
versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, OfficM Memoranda of Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 22.11.2016. 

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

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicant (Ors. Respdt.) 

Versus 

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

DATE :  1-- 11\ 1 G 	' 
COMM..: 

1.1oChic Justice Slici A. i. Josh'' (Ctlairman 
Hon'ble  Sim M. nrites i.k.tttl:.:1. Htre4) 

, ice:71v crab/Air-1 , 	(..2 

APPEARANCE : 

SkErilt: 	‘"<.• 	Vt? 	a..
pC

{•0 

,ortiv444,314)4ig.. the Applicant T  C 	'‘4  

Shri 4StRst-- 	•  61"t tk" (-14 	,1  
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondents cayOmi y9 

Acb.To. 

..,, y9-61 6/  19C-1k)  rn~Sci 	1. 

rie-- ett,i9 a54 

111  

1. 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). 

2. In view of the order passed in C.A.No.63 of 2016, 

both Miscellaneous Applications are disposed of. 

 

(A.H. Jos J.) 
Chairma 

prk 

(R 'iv Ag wal) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO 
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2 

Office Notes; Office Memoranda of Corum, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

 

Tribunal' s order', 

     

0.A.No. 649/2014 

Shri S.S. Sonawane 	... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

,IDATR: 	( 1/4  

COltAM : 

Heel& Shri. RAJIV MI ATMS. 
(Vice - Cbeirrime) 

Ree'ble Shri R. R. MALIK (Weather) 

APPEARANCE : 

Meri/Sent-r— 	P' •  'I.  

Aeltotelli Om IIMAMAkole 
stri ~m C 	0-0  

______C.Pkett.0: far deelltespnedeme 

1,2(1.6 
Mi. 
p 021.4_ 

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 Application was opened for 
the 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 
promotion from Class-IV 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 postirfg. 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 
record 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 record 
the information regarding the promotion from 
Class-IV to. Class-III made during the year 2006-
2010. 

S.O. to 13.12.2016. 

( .BIK 	(RAJI AGA - 	 \*. 
MEMBER (J) • 	VICE-CHAIRMAN 
22.11.2016 	 22.11.2016 

yam 
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Original Application No.' 

	 Applicant's 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 [Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAL 

DiaTEICT 

(R 'iv Ag 	al) 
Vice-Chairman 

Akn 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.11.2016 

0.A No 546/2016 

Shri A.L Jadhav 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra 86 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 Respondents. 

DATE : 	1111  
CORAM : slny  
I-10'1'171e 

Hon 'We Shri M. Rameshkumar (Member) A 

APP.EAR2 vCE 

SluiiSatt—•  /R•  

Advocatit for the Applicant  
Ari-/Smt. 	 kK:n 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent's 

Adj. To  "" 	C).?M  	111116  

Affidavit in reply has been filed. Shri 

Panchal states that he does not wish to file 

rejoinder. 

0.A is admitted. Place for final hearing on 

.29.11.2016. 

[Pro. 

Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-



Original ApplicationNo:' 	 of 20 

(O.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 	 (Spi - MAT-F'-2 E. 

IN THE MAHA.RASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUNMAI 

DISTRICT • . 
	 Applicants 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Tribunal' s orders 

.047To—  	G.AS. 	 f- 

%./ 
Raj Ag al) 

Vice-chairman 
Alen 

[PTO. 

(Advocate 	  

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

22.11.2016 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coruna, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

0.A No 705/2016 

Shri M.B Sonawane 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned 

advocate for the applicant and Ms $avita 

Suryavanshi, holding for Ms Archana B.K, 
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE: 	11\1 1-  
• CORAM : 	1,?. 4  

APPEARANCE : 	, 

Sbri4nt. : ....4"- ‘2'1'11..m.140.40/ 
Advocate for the Applicant 	, 

_5116/Snit. :..4–$.:...11(..y.O.S.1.3A.1....— 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Affidavit in rejoinder is filed. 

0.A is admitted. Respondents may file sur-

rejoinder, if need be. 

Place for final hearing on 6.12.2016. 

