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

(Presenting Officer............... et PR T ; )

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

Date : 22.11.2016.

M.A.N0.295 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.715 of 2015 with
M.A.No.296 of 2016 in 0.A.No.715 of 2015

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
- ....Applicant (Ors. Respdt.)

presenting Officer for the Applicant (Org. Respondent) and

DATE - q_')_,h\\l b s ‘Re.spon'dents (Org. Appllcan’;s).
CORAM : _
Hon'ble Justice Shei A, H. Ioshi (Chai 2. In view of the order passed in C.A.No.63 of 2016,
Hoa’ble Shri A% . -

both Miscellaneous Applications are disposed of.
5:.?3:2_‘??:@95 ' /’2
Aéaw%e—:z‘.immfmplmmz CM R“V/ . S Sd‘/' o Sd/-
Shri /St 2.0 Y, ﬂ_’,qv\a\\w (Rdjiv Agddwal) (A.H. Josifi|.)
C.ED /PO, for the Respondent/s (07¥) ﬁ'ff _ Vice-Chairman rals Chairmaiy

prk

Ady. Tn.._."A's ﬂmf paer 0@9% "7
C-A. C’%’?"’ié b ot m;;chfp’

WedpPesed of- .
)

~

[PTO.

Versus

S.R. Shitut _ '

- | e R Respondents. (Ors.Applits.)
3. Heard Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief-

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


Admin
Text Box
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. Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections and Registrar's ovders

Tribunal’s orders

BATR: 2.2—[“ //
CORAM: -
Hou'Me Shri. RAITV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chairmen)
‘Mon'ble Shri R. B, MALIR (Mewber) J—
APPEARANCE : :

e p R gﬁ&aﬂL
Advooss e Arpces

Locigala

Shri Smt T,
Mmmmm
A T o Y [1 6

‘uumd
Pcm:/k %{i

. promotion from Class-IV

l

" 0.A.No. 649/2014

Shri S.S. Sonawane ... Applicant

V/s.

The State of Méh. & ors. .. Respondents

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

This Original Apphcatlon was operned for

.f_rthe arguments on  17.6.2016 and has been

heard on a few occasions but still the hearing is
in conclusive. It is a matter of some regret that
in fact both the sides have not placed either full
facts by - way of pleadings or by way of
submissions = or documents.  These facts
disclosed that the applicant ‘who is seeking -
to Class-III ‘and
resultant seniority came to be promoted in 2005
but ultimately the said order was cancelled on
8.12.2006. The case apparently is that he did

" not join the duties on the promotional post at

the place of posting. Then in the year, 2010 he
was promoted and which promotion was
accepted by him. He is seeking deemed date
from- 2005. A few important documents which
have figured thus far have not been produced on

. vecord and some confusion is there because it is

difficult to establish unbroken link.

~ We, therefore, direct both the- sides to -
make sure a proper compilation of documents be
place on record the copies of the documents
which are already filed along with the O.A. and -
those relevant documents that have not been

~produced so far.

The respondents shall also place on réjcord
the information regarding the promotion from
Class-1V to Class-III made during the year 2006-
2010.

—

S.0. to 13.12.2016.

Sd/- Sd/-
(RBAMALIK™ " (RAJIY AGARWAT) ™
MEMBER (J) VICE-CHAIRMAN
22.11.2016

22.11.2016

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

IN TI-IE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUIVIBAI
Original Application No.”  * ' " = of 20 ] c o Thgggy TS
' - ; SO S Applicant/s
(Advocate ............. R e e W A TN, N ™, )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(PresentingOfﬁcer.................;.....................‘ ............................. )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders J
0.A No 546/2016
Shri A.L Jadhav ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri R.G Panchal, learned advocate
"for_" the. applicant and Ms Savita Suryavanshi,
holding for Smt K.S Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the '_Respoﬁdents.

DATE_: 2_2_}“\] B ) ‘ Affidavit in reply has been filed. Shri
g?:::“ \Qr:g]u m% l/do\ &V} 4 Panchal states that he does not wish to file
Hon’ble Shri M. Rameshkumar (Member) A re_]mnder '

ai R urE i
Shri/Sant Q 4‘ ?Gﬂ d‘&—) Y E O A is admitted. PIace for final hearing on
Advocats for the Applicant - 1.29.11.2016.

Shri 5. ., Y. 5. GaWE g
C.PO/PO. forthe ¥ *{espondent/s

sy To DAY S0 99|y Sd/- !
: o : (Rdjiv Agddwal)
547/ . . Vice-Chairman

(ARG
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_——————

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50, 000-—-2 2015) 3 ISp] MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUlVIBAI
OriginalAPplicaﬁon"Nb:‘ s g : . '.l"'r_-f)_IS'l“ll?uCT'”.
: T y deur . Ap[.)jlicanf;/s
0 S S T Sy LR It S o I )
versus

© The State of Maharaéhtra‘ and others

..... Respondent/s

(Presenting V230 ir S AR T R N Ay T L K ity i)
Office Notes, Ofﬂoe Memoranda of Coram, o g 3
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
. directions gnd Reg‘fstrar’s orders . ’ .
22.11.2016
0.A No 705/2016
Shri M.B Sonawane .. Applicant

i VS,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Réspondents

"Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Ms Savita -
: S'uryavanéhi, ho-lding for Ms Archané B.K,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

DATE: 7—-”\ \\\\ ':' ? P Affidavit in rejoinder is filed.

Hon bl\, Y‘" B I) :

Hmmmmm* = - O.Ais admitted. Respondents may file sur-
APPEARANCE: - | rejoinder, if need be.

