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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........ooiiiins RO ISR )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders ‘ .
directions and Registray’s orders
' 0.A,925/2016
Ms. A.D. Avhad & Ors. ... Applicants

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the leaned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. _Chougule, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This OA was moved for interim relief on
19.09.2016. As a matter of fact, the interim relief aspect
of the matter would in the normal circumstances taken
the course charted by the orders earlier made by this
Tribunal in similar matters. Still time was given to the

" Respondents to ascertain their position. Today, the

~ learned P.O. seeks at least two months adjournment to file
the Affidavit-in-reply even as far as the interim relief is
concerned. 1 do not think, the Applicant could be kept in
a set of suspended animation like this for the cause just
mentioned, a case for interim relief is made out.

The Applicants are Staff Nurses (bonded) and their
term of such an appointment has come to an end in
August, 2016 as indicate in the Chart at Pages 50 and 51
of this OA. There 1is, therefore, an element of
consideration of whether mandatory relief at interlocutory
stage can be granted. In OA 189/2016, as many as 19
similarly placed Applicarits moved for interim relief and
the Bench presided over by me, by an order of 14.3.2016
considering their case in extenso by a nine page interim
. order granted relief. In OA 573/2016 (Smt. Kavita S.
. : o Kondwilkar Vs.- State of Maharashtra and one another,
‘ - 23 June, 2016), 1 relied basically on Para 8 of the order
dated 14t March, 2016 and quoted it fully and granted
interim relief in those terms. The order of 14*» March,
2016 will show that even that order was based on earlicr
similar orders made by this Tribunal. Therefore, | shall
again reproduce Para 8 above referred to and grant the
interim relief in those terms to the present Applicants as
well and I make it clear that even if this order in the
nature of mandatory relief at intérlocutory stage, so be it.

“8. I am, therefore, so inclined as to hold that I
must exercise my powers of granting mandatory
relief at interlocutory stage the net result whereaf
would be to place the present applicants exactly at
par with the apphcants of OAs No.311 of 2012 and
258 of 2014. It is however made clear that this
interim order will be exactly in the same terms in
which the applicants were given appointments for
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Caram,
‘Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or }‘ribu’nal’é.ord.ers
directions and Registrar’s orders |

364 days with all those terms and conditions and
they will inter alia not be allowed to claim on the
strength of this order alone what could he
described as permanent appointment.. All these
terms and conditions will be read as a part of this

+ order. They shall however be allowed to compete
for the regular posts. However, in the event a
candidate is selected and appointed on regular
basis, these applicants will have t{o vacate their
posts but it is also made clear that even then if
other posts are lying vacant, then merely by reason
of this order the applicants will not necessarily be

* refused appointment in the same capacity. With
this abundant clarification and till further orders
the interim relief is granted till 11.4.2016. Four
weeks time is given to the respondents to comply.
Hamdast. This OA be tagged along with OAs
No.311 of 2012 and 258 of 2014.”

-
-~

Interimi relief is accordingly granted herein.

Issue notice returnable on 20.11.2016.

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 dlsposal at the stage of admission
DATE : CP—ZIQ“fé hearing. _
CORAM :

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
: ) Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and
: ;U;;_.,m’c.er) alternate remedy are kept open

Ban'hic S o %, nin i
A}'P’ﬁp DR

’ The service may be done by hand dehvery / speed
Fhei/Sear T, A \) @Ct/(/\};ﬁ,tc‘u'g?_cﬁaakc’*~ post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

Advocate S he A

. ' (’\ qﬂ within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
Shri ﬁ.lm?'*‘b‘\!‘i “’C‘Lﬁg-' ‘ compliance and notice. :
’_—GTP{-” P»O. fUZ" :h{‘ :\C yf AT ALS

S.0. to 10th November, 2016. Hamdast.
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@ZJZ | AR B. Malik)

Member (J)
22.09.2016
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(G.C.PY J 2260 (A) (5U,000—2-20156)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADIVIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

ISpl.- MAT-I-2 15

.+ MUMBAJI
Original Application No. S of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(ACIVOCALE L. ieaeeei i b )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respongdent/s

(Presenting Oficer. ..