Admin
Text Box
           Sd/-



DATE : 	2111 \ 1 C.  

C_ORAM : 

hcnble j 

Ho 

APPEARANCE, 

)4 it) 

t,Slai/Sint 	 (A4  

'Advocate for the Applicant 	, 

.S1x4-/Sint. 
c.P.0 / P.O. for the iteancient/s 

vd ) - +4 tar) 

(G C 	J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 	 ESpl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MIJMBAI - 

Original Application Nd, 	 of 20 	 DiSTard+ 

	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corant, 

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

Tribunal' a orders 

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 

Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

On instructions, learned Advocate Ms 

Swati Manchekar seeks leave of this Tribunal to 

withdraw the Original Application. 

Leave to withdraw the Original Application 

is granted and Original Application stands 

disposed of as withdrawn with no order as to 

costs. 

4 •Pcz,NA 
(Ra *v Aga 

e 
al) 

Vice-Chairman 
Akn 

[PTO. 

Admin
Text Box
              Sd/-



(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.11.2016  
O.A No 1025 /2016 

DISTRTC1 

DATE:  x- 111)5  
CORAM : 	 v  
Hon' irk J 	 1  
Ho 	 ) A 

APPEARANCE: 

eShviiStit. : 	f.filn hclick'r 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Slid-/Srtit. •  —C 5(.4 .0N0Y•541  
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

To... 1̀-61).14.16.  

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus • 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 

Shri J.K Pawr 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

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

2. Issue notice before admission made 
returnable on 20.12.2016. 

3. Tribunal •may take the case fora 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. 

7. 8.0 20.12.2016. 

(Riv Ag 	al) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO 

Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-



Original Application No 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

App icant/s 

DATE 

Hon'tdc 
4)4,61.,,A0 4,1/ 

Flon:ble Shri 	Rameshkumar (Member) A 

APPEARANCE :  

_Shri/Sint • 	'c' •  ILI  PlY0 
Advocate far the Applicant 

CPO / P.O. fox-the Regpondent/s 

Adj. To  9--e4,4 ie- 

iv A 	al) 
Vice-Chairman 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 

22.11.2016 
O.A No 1022 /2016  

Shri D.D Navghare 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

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

Alm [Pro 

Admin
Text Box
               Sd/-



DATE: 	 

CORAM : 

Hon'Itle 

Ho 

APPEARANCE: 

Shri/Salt- 

At. 	 16  

11/q  
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/g 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri /Sint..  Ad 

(R 'iv Aga al) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO 

(G.C.P.) J 2250 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 (Sp).- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUNIBAI 

DisTrucr Original Application No. 	 of 20 

	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.11.2016  

0.A No 891 /2016  

Shri M.P Babar 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra 85 Ors... Respondents 

' 1. 	Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate 
for the applicant and Shri A.J Chougule 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 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. 

7. S.0 20.12.2016. 

Admin
Text Box
              Sd/-



DATE: 	2-7-11111  
CORAM 

ekYk4  Hoo'bre 
Ho 

APPEAR_ANCE . 	■ 

Sbri/a..nat 

Advocate for ..!:;e,A,Japlicant, 

Shri /Salt :1K-0:. 
GPO / (: 0 fnr the Respondentls 

‘11() 

Ad). To 

S.0 20.12.2016. 

(O.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 NA.- MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application'No 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
- 	Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Ildgistrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

22.11.2016 
0.A No 1087 /2016 

Shri M.M Jagtap 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

1, 	Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned 
advocate for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise 
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 6.A. Respondent is 
put to notice that the case would betaken 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 
questiong such as limitation and alternate 
remedy are kept open. 

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, 
speed post, courier and aclmowledgement 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. 

(R iv Ag 
Vice-Chairman 

Akn 
[PTO 

Admin
Text Box
             Sd/-



DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

Ra v Ag al 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO. 

(G.c.p.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 (Sp', MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.11.2016 
0.A No 1088/2016 

Shri P.D Kalebere 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra 86 Ors... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned 
advocate for the applicarit 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 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. 