Shrigmt. i B (bme]lmy\dlaa/

Advocate for the Applicant - Place for final hearing on 6.12.2016.

)ﬂjSmt Toie 5\\'{\3'0. “Gﬂ%]
C.P.C/PO. for the Kespondent/s g

£ Sd/-
A ‘ = [Raljiv Agdiwal)
% : Vice-Chairman

[PTO.
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           Sd/-


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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBAI
Original Application No. “* " " of 20 e L i :
: 1R : e T . Applicant/s
(Advocate ................ P P L e s e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and ot-herst
S e R T TR e R Respondent/s
(PresentingQfﬁcer...........a:......‘......; ......................................... )
Ofﬁcg Notes, Office Memoranda 61’ Coram, ) 5
Appearance, Tribunal’s. orders or 3 ; Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 2
22.11.2016
'‘0.A No 1105/2015
- Shri N.M Dhumal . ... Applicant

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

Heard Ms Swati- Manchekar, learned
~advocate' for the applicant and Ms Savita
Suryavarnshi, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

On instructions, - learned Advocate Ms

Swati Manchekar seeks leave of this Tribunal to

DATE : Q;Lh\h G | AR withdraw the Original Application.

ganM s o v Agavue) <ull) . |

Hm‘ bf“ S Leave to withdraw the Original Application
on’ i3 Parnac] 12

APFEARANCE ' ! is granted and Original Application stands
!J l‘(‘h . o

,SthmL .9 ‘‘‘‘‘ {’ Mandh ,/ ‘| disposed of as withdrawn with no order as to

Advmatcforﬂ;eﬁuphcam : costs. :

Sheb /St 52 SWYANEYR]
C.P.O/P.O. for the "{esﬁondent/s

: e ’ Sd/-
- AdyTo GH 9’\1*‘4} JJ;(‘D?&J' c-(‘ 4 : (Ralfiv Agatwal) ~
NMW) ‘ : 1 . | Yice~Chainnan '

e

(PTO.


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

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL .
Original Application No. Cof 20 - j . Districr _
; ’ ' LR Applicant/s
(Advocate ......... ) I
' versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
_ il ‘Respon'dent/s
(Prese iR B OICRT 1. . st sslbamorsisnsorsenrsnsisisssvob Soiksinssssssnbarsbin, )
Office Notes, Office Mem‘o‘mndu of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
2211 2016
0.A No 1025 /2016
Shri J.K Pawr - .. Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra 8 Ors... Respondents
1, Heard Ms Swat1 Manchekar, learned

DATE : c_va\ Wk
o e F S
HOMMM{TM&W).A
APP«ARAN CE:

She/Smt, 1, - Man Chf-u"\'f

Advecate far the Applicant

ShrH/Smt. : 5 5%4‘0017\%]
C.P.O/PO. for the Respondent/s

20|1Lh16:

Adjy. To,

Bz

~

IR Issue

advocate . for - the applicant and Ms Savita
Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. :
notice before ~admission made
returnable on 20.12.2016.,

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

" disposal need not be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to
serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, al ong

- with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is

put to notice that the case would be taken up for
final d1sposal at the stage of admission hearing.

5. This ,in_timation / notice is ordered under

‘Rule - 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative

Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the
questions such as limitation and alternate
remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of comphance
and notice.,

7. 8.020.12.2016.

Sd/-
“(Rdfjiv Agagwal)
- Vice-Chairman
Akn ; » [PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2016) : _ {Spl- MAT-F2 E.-

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicatio 6. * = -~ #%" "~ of 90 Y Drgmiier i
i L A ST Applicant/s
CORAROBRER iivs i s sanss i i samepes rsnensbessnbssnb riasibs suaan )
pérsus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
" (Presenting Officer........ S AT R O e RS R A1) SRR o)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, "
Appeararce, Tribunal’s orders or ‘ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ] -
22.11.2016
0O.A No 1022 /2016
Shri D.D Navghare ... Applicants

v Ns. .
~The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1. Heard Ms Swati Manchekar, learned
-advocate for the applicant and Ms Savita
Suryavanshi, learned Presentmg Officer for the
Respondents.

2 Issue n'otice before admission rnadé
- returnable on 20.12.2016. -

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

DATE: m,\“h L dispdsal need not be issued.

EOR;EM \Qdﬂ] v Pake) L] ¢ | 4. Applicant is authorized and directed to
hIE serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
Hﬂﬂ'ble Shri M. Rameshkumar(Member)A | hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
APPEARANCE : ‘wffi‘trltcomglete t}f)a;pg' book of Ol.g.bRisiondentfis
- : i ok put to notice that the case would be taken up for
—She/Simt. 1.2 P Manch T - _ final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.
AdvocatcfurtheApphcant i % : :
Shei/Smt. :..& SUWWY d\l)ﬁ‘ﬂ%] ' 5. ~ This intimation / notice is ordered under
C.PO/P.O. for the Respondent/s ‘ Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative
Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the
Ady. To ‘]?«P 16 : questions: such as limitation and alternate

remedy are kept open.

: ﬁ 6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.

- Applicant is directed to, file afﬁdawt of comphance
and notlce

i S.020.12.2016.

Sd/-
\ISqULY Mgt wal)
Vice-Chairman
Akn _ (PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50 000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT- F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.» '« &0 of 20 “ DISTRICT
- 1 ' ..... Applicant/s
: , . 3
L L R e S L B R ST )
versus k
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Progenting CIBCET.. .ol s ioseiissssssisassinseronsessanniiasiorsssaihsnss innnnhs )
Office Notes, Officé Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders ¢ 7
22.11.2016
0.A No 891 I2016
Shri M.P Babar _ ... Applicant .