Uffice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearunce, Uribunal’s urders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE : 2‘7?\‘1\[ 6

CORAM :
. " . ;..; ! A
D OHarhe ook BomabIi (Mcmber) o

i
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2019116
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0.A.482/2016

Shri K.G. More
- Vs.
The State of Mah, & ors.

... Applicant

.. Respondents

Heard Applicant in person and Smt. S.
Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Ofﬁcer for
the Respondents.

There is a written application on behalf of

"the Applicant dated 26.8.2016 seeking Marathi

translation of the reply filed by the Respondents.
In fact, such a request was made in writing
earlier as well on 12.8.2016. Initially the
learned P.O. mentioned that the reply was filed
to the OA and not to this application. The
discussion at the Bar gives an impression that
the issue of the Court language is involved, and
therefore, the request of the learned P.O. to file
the reply will have to be granted. The OA is
adjourned for the reply to that application on
30t September, 2016.

S.0. to 30th September, 2016.

Sd/- /L)
(RE. M ahk)

Member (J)
22.09.2016
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

. 1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
: MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 207 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE (e )
versus
"::[‘he State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

. (Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, -
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

directions and Rogistrax’s orders |

Tribunal’'s orders

DATE ; 22[@(@

CORAM :
3 ¥ ‘- Cy
—HowbteShrtRAHVAGARWAL
Hon'bie Snri &. B. MALIK (Member) ™
APPEARANCE : ,

—snamu LR atn,

oy i

0.A.827/2016

Shri V.S. Kokane
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad
holding for Smt. S. Suryawanshi, the learmned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This matter pertains to the Board of the
Honble Vice-Chairman who is not sitting today in
the Principal Bench. Mentioned by Smt. Mahajan,
the learned Advocate for the applicant.

Smt. Gaikwad  heolding for Smt. 8.
Suryawanshi is present. By consent, this OA is
taken up for copnsideration. Both the sides by
consent informg that in view of the order dated
21.9.2016, a copy of which has been taken on
record, the jmpugned order of transfer having been
cancelled, #he OA is allowed to be withdrawn and is
as such disposed of with no order as to costs.

A

Advosate for the Applicaat . 14 + S Geeg ) kagoord Sd/- 29 Ve
«l'-\éii—ﬁsmkt&a“a"c”* (2 . CB-coelLan . '
«—EFG1.0. for the Respondents (R.B. Malik)
| |]¢ Member (J)
- o5 \ o 22.09.2016

#
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(G.C.R) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ' - 1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 - Disrricr .
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate oo e )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Offlcer. ..o e, )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribanal’s orders or ’ Tribunal’ s orders
dircetions nnd Registrar’s orders
0.A.413/2016
Shri §.S. Ayare ... Applicant
Vs. ‘

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

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

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

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
DATE : 1‘9"\ 2 [ ‘g complete paper book of O.A.
CORAM : '

—HOT BT S RAHV AGARWVAL This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule

11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal

) %@Mm_ N
Ben'ble Shei 1 B MALIK {(Momver) J— (Procedure) Rules, 1988. The questions such as
APPEAS A NCE : ) limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.
Stritgrere a2t Qq&dﬂl" 1 The service may be done by hand delivery /
speed post / courier and acknowledgement be

Advocaie for the -%ppﬂcam . . .

St Some LT L/\mLLg(_mLQ_. obtained and produced along with affidavit of

) U . compliance in the Registry within four weeks.

—GREP0. o ihe&srgtice’nth& APP\‘}QW Applicant is directed to ﬁle Affidavit of compliance
and notice.