DATE :  27111)1  

,*6.4. 'is, plop,/ 	449 
Hon'l* Jur.tic, ShriA Fl. Jdghi (Chtirrnan 

APPEARANCE:  

Shri/Sna&-• 	-41.  b4r 6̀ 1.10.1).C46  

Advocate for the Applicant 

4hri4Stnt. .. 	V è"'"? 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/5 

.. af.)12-.At 

Alm 

S.0 ,20.12.2016. 

Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-



(Advocate 	 

22.11.2016  

0.A No 1021/2016 

Shri J.L Kshirsagar 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned 

advocate for the applicant, Mrs Kranti S. 

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

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

learned advocate for Respondent no. 3. 

Learned P.O files affidavit in reply..  

Learned Advocate 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 to 6.12.2016. 

V 
iv Ageswal 

Vice-Chairman 

[PTO 

Tribunal' s orders 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 	 [Sul,  MAT-F'-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
IVIUMBAI 

Original Application No 	 of 20 
	

DrsTiliur 

	 'Applicant/s 

The State of Maharashtra and otheis 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corium 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrai's orders 

DATE  : 	  

4%.4 
Hon'bie 

H 

APPEARANCE 

	 Q; 
Advocate for the Applicant, 

S116-1firnt. 	 •  1/c:..  •  i0.1Vv11 C)-4  
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Adj. To 	 

v19 

Admin
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Tribunal' s orders 

APPEARAWE  : 

Advocate for the Applicant 	_ 
Shri /51z):7 : ...... 	.. 

/ P.U. for the Respondent's 

Mil To 	')43111-1.16  • 

DATE  : 	  
QORAM 
Hen'ttie 
H 

4ritual < 

(01.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-2016) 	 ESpi.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 • DISTRICT 

	Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

22.11.2016 
O.A No 1085/2016  

Shri B.B Thakur 	 Applicant 
Vs. 

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. 

Raj v Ag al) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO 
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• Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

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. 

eAre: 	( 
CDR : 

',Ie Shri R. B. MALIK 0.4naber)1---" 
APPEARANCE: 
itemdt_1;— 	cci c c_ct-L. 

Aimee. far eke 	 .t  

c,13:0-t-etrfer the Reepeedges 

• 	. 	. IIMOIM8119■101, 	A ....eamose 
(M) gpog 'c?Ci 	• 

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. Sinop 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 may consider his case for 
promotion to the post of Tahsildar and if found 
eligible appropriate decision will be taken. 

Both 	the 	Original 	Applications, Oite_ 
accordingly, disposed of with no order as to cost. 
Hamdast. 

(R.B. MALIK) 
MEMBER (J) 
22.11.2016 

(RAC. AG AN 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

22.-11.2016 

(vsm) 
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Original Application No, 

(O ,C, P.) J ass!) (4) (50,000—g-s01i) 	 r 	 I5p1,- MAT-F--2 g. 

IN TIDE MAHARASHTRA ADNIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
NIUTVIIIAI 

of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and Others 

	 Respondent/a 

(Presenting ()Meer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memorenda of Cootie, 

Appeurtinvo,'`iribunal's orders or 

directions end liegistrites orders 

Tribunal s orders 

0.A.411 2016 

... Applicant 

DMZ:  9-- 2-4  
ga6K: 

-1118.2bk ShriritkilVAGAreAR._ 

Realle Ski R. B. MAUR Menthol 

aidis 	 o S IL:1  
APPIARANCS  

&Resift tbr the /*pikes 

Sri /Sretrt--......15,....IA.b 

...---C-R efikOjer the j 
Ad), 	(  2_  1)  roweleure 

Shri B.N. Chavan 
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 

ASffidavit of Respondents 1 & 2 to 6th December, 2016. the  

S.O. to 6th December, 2016. 

C"\ 

\\ \C*5  
. Malik) 

Member (J) 
22.11.2016 

(skw) 
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(0,C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-21,2016) 	 < 	 MAT-F-  E. 