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors.. Respo’ndents

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

2 [ssue notice before admission made
returnable on'2_0.12.2016.-. :

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

b AT - 0-_,’};“"; L ‘ disposal need not be issued. | _
' STQTRIAM—-— m : \Qfa'., m aywe) 4V ¢) 4,  Applicant is authorized and directed to
on’ble ; s serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
Hon'ble-Shei M_Rameshkumar (Memher) A hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
APPEARANCE : ‘ . with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is

put to notice that the case would be taken up for
ﬁnal disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

Sheigne 1. VR, Jaﬁéc-!ﬁ-

Advocate for the Applicant ; . ;

Shri /Smt. : A 3. UN‘\M)B«\**— S, This intimation / notice is ordered under

C.P.0/ P.O. for the Respondent/s Rule 11 .of the Maharashtra Administrative
) iy Tribunal - (Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the

Adg.Tn 2aliabib o questions such as limitation and alternate

remedy are kept open.

ﬁ‘lﬁ/ 6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
| obtained and produced along with affidavit of

~ compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is dlrected to file affidavit of compliance
and not1ce

7. 8.020.12.2016.

Sd/-
(Rdjiv Agadwal)
: Vice-Chairman.
Akn : ; [RTO.
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: (G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Sp] MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVF TRIBUNAL
Original ApplicationNo.” "' * """ of 20, eim e T Py

¥ ' e STRTEE e P9 4 Applicant/s
(60 L7 o AN ORI i A o b )

versus !

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........cocoeviiiniins ...... )
Office Notes, Offic_e Memoranda of Coram, i

Appenrance, Tribunal’s orders or 2 : =i Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders : :

22.11.2016 ,

"0.A No 1087 /2016
‘Shri M.M Jagtap ... Applicant

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

it Heard Shri  A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate for the applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2. I'ssue notice before admission made
returnable on 20.12.2016. :

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

DATE: _ %Uu||d

CORAM ey 4. Apﬁlicant is authorized and directed to

l\wdr_l (\/]9 _serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of

Hon'hie dustios e ; p : i :
H:n” e b hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
B o with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
APPEAR. ';'a'}z, put to notice that the case would be taken up for
ShrifGene. <. ,,q \[ -{b.ﬂ.ﬂp\.). Nod el final disposal at the stage of‘ admission hearing.
Advocate for tae Applicant, - 5. This intimation '/ notice is ordered under
shri /8. : W DI Rule 11 of the Maharashtra ~Administrative
CRG/ PO far the Respondent/s Tribunal « (Procedure)- Rules, 1988, and the
: questions such as limitation and alternate
Ady. To Seltihe,. . remedy are kept open.

‘b‘q:/ 6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
' speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

7. S.020.12.2016.

Sd/-
(R&ljiv Aglkwal)
Vice-Chairman

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI . .
Original Application No.™ = "™ ™' of 20 Digtrict
: ..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ........ N A RS T S )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others -
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer...... ..., lyscecicoiposcsaens e I )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ]
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
22.11.2016
0.A No 1088/2016
Shri P.D Kalebere ... Applicant
Vs. : .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

DATE: 2 2hn)jtb

%S;l?ﬁ% : WSI' ) IE@‘!‘JV' éaoff A\I,Iy
Hooble Shei M- Rameshlumar (Member) A
APPEARANCE :

Shri/Simg. s 'Pr‘\l @qr\;]w#ﬁ’/
Advoeate for the Applicant

s .. T Ghe
0/ PO for the Kespondent/s

Ad). To ‘\"/\JG :

[

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar,
advocate for the applicant and Ms Neelima Gohad
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission made

returnable on 20.12.2016.

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

4. Applicant_ is authorized and directed to

serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is
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 11m1tat10n and alternate
remedy are kept open

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

speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
cornphance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notlce :

i S.020.12.2016.

Sd/-
(Rajiv Agarwal)
Vice-Chairman

[PTO.

learned -

T
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.. MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ~ " of 20 ' Distiict ;
: ' .. 'Applicant/s
(Advocate..........:....' ....... N e it i T
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
e S Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer:......c.ccvviiriiiieiiesieeensaenens elig b 4o PR
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, )
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registray’s orders g
122.11.2016
0.A No 1021/2016
Shri J.L Kshirsagat .. Applicant '
- N8, o ; _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

pate: 22wt :
Q-Q&A__M_ % § : ‘“ :

Hon'big du -r|,ll' —Fersh 4 AV,(?
APPEARANCE : '

S St .H“&MMLMMY

Advieats for the Applicant

SheSmt. 1. K05 4&1\4\00-4
CPO/P 0. for the Respondent/s

RATSIOY

Adj. To i

Heard Shri A.lV_ Bandiwadekar, learned

advocate * for the .applicant, Mrs ‘Kran>ti S.
Gaikwad, '

Respondents no 1 & 2 and Shri M.D Lonkar,

~ learned advocate for Respondent no. 3.

Learned P.O files affidavit in reply.
Learned Advocaté Shri Lonkar states that he will
file affidavit in reply within two days and give
copy to learned advocate for the Applicant and
learned P.O.

Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar

seeks two weeks’ time to file rejoinder.

S.0't0 6.12.2016.