._._AA,-TWDQ\LMR‘CQMF}——' o ,/M,&Q

L‘Qjﬁd% w Cﬂ ‘ Sd/- ==\

“7 —R.B. Malik]
Member (J)
‘ 22.09.2016

(skw) ' :

[PTO



Admin
Text Box

                Sd/-


(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000---2-2015) 18pl.- MAT-I"-2 [,

IN THE IVIAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT
' L Applicant/s
(Advocate )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.. .o )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Teibugaf’s veders or Tribunal's orders
directions und Registrar’s orders
0.A.238/2016
Shri M.A. Patil i ... Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Mah. & ors, ... Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the Ilearned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chogule
"holding for Smt. " K.S. Gaikwad, the Ilearned
. Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 27.10.2016.

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

DATE : D—Q—‘Q\ 6. " | complete paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to

notice that the case would be taken up for final

CORAM ; \ d T :
A g . disposal at the stage of admission hearing.
Hon'hle Sh5 B K. M L., ;! . This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule
AP ) A Vetaber) 3 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
ATTRARANCE: "I (Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the questions such as
ShriSiat. <, A ..\ @ ) c*tlczULL.. limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.
Advoaaiz for the Applicant ' The service may be done by hand delivery /
Shri Swi-wid, cal.: th\@ﬁlﬂ\iﬂ-p\‘—' speed post / courier and acknowledgement be
mPO\tc the Respondwts el :b_ obtained and produced along with affidavit of
o M Ioen_ = compliance in the Registry within four weeks.
, [ Ol Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance
Al Towmn i T and notice,
@-——-" S.0. to 27t October, 2016.
- v
s —
Sd/- S\
7 cq
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
22.09.2016
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The State of Moharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
{Presenting OFFLCETcavsssenesmresass s e e )
___4,___—-—_'/‘—'________*
Otfice Notes, Office Mumorandit of Corut,

Appearance, rribunal’s vrders or ’ Tor 41" s prders

dirvectivns und Registrar’s orders . _‘__,—-f—’—"O’A"l6ﬁei 2bc&6
" N e #,.’_f-._,gf__!_ﬁ’_,_ﬁl,.w,__,__ﬁr_ﬁ,

Shri D.B. Wadile ... Applicant

Vs

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

‘ ‘ Heard Smt. Kavita pawar, the learned:

' Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise,

: the learned Presenting Officer for the

: Respondents. .

. The Applicant was serving as a Clerk in

the Nashik Central Jail. He has been placed

, , under suspension by the order dated 31.8.2016
' . ‘ which is Exh. ‘B’ (Page 14 of the P.B,). In so far

as the interim relief 18 concerned; the Applicant

‘ : has been broadly aggrieved by the fact that the

place of his posting during suspension has been

shown as Latur and gmt. Kavita Pawar, the

_ learned Advocate for the Applicant tells me that

the Applicant is required 10 80 to Latur from

Nashik daily which entails hardship. ~ The

: learned P.O. submits in the first place that this

' order is made under Rule 4 of the Maharashtra -

) Civil Services (Discipline & Appeal) Rules, 1979,

and therefore, there 1s & departmental appeal

‘ _ provided against such an order. As to this
submission of the learned P.O, 1 find that the

word, «ordinarily”  in Section 20 of the

, Administrative T ribunals Act exemplifies the fact

! that there is no total absence of jurisdiction, and

’ | therefore, regard being had to the nature of the
: relief sought as of now, I am disinclined to make

S a short work of the case of the Applicant on this
" technical ground. The record shows that by

‘ representation of 5.9.2016 (Exh. ‘D, Page 17 of

the P.B) the Applicant requested for the place of

nis Head Quarter pending suspension to be

shifted back 1o Nashik. On that, there is No

‘ decision so far taken. No doubt, & period of

. about two weeks have elapsed, but then the

] relief ‘itself of an urgent naturé) \l@may be
decided one way Of the other that is @ different

_ matter, but the decision has got to be taken
o e because depending thereupon, this Tribunal will

L (P10,




()Mce Noteg, Office Memoranda of Coi*am,
Appeurance, Tribunaps orders op Tribunal’s orderg

\\‘
move further. 1, therefore, direct that the

Additiong] Inspector Genera] of Police (Prisons},
ne  may decide the representation. dated