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Applieation No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

Persus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondentis 

(presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, ()Moe Memoranda of gonna, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Iteirlatrar'a orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.963/2016 

Shri B.J. Chougule 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, 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 / *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. 

alik) Z 	\<3  
Member (J) 
22.11.2016 

(skw) 

h4  

Els 'We Mori R. I. MAUL (Weber) 
APPEARANCE' 

(PTO. 

Admin
Text Box
                Sd/-
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar'0 orders 

Tribunal' s .orders 

M.A.406/2016 in 0.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 opinicin 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 disposed of 
with no order as to costs. 

Affidavits having been completed and the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant having 1;pet1 made a statement 
that the Rejoinder is not to be filed, the OA is admitted. 
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 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. 

'Malik, 
Member (J) 
22.11.2016 

skw) 

Admin
Text Box
                     Sd/-
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APPEARANCE :  

Shri/nat. • 	 na:MaekR 

Advocate for the Applicant 

',S,11rH§int. • ‘-5  
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondeutts 

Adj. To. 	 NYX1.itt 

CORA1v1;  sievi  
lions ble 

I-1 

ow i.v1 

iv Ag al 
Vice-Chairman 

versus 

The State .of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.11.2016 

O.A No 606'2016  

Shri A.R Kharat 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri 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. 

Akn 

[PTO. • 

Admin
Text Box
               Sd/-



Date : 22.11.2016. 

C.A.No.136 of 2014 in 0.A.No.275 of 2010 

Dr. B.B. Birajdar & Ors. 	 ....Applicants. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan the learned Advocate 

for the Applicants and 'Smt. K.S. Gaikwad., the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the 

Respondents states as follows :- 

She would advise the Government to re-examine 
the matter and ensure total compliance of the 
order, keeping in with the letter of spirit as 
contained in the order passed in O.A. allowing it in 
terms of prayer clause 15 (a) of the O.A.. 

3. For reporting steps as complied, adjourned to 

23.12.2016. 

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

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

Respondents. 

H. Joshi 
Chairman 

prk 

[PTO. 
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MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondentis 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of'Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

 

Tribunal' s orders 

   

DATE  :  CI-4111G  
CeORAM : 
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

Ho 

APPEARANCE :  

Shri/S-0. 	 eaLF 
TM~Awoc it=tatc") .°Y4,  

Smi. 	 LCD ia\"-  
C.P.0 P.O. for the Respondent/s 

AO,} To....2-3)1.1:116.' 5 	 

0.14 	1114  fo- 



DISTE ICT 
Applicantis 

S.O. to 2.12.2016. 

.H. Joan, 
Chairman 

22.11.2016 

H 

APITAlt  NNCE :  

Shriet 

AdvI:c4re for the Applicant 

• qc).̀we—A.,..... 
C.F.() I P.O. for the Respondent/a 

• 

Adj. To.. 1--\ 114 1-116,  
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(O.E.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-2016) 	 • (Sol.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MA.HARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No.. 	 of 20 

(Advocate' 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents`  

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and:Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 
C.A. No.52 of 2015 in O.A. No.315 of 2014  

Shri S.E. Pawar 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard 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. 

• DATE 	111) Eg.  
COibs.M 

on'i 1 Justict Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) . 



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

21.12.2016..  

(sgj) 

A.H. Jos 1, 
Chairman 

22.11.2016 

(0.C,PJ J 2260 (A) (00,000r-2-2016) 	 [Sp1.. MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No of 20 	 " Distat& 
Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Pres e ntin g Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 
C.A. No.60 of 2015 in O.A. No.1013 of 2014  

Smt. M.V. Deshmukh 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned 

Presenting Officer holding for Shri K.B. Bhise, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. PQ 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. 

DATE : 	4  
CORAM : 

" Hou'Irie Justice Shri A Ii. loshi (Chairman) 

- • 	 ... . ............. 

Advocate for the Applicant. 	„ 

5ivi /Sat 45.-..2'24S.Q2bot  h°1 °4/,'s  
C.P.0 P.O. for the ileSixtrig•lent/s 

41  ,41>j'  iC7) ,  Oh, t& f,o • -Pvir  

Adj. To 	 '24)y 

[PTO. 