Sd/-

(Rdjiv Agatwal) =~
Vice-Chairman

[BTO.

learned Presenting Officer for the
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

[Spl.+ MAT-F-2 E.

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

DATE: "‘7/] ubhe
g‘l‘?;éu__. " Y
Hrm"tri;.*a_ | d,\/UUa.} 2 vh)

APPEARANCE :

b At

-Advocate for the Applicant .

ST /5.t T3 Y RED M7
C.R.O/P.O. for the Respondent/s

Ady To.... 2012 b.

B A

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ' DistRICT \
= 3 Abplicantfs
(Advocatg ............................................................. )
versus.
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........ccomiiniinmiii i )
Office Notes, Office Mem.orandn of Coram, -
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders -
directions and Registrar’s orders
22.11.2016
0.A No 1085/2016
Shri B.B Thakur ... Applicant

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

1. Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for the -applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. :

2 Issue notice before admission made

returnable on 20.12.2016.

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

disposal need not be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to
serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date of
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent is

~ put to notice that the case would be taken up for

final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

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

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be
obtained and produced along with affidavit of
compliance in the Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance
and notice.

. S.0 20.12.2016.

Sd/-
{Rajiv Agar'wal)
Vice-Chairman
Akn ) : . [PTO.
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Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeun‘uﬁue, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Pon’vle Shri R. B, MALIK (Member) ——
APQEAAAM:B:

“'_“""""’EEE % PO - §
T CROPOfor the Respondans

| e _@‘.AS.M »

= _C:U,gpog'écj D p— ﬁ%

O.A.No. 626 & 627/2016

Shri D.K. Dhiware & Anr. ... Applicant

V/s.

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

-

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smt Archana
B.K., the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
- Respondents.

The learned P.O. presents before us the
Government’s communication of the Divisional
Commissioner, Nasik dated_21.11.2016_. The
. -same is taken on record and in view thereof both
the = Original Applications have worked
themselves out. The Government has obviously
decided to act in accordance with our earlier
judgment in the matter of O.A. 626/2016, dated ]
1:12.2015. Since the entire communication is
placed on record and treated as Government’s
undertaking, no more clarification is necessary.
As far as the original Applicant, Shri Milind
Kulthe is concerned he is also seeking in this
O.A. the promotion as per his seniority. The
Government m:iy consider his. case. for
promotion to the post of Tahsildar and if found
eligible appropriate decision will be taken.

Both

the Originalr Applications, 0hae_
accordingly, disposed of with no order as to cost. %_
Hamdast.
3 r
Sd/- Sd/- |
v v T T ——
(R.B. MALIK) (RAJY AGERIWAL)
MEMBER (J) VICE-CHAIRMAN
22.11,2016 22.11.2016

(vsm) -
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(G,0.P,) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2018)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA’I‘IVE TRIBUNAL

1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

Qri_ginal ApplicationNo, . of' 20 Dis ‘
: ik i 4 DISTRICT *
= e Applicant/s
(Advocate ,...... R M R I oE eyt )
- versus’
The State of Mahara,shtta and others
| ' , R e e e R Respondent/s
_ (Presentiqg_ Qﬁicqg ........ S evitrsheny ST 5 )
Offica Nutas. Ofﬂce Memorandn of Om.vnm.
&ppeurunud, Trlbunal'a uqurﬂ or . :
A direoﬁoni and Reﬂstrar‘s urdava Tﬂ‘bunal's gz s
0.A.411/2016
Shri B.N. Chavan Apphcant

;gg{g,z(ni(g |

Rou'ble Sbri R. B, MALIK (Member) T
P P -1
Mhuw

peptx/,o Lec:\ bm \%2
Adj

Vs.

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

Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in-reply of Respondents 1 & 2 taken on
record. The OA proceeds without the Affidavit-in- reply of
Respondent No. 3. Adjourned for Rejoinder to the
ASffidavit of Respondents 1 & 2 to 6t December, 2016.

g.0. to 6th Decembet, 2016.

Sd/- A\
B. Malik) -
Member (J)
22.11.2016

(skw)

[PEQ.


Admin
Text Box

             Sd/-


(G,GP) J 2260 (A) (60,000~82-2015)

IN THE M_AI—IARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No. o.f;

CAGRORBEE (... it it v snierisiis oy sosesvsgt¥oeaperronth

[t >

[8pl.- MAT-F-2 E,

" DisTRICT

0 ;
: h Ap}iﬁcpntfs

IR

. persus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presentmgofﬂcer L

Respondent/s
R

MEPEAL PRI R ILY

Ofﬂae Nutes, Oﬁﬂce Memenanﬂq ol' Qorum,
Appeumnue, Tribunal's orders or
: _d;ggctlona anc_l Registrar's’ orders

Tribunal’.s orders

M e Sii R B, MALIE (Meabor) T—
APPEARANCE : :

s D B conclicoxndotien
Advosn for o Appliceet

c.‘!m‘ga clhaina B l<

oA
___“i_k__ﬂrppi\'ccuﬁ—‘_'
DA ey Acﬁw‘l’q

e ks

'b'!/t.

‘| The State of Mah. & ors. -

Vi

0.A.963/2016

Shri B.J. Chougule
Vs.

... Applicant

Res‘pondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekax‘, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Affidavit-in-Rejoinder 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 / motice 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 delivéry / 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.

w h Sd/-

: alik) 2-<" '
Member (J)
22.11.2016

—(skw)

[REO.