S.0. to g October, 2016. Hamdast
Steno-copy alloweq,

ha
Datn. > o lq{lé Sd/-
O, e
S oo - Member (J)
Hon s e LB, :‘»*IA ljlk’ (‘f;;cm!;erj I 22.09.20 16
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G.C.PYJ 2260 (A) (B0,000—2-2015) . - |Spl.-

MAT-F-2 [2

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisrricT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE (oo J
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... ‘Respondent/s -

(Presenting Officer.........ccccceiv i e ettt )

Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearuncve, Cribunal’s srders or
directions wand Registrar's orders

Tribunal’ s orders

DATE: 92| s

CORAM:

Vica . O

Hega'ble Shei R B. MAL l.\(M mby YS_’l
APPEAFJ oIUE

. o <

StrifSuir, AT - Lo VL'J\OQ_A_,

Advooate for the Appucam

S8t
.,_LJ‘—G—HJ O mr the Rcspordents

-———Adrfm s o 4o 3[\0(1@

-

0.A.405/2016

Smt. P.H. Wig
~ Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

.. Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, -
the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Shri Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant states that the Applicant does not want to
file Rejoinder. Admit. Put up for hearing on 3«
October, 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. : -

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule
Il 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 dehvery /
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.0. to 3rd October, 2016.

. Sd/- b
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
23.09.2016
(skw) ‘ '
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(C.CPY J 2960 (A) (50, 000—2-2015)

|Spl.-

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MAT-I*-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE oot SRS )
versuy
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Cerum,
Appeavance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions snd Registrar's' orders

Tribunal’s orders ~

o)

pate:_22-|q { <
‘\“j\ (;h,i[]nn.
Bon'hle Siv 1. B, MALIK Vrieimber) J

APP .L}AJUﬁ {

e e 2

ShriSoner ‘\’\ Rlment 2=
bz\ad «g{l @ for the Applicsnt. (4-G . C;"QUMQ“QQ
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\\A‘&,L [V, IS N

(<an_ Dory |

M.A.3737/2016 in-O0-A;901/2016

Shri D.A. Shirodkar .. Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents
Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned
Advocate, Smt. K.8. Gaikwad holding for Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents and Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the
learned Advocate for Intervenor.

Issue notice returnable on 27. 10.2016,

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal

" at this stage and separate notice for final disposal

need not be issued.

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve
on Respondents intimation / notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with
complete paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to
notice that the case would be. taken up for :final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

This intimation / notice is ordered under 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. ‘

S.O.‘ to 27th October, 2016. Mr. Lonkar, the
learned Advocate for the Applicant do waive service.

) - -
v Sd/- s
“ (R.B. Malik) “—
Member (J)
9.2016
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(GCPY J 2260 (A)Y (AU, 000—2-2015)

Original Application No.

(Advoucate

1

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN IS TRA

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E

TIVE TRIBUNAL

NMUMBAI
of 20 DistricT
..... Applicant/s
Lversus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Qffice Memoranda of Corum,
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders o

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders -

DATE : Ql\‘%\\é
Howctac She R -

Hui'hle &

. E )
Shri R B MALIK (Member)T_‘

APFi Ha%. ';‘C

Shii Jgms—rr, l< E? E’hq S

1

B e e,u“‘

‘The State of Mah. & ors.

'Lordshlpﬁ/

—EHE5FE0. tor the Respondents _
ko S O - 4 O QI\OhG

G

. 0.A.798/2016

Ms. M.A. Mohite
Vs.

... Applicant

... Respondents

Heard  Applicant in person and Shri K‘.B.
Bhise, the learned .Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. ;

The Applicant submits that the matter has
been heard by the Honble Chairman on a few
occasions, and therefore, it be placed before His
As of today, the matter atand; adjourned
to the next date and if the ApplicantdSo disposed, she
can move the Hon’ble Chairman in the matter of
assignment.

S.0. to 6th October, 2016.

.

ve N
( Sd/- /SQ
(K.B. Malik) *E{j
Mem er (J)
2 9.2016
(skw)
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