 2006-07 which were placed before the Departmental
Promotion Committee (D.P.C.) for consideration which were below
bench-mark.

(b) Amongst those the A.C.R. for the year 2004-05 which was below bench-
mark has been communicated to the Applicant.

{c) Applicant has submitted a representation in relation to the A.C.R. for the
year 2004-05, which was below bench-mark.

(d) The Applicant’s representation will be considered by the Department.




3. Applicant has made the grievance that the A.C.R.s for the year 2005 to 2007

which were below bench-mark have not been communicated to the Applicant.

4, Learned C.P.0. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the Respondents states that he would
speak to the officer concern and make an endeavor to see that A.C.R.s for the year 2005
to 2007 which are considered below bench-mark and communicated to the applicant
today itself and also that if the applicant submits & representation punctuallv it also will

be considered.

5. Expecting the compliance as indicated by learned C.P.O. and for enabling
Respondents to make a statement as to time frame within which the process of
consideration of representation for upgradation would be decided. hearing is

adiourned.

6. It will be highly appreciated if the decision could be taken before the next date

and outcome is communicated.

7. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned C.P.O.. Learned C.P.0. is directed

to communicate this order to the Respandents.

8. $.0.to 30.08.2016.

\

S o — < q/ [ —
(Rajiv Agarwal) '(EH. Joshi, |
Vice-Chairman Chairman

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

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: 22~ €~ 20146

CORAM

Hon'ble Justiog S1el 2403 doshi {Chairman)
H Y — PRSI T

APPE: "

Shri/Seur : 5 f’ [/“" i‘“’eT
Advoczis st

Shri/Sgt ., K Jg Gl’i’\;e S
CRO/EC, i v Jespondenils

OYJv—r pa./.rw/ Iv —r) burad Lo e

Ad. TomZ.ollm Aol

=

C.A.No.48 0 2016 in O.A. No.342 of 2011

Smt. J.D. Mehta . Applicant
Vs. ‘
The State of Maharashitra & Ors. ..Responaents

Heard Shri S.P. Lahane, learned Advocate tor the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenung

Officer for the Respondents. .

2. . The parties state that order passed by this Tribunal
in OA is carried before the Hon’ble High Court ana writ

petition 1s expected to come up for hearing on 30.8.2016.

3. In view of this position, CA is adjourned Lo

7.11.2016 with liberty to apply for early hearing il

AN
N

—
(A.H. Joshi, JQ
Chairman
- 22.8.2016

occasion arises.

(sgj)
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