Admin
Text Box
                Sd/-


()fﬂeé Notes, Office Memornonda of Coram,
*Appearance, Tribunal's orders or

directions and Registrar’s

orders

Tribunal’s.orders

PATE: Q_.?—l“((g
QORAM

fon’ble Shri K. B. MALIR (Member) T

it AR lm_\%&..

Advonss for @ Mgl
i S e

ﬁ Qs WS DS&"CD

S
L sawice

M.A.406/2016 in O0.A.862/2016

Shri A.J. Telvekar & Ors. ... Applicants
Vs. _
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

I have perused the record and proceedings and
heard the submissions of both the sides.* Although the
Applicant prays for stay to the entire proceedings of
promotin, I am of the opinion that the interest of both the
sides would subserve by an order that whatever happens
during the pendency of this OA shall be subject to the
ultimate outcome hereof and ultimately,.the order of the
Tribunal shall prevail. With this, MA stands dlsposed of
with no order as to costs.

Affidavits having been completed and the learned
Advocate for the Applicant having ‘gseﬁ’ made a statement
that the Rejoinder is not to be filed, the OA is admitted.
Liberty to mention granted.

Ti'ibunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notlce 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. .

Sd/-
A B Malik{ "
Member (J) :

22.11.2016
(skw)


Admin
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                     Sd/-


versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondeat/s
e R P I NN SOOIy SO - OO N Ty B )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . 'Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders i
| 22.11.2016
0.A No 606/2016
- Shri A.R Kharat

Advocate for the Applicant

: \

C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondeat/s

?;dj. To_ﬂ'dm.l"}‘saiqu.lﬂl.(’ A

e

... Applicant
Vs. -

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shfi A.V Bandiwadekar, learned
advocate -for the applicant and Ms Savita
Suryavanshi, holding for Ms Archana B.K,

learned Presenting Officer for-the Respondents.
' Affidavit in rejoinder is filed.

O.A is admitted. Respondents may file sur-

rejoinder, if need be..

Place for final hearing on 6.12.2016.

Sdi-
(Rdfiv Agirwal)

Vice-Chairman

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

g MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ' DISTRICT
et oL st a R R B~ o o8 Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE oiieareysvessavisononarammsasenrss L N L “)
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer......... L A e u i SR R S Y. . )

Office Notes, Office Mamoranda of Coram, i
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders y

Date : 22.11.2016.
C.A.No.136 of 2014 in 0.A.No.275 of 2010
Dr. B.B. Bihajdar & Ors. ’ ....Applicants.
1 ; .| Versus
.‘l ! | : The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 215 Respondents.
| i ! . 1: Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan the learned Advocate

. SR for the Applicants and *Smt. K.S. Gaikwad., the learned

‘ : . Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

l o ' 2. Learned P.O. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the

“ ' e | Respondents states as follows :-

DATE: Ml\‘].ﬁ . e Shg would advise the Government to re-examine
: + : the matter and ensure total compliance of the
CORAM ; : order, keeping in with the letter of spirit as
Hon'irle Justice ShriA. H. Joshi (Chairman) contained in the order passed in O.A. allowing it in
Hon't terms of prayer clause 15 (a) of the O.A..

Shii ":m,t rErNe

A%%Eﬁi%z ;Ee Apumntm
Hi Sho/8mt. : | oSS 4*' i . _ .
| C.PO7 PO, for the Respondent/s 4. Stenc copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.

il Ady To 9-—'_5 \-,/U Y S&N C.el{}y Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the

), H“V\J“;)—, U a..}/gultg 7‘1L4 fO' Responhents.

Ead‘j {) 3. For reporting steps as complied, adjourned to

|

1l

‘, l APP; ARANCE:
| 23.12.2016.

‘ , L ' ' ' ; ‘ Chairman
prk




(G.CP.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ' " (Spl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Orig‘lﬂalApplication‘No".": el of '20l | V’ : 'DIéTRICT | |
' R '.f‘Ap;ﬂicanp/s
(Advocate'...,....., ..... ......... s )
versus

~ The State of Maharéshtrg and others

b s Respondent/s

(Presenting T YT (B S SESR C IR P s 8 RO
Ot'hce Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders . G A No.52 of 2015 in O. A No.315 0f 2014
Shri S.E. Pawar ; _ ..Applicant
eI - :
‘The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Hear‘dr Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO prays for two weeks time for enabling to

report total compliance of the order of this Tribunal.

3. S.0.102.12.2016. ' 9.

'LL\ nll b A 11 Joshi,

: e _ : : ‘Chairman
- Hon'lly Jmli\:e Shri A H. Joshi (Chairman) : 22.11.2016

ume-sw-f—&mmkmmrﬁﬁmbeﬁv\ | (sg)

J\P-‘ L E\.& “’.NCE

'-bhm M fb A fbmA W.)G&!LQY
Au soate for the Applicant

.Sb.uvnsml. Kol quk\‘-‘-)c-fl

C.FG /RO, for the Respondent/s

“Ady. To Q-“‘ 17’} 2elb:

g

[PTO.




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBALI
Original Application No, ~ “+#* ' of 20 > R ) (=) ) (o, G
: ‘ BPE Ry " ... Applicant/s
(Advpcaf;a' ......... e B S oot o 00, e Y : 3]
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Pr_esenting Oﬁicer ....................... LT 0 =X .................... 1}
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, A
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dlrectlom and Registrar’s orders C A. No 60 of 2015 in O.A. NO 1013 of 2014
|
\ ' '
“ Smt. M.V. Dgshmukh ..Applicant
| 3 , ’ ; s N e
i | The State of Maharashtra & Ors. " ..Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learﬁed Advocate for the
‘ 7 ’ Applicant and  Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned
| - i Ay i Presenting Officer holding for Shri K.B. Bhise, learned
‘ 7 ' | Presenting Officer for the Respondents. ;

2. Ld. PO on instructions from Shri L.G. Dhoke, Dy.
| Secretary, Tribal Development Department, Mantraaya
states that two more weeks is required for total

compliance of the order.

B In view of the request of Ld. PO adjourned to

DATE: 'l—V/fuf/ A

CORAL : ¥ 21.12.2016.
" Hon’bie Justice Shii A, H. Joshi (Chairman) ‘ & {
ton hia : L hon . , F g e - 5
: i 1
' AVEEARANCE ; e < 5,
‘ syt 122 Lorker : - A H. Joshi,
' _ Chairman

Advocate for the Applicant \
Shei /Smt. 5 ﬁ‘\Y‘iNm%} }\014)’9 (Sg])
Yot ia) FO for tht, 1%,es. *Bent/s {

|
- R KB o7 Kofs
; Ady. To q"’l]))’ ll’

& - 3

il ~

22.11.2016

[PTO.



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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ApplicationNo. ~ * = "' of 20 L ety T
: : BE P R - Applicant/s
(AAVOCATE ...ooseiaeryinns s sassresanesel
versus
The State of Maharashtr:a and others
..... Réspondent/s
(Presenting Officer........... N R S R RS e AR
Office Notes, :Ofﬁco Memorand;l of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : ji o R Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders C.A. No.74 0of 2016 in 0.A. No.153 Of 2012
Shri R\B-Ekatpure : Applicant
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ..Respondents

: ~ Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the
Applicant has filed leave note. Heard Miss Neelima
Gohad, learned Presentmg Officer for the Respondems

2. 14.PO states that operative part contained in para
8 of the order passed by this Tribunal in OA
No.153/2012 has been complied with.

3 It is seen that the delay in compliance seems to be
for one year and three momhs and no explanation and

apology has come forward.

DATE: _ 2° L : '
cﬁii- ?—M ‘ - 4. At thls stage Ld. PO further. states that she would
b il B ' i J

- Hoa'vie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) ascertain whether the respondents are likely to file
1ot She-M-—Ramest . ’
e dumartMember) A | affidavit for apology and requests for time.
APPEARANCE : i : -

%MUL ha’u' o{ 4\' f F‘M\ju’ 5. Atthe request of Ld. PO adjoumed t022.12.2016.
Advacate %@phcant ' -

Shii /Smt. st ? .
C.P.O/RO. for the {espondeut/s

Ad). To 9‘“”!1”“ e

Chalrman‘

| TH 0 2112016

(sgi)

- [eTO.




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ety of 20° . DisrricT
..... Applicant/s
AV DR R 5 s vs siivonsssss vesiissosnansnsuanfsasassunsasishesmnianneny )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........cccoeeens Loty i e At Wiinansy o S )
“ Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders =
Date : 22.11.2016.
0.A.No.444 of 2016
Dr. R.V. Jadhav ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri P.S. Bhavake, the learned Advocate for

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

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri P.S. Bhavake for the

- (a) Amendment is not served on the

|
i Applicant states as follows :-
‘ Respondents.

4 QL} L ]
§‘ % -”,, (b) Copy would be served on the Respondents
CORAM: . , : .
, paciaze e . ; : today itself and one copy would be given to
Al Chy X hi Chﬂlrmm) » .
| Hoa b‘? J"‘sﬁce ShriA. H. Joshi ( Lo the representation of the Respondent to
Shri Namdev G. More, Administrative

I . Aeite | RANCE: Officer, Civil Hospital, Kolhapur who is
. ki ‘P’.Q.())}\'A\lay c_/- i : personally present in Fhe Tribunal, kn!-‘“p
A9 “m’ﬂ’e]‘i‘;p‘gm ' i 3. Learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for the Respondents
: !” 'm( A Y erreaesibessesseraee ) i i
C.F D i ;’D for the Respondentfs . states that reply would be filed within two weeks. .
{ /Agj. Ta - 5,’!”)"’ s : 4 S0.to 08.12.2016.
i o
i ’ ' . (AH JoshiJ)
: Chairman
prk
r

! L. el : i [PTO.




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No.  of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(A AVOOREE s oursevnsssvivss s Combnans mis fishe sssconmonasssryraragoes )
versus
The State of Ma;harashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........coiceveeevencans ot S e D 3

Oftice Notes, ()ﬂ'xu Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuarance; T ibunal’s or ders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

C.p.0/PO. for the Respondentls

Ady. To Ih ?’}),é

Date : 22.11.2016.
0.A.No.41 of 2016

S.B. Sawant. ....Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1 Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for

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

Officer for the Respondents.

23 Learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for the Respondents

states that affidavit is ready and a week’s time may be

~ granted to file the affidavit.

3. Time as prayed for is granted.
(JI\-U,I
Hr'ble Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chalrman) ' ' i
4, In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 01.12.2016.
Bhageg: e Sk "J"
Advocate for the Apphcant
1 }\d v
Shri/Smt. : Chairman

prk

[PTO.




Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,

. Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or

divections und Registrar’s ovders

Tribunal’s orders

DATR:__ 'J—H]\h G

CORAM :

Hon’ble Just.ce Shei A. H. Joshi (Chairmar)
APPEARANCE : - iR
Shrvse. 1 220 Pandiwedder,
Advocate for the Applicant

St 1. K56 AU
C.P.0/P.0O. for the ' espondent/s

Ad). To....r...ll.l.?./.l.: éf’lﬂ"‘é’ﬁ;h{?#

s

|
\ Stero cepy ‘”"“‘79 s L.f-0-

Date : 22.11.2016.

0.A.N0.1056 of 2015
A.A. Jagdale. ....Applicant.
Versus i
" - The Stéte of Maharashtra & Ors. ....,Respondents.
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Adecate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the -

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned P.0. Smt.  K.S. Gaikwad for the
Respondents states as follows :-

{a) - Orders are issued on 17.11.2016, granting
to the Applicant deemed date as claimed by
her. '

(b)  Copy of order is tendered for-pergsal.

3. . On perusal of the drder, it reveals that Applicant
has not been granted consequential benefits of difference

in pay and allowance.

4, Learned P.O. is called to take instruction§ as to
whetﬁei’ this dgcision is taken with ‘due sense of
responsibility, considering the entitlement of the Applicant
ahd failure on the part of the Respondent who has led the

Applicant to file present O.A.

-5, -Learned P.O. prays for one week time and if

necessary take corrective action in this regard.
6. Time as prayed for is granted.
7. . Adjourned to 01:12.2016.

8. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

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

Respondents.

prk




Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Coruam,
Appearance, Tribunaul’s orders or

divections and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate:__ 2Unllh

CORAM : 4 :

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
APPEARANCE :

shrigen 1 R YHlg. 4
Advocate for the Apphicant

Shei/Smt, . ALLEANA. 0. K.
C.P.0/ P.O. for the Respondent/s

a2, Shzra Cefy
Lrampal 15 el ds PO

N

Date : 22.11.2016.

0.A.N0.469 of 2015 with 0.A.N0.470 of 2015 with
. 0.A.N0.471 of 2015 (Subject : Transfer)

p.K. Khandale (0.A.N0.469/2015)
A.R. Ghume (0.A.N0.470/2015)

s.D. Mane (0.A.N0.471/2015) ....Applicants. -
Versus

The State of Maharashtra &O0rs. . Respondents.
1.4 - Heérd Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the

Applicants and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. learned P.O. Smt. Archana BK. for the
Respondents on instructions from Shri 5.V. Potare, Under
Secretary, | Home Department, Mant‘r_alaya, states as

follows :-

(a) The draft Affidavit common to all the three
Origina! Applications, is prepared in O.A.No
469 of 2015. ' i

~(b) The ‘said affidavit of Shri K.P. Bakshi,
Additional Chief Secretary (Home) is ready
and it would be filed during the course of the
day.

~ (c) G.A.D has taken stand that Transfer Act will
' be applied to the persons of the category of

the Applicants. '
=F Learned P.O. for the Respondents was called to
state as to whether the competent authority who has
issued impugned order is going to withdraw the impugned

order.

4. - For reporting the steps as would be "taken,

adjourned to 01.12.2016.

5. * Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..
Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the '

Respondents.




UBI'SU;S‘
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s :
(Presenting Officer......... A T e L ey ey )

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

Date : 22.11.2016.

C.A.N0.99 of 2014 in 0.A.No0.684 of 2011

D.N. J_adhév ‘ ....Applicant.
Versus ey ; ;
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

i Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,. the learned

P,resenting Officer for the Respondents. ‘

2.  learned P.O. Smt.- KS. Gaikwad for the
Respondents prays for two weeks’ time for reporting
compliance of revision of Applicant’s pension and payment

of difference of commutation. -

| DATE; "Qw\‘\\\,l ¢

CORAM : 3 Time as prayed for is granted. .
Hon’ble Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman)

4. S.0.t020.12.2016.° 3\

-

(A.H. ]OShl}
Chairman

prk
Ads, To 0"9\\"'} b ;

(PTO.




(Presenting Officer.......... i

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

................. L g,

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

Tribunal’s orders

page:_ 2L
Hor'tle Justice Shei A, H.
vV

Hon’tle Shr

Shi/ Gt . \Qa}(‘)\vv\rﬂ‘ \4‘0{»0-

Advesatefor the Applicant ¢ R 67?/
Sttt /Sap 20N Gandiedcier
C.EO /PO, for the Respondent/s (074 ﬂ)

Ag;To_:ﬁSQwMUf%ﬁfA Y
. ¢35 26, both m);cﬂfp].
e dsPesed of-

)Fﬁ
5"’6(/

-~

Date: 22.11.2016.

M.A.No.295 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.715 of 2015 with
M.A.No._296 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.715 of 2015

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
. ....Applicant (Ors. Respdt.)
Versus - .

S.R. Shitut _
' .....Respondents. (Ors.Applits.)

¥ Heard Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief
presenting Officer for the Applicant (Org. Respondent) and

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

Respondents (Org. Applicants). ;

5 In view of the order passed in C.A.N0.63 of 2016

both Miscellaneous Applitations are disposed of. /!2

(2l

—
I

(A.H. Jostfi[).)
Chairmak

) Lf
(Rajiv Ag wal)
“\Iice-Chairman

prk
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.55 OF 2016
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.930 OF 2014

Smt. Suvarna A. Joshi ..Applicant

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar — Advocate for the Applicant

Miss Savita Suryawanshi - Presenting Officer for the Respondents

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

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the Applicant

and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.
2 Ld. PO states that:

()

 Proposal is sent for calling second meeting of DPC for
considering the applicant’s case in view that upon
upgradation of ACR the applicant has become eligible for

being considered for the post of Associate Professor of
Microbiology.

(b) 2 months time is required for convening meeting of DPC by

the GAD in view of upgradation of Applicant’s ACRs which
now qualify her for consideration for promotion.
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3. It is seen that Smt. Medha A. Gadgil, Additional Chief Secretary,
Medical Education & Drugs Department, Mantralaya has filed her first
affidavit on 19.8.2016. It is seen that affidavit was filed in furtherance to
the order of this Tribunal seeking certain explanation. Similarly, another

affidavit was filed on 12.10.20 16.
4. This latter affidavit dated 12. 10.2016 is in relation to:

(a) The modalities to be adopted by the Secretaries after the
orders of the Tribunal are received.

(b)  Statement that the respondents had placed applicant’s case
before DPC, and the DPC had found that applicant is not
eligible for promotion because her ACRs were not upto bench
mark and that the adverse decision was communicated to the
applicant.

5. From perusal of affidavits and the development which has been
disclosed today, it prima facie appears that the manner in which the
matter has been handled by the contemnor leads to inferences which

could be as follows:

(a) Applicant’s case was pending for upgradation of the ACR, and
this fact was very well within the knowledge of contemnor and
the department.

(b) By totally disregarding the said fact and information, the
contemnor has placed the applicant’s case before the DPC.

(c) One does not need special intelligence and brilliance to know
that if applicant’s ACRs were not upto mark what decision the
DPC could have taken and, therefore, placing applicant’s case
before DPC was premature,

(d) Despite pendency of applicant’s representation  for
upgradation of ACRs the proposal was sent for constitution of
DPC, and this act was done as a ritual and as an empty
formality to avoid the blame of committing contempt.

¥
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(e) By these acts an attempt is made to mislead the applicant as
well as to mislead this Tribunal.

6. The attitude emerging from respondents’ conduct which is
exhibited, prima facie, needs to be examined to see as to whether this
conduct constitutes a fresh act of contempt or it barely aggravates' present

contempt.

I Therefore, this Tribunal would like to put certain questions to the

contemnor.

8. Hence, contemnor Smt. Medha A. Gadgil, Additional Chief
Secretary, Medical Education & Drugs Department, Mantralaya, is

directed to remain present on 25.1 1.2016.
9.  S.0.t025.11.2016.

10. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO is directed to

communicate this order to the respondents.

(A.H. Joshi

Chairman
22.11.2016
Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:\JAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\11 November 2016\CA.55.16 in 0A.930.14.J.11.16-SAJoshi.S0.25.11.16.doc
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBU

Original ApplicationNa,” ~ ™ " of 20 .- Dstrier
e . o e l‘AI-)plicant/s
(Advocate , ................. ................... )
versus
The State of Maha-rashtra; and others
‘ Sl Respondent/s
e PR L )

(Present1 ag Officer

Offic ¢ Notes, Qffice Memoranda of Coram, °
\ppearance, Tribunal’s orders or
vdrections and Registrar’s orders

. Tribunal’s orders

, OA No 189 of 2014 with O.A. No.190 of 2014

Shri M.V. Kulkarni

Shri A.R. Jadhav " -.Applicants
Vs. ’ _
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ..Respondents .

Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the
Applicant has ﬁléd leave note. Heard Smt. K.S.

Gaikwad, learned Presenting  Officer for the

Respondents.

2. At the reqﬁest of Ld. PO adjourned 1o

2311.2016. 5\
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(Advocate ...... SACTCRR W <Aty W

..... Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer.........cccocovvvviniiiviniinieinnnnnn

..... Respondenu/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

31|

ez i Ak Joshi (Chairman)

on e e ve

Advocate @ur i Applicant |

Shri /S« ¥an YN 15—
C.P.O / PO. for the Respondent/s

WANCE

Ad, Tornn TN N7 Why. P

123t Chan e

Date : 22.11.2016.

0.A.N0.272 of 2015 with 0.A.No.273 of 2015

'D.P. Londhe (0.A.N0.272/2015)

G.S. Dumbre (0.A.N0.273/2015). ....Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharéshtra BOrs. .. e Respondents.

L - Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

z Learned Advocate Shri A. Apte for the Applicants i1s

absent.

2 By way of last chance, adjourned to 24.11.2016.
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Chairman
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..... Applicant/s
T A (e s Wit N R E S SR e e Ty S e
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... "Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cofam,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders.or

Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

~ C.A.No.156 0f 2014 in O.A. No.818 of 2011

Shri A.V. Ghume
Vs ;

Tﬁe State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

..Applicant

Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for .the Respondents.

2. Atthe request of Ld. PO adjourned to 24.11.2016.
5 _ e
U

et S
(AL chéh'(i/,:g i il

Chairman
22.11.2016
» (sg) ‘
pate:__22ullb
'CORAM: :
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

Hon ble-Shei-vi-Remestkumar (Mentoet) A

APBEARANCE -
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Acvoeais for the Appliceat |
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/Chl?u / P.O. for the Respondent/s
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

N = R ST I T iy = R T T Respondent/s
(Preséx_lting e, Lot o e L R E s BT e )
Office Notes, Ot‘fi(;e Memoranda of Coram, :

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ‘ Trxbl.mal’s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders | 0.A.326/2016 with 0.A.611/2016 with MA:215/2016
Dr. Y.M. Kokadwar . ..Applicant

- V8.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. - ..Respondents

Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt: K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Reépondents. '

2. The Qfﬁcer who was directed to remain present
viz. Shri Bipin  Kumar Singh, Additional Director
General df Police (Prisoh), Mumbai, has appeafed and
explained his stance. He neéd not remain present on tne

next date. .

B At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 23.11.2016.
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