DISTRICT . 	. 
	 Applicant/s 

: 	II1. t  
co
DATE

mm: 
Hon'bie Justice Shri A. H. loshi (Chairman) 

St.ri 	M.11ame5i.lasaariliterseer) A 

APPFARANCE : 	 , 

Xaritit.;.!:f"!:Vc-....144-4-.-..e1-0 1 )44\5 C ) 
Or VC-02  

A'vecate fine Applicant 
,,,Shri /Snit. :. l'A. t  izifrN 2̀4...--.  
C.P.0 / P.O. for the esporident/s 

Adj. To 

7. At this stage, Ld. PO further states that she would 

ascertain whether the respondents are likely to file 

affidavit for:apology and requests for time. 

8. At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 22.12.20.16. 
r. 

Os 
Chairman 

22.11.2016 
(sgj) 

1171:Q. 

(G.C.P.) .1 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	
[Sp! - MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
APPeurance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' a orders 
C.A. No.74 of 2016 in 0.A. No.153 of 2012  

atm e 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Smt.; Punarn Mahajan, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant has filed leave note. Heard Miss Neelima 

Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. 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 months and no explanation and 

apology has come forward. 



DAT?. 
COKAM : 
Hoa'blJusiice Shri A. H. loshi (Chairman) 

A 

: 

fordie Applicant 
Nati4Sant. : ............... 	....... - .. . 
C.P.O 1 P.O. for the Respondent's 

Ads. 	............ 

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

IN THE MAH_ARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT   Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 22.11.2016. 

O.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 

Applicant states as follows 

(a) Amendment is not served on the 

Respondents. 

(b) Copy would be seined on the Respondents 
today itselSand one copy would be given to 
the representation of the Respondent to 
Shri Namdev G. More, Administrative 
Officer, Civil Hospital, Kolhapur who is 
personally present in the Tribunal brilour• 

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

states that reply would be filed within two weeks. 

4. 	S.O. to 08.12.2016. 

(A.H. Joshi J.) 
Chairman 

prk 

ll?Te. 



3.. 	Time as prayed for is granted. 

In view of the foregoing, adjourned to 01.12.2016. 

(A.H. Jostu 
Chairman 

prk 
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MU1VIBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 	
DisTrocr   Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	 ) 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum, 
Appearance, T ibunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 22.11.2016. 

O.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. 

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

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

granted to 	the affidavit. 

DATE:  v411116  
;-,ORAm : 
E:.,u'Irle justice Slid A.H. Josh (Chairman) 

•• 

kr:ANCE : 

Advocate for the Applicant 

r 5-* 1/144C-dt  
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

1112-7)10  
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 22.11.2016. 

0.A.No.1056 of 2015 

A.A. Jagdale. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

	

1. 	Heard Shri 8,A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

	

2. 	Learned P.O. 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 perusal. 

	

3. 	On perusal of the order, it reveals that Applicant 

has not been granted consequential benefits' of difference 

....Applicant. 

in pay and allowance. 

4. Learned P.O. is called to take instructions as to 

whether this decision is taken with due sense of 

responsibility, considering the entitlement of the Applicant 

and failure on the part of the Respondent who has let! the 

Applicant to file present OA. 

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 Kamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. 

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

Respondents. 

— 	 Avvy 

Chairman 

DATE : 9-211111  
CORAM:  

Hon'ble Just. ce ihri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

Ho .#144a-Sini-ivil- Iiiiiieslikunin 	(Member) A 

APPEARANCE:  

Ski/Sint. :...f21.&.C./a.l.kil-ar.1.6./:19' 

Advocate for the Applicant, 

.4.1eks6 	  

C.P.O / P.O. for the _espondent/S 

Ad). To  r 	 kt.arr ct 

5+--7\4•  ccfl  z -11a0e-e) 4-A 

prk 
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Tribunal' e orders Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 22.11.2016. 

O.A.No.469 of 2015 with 0.A.No.470 of 2015 with 

0.A.No.471 of 2015 (Subject : Transfer) 

P.K. Khandale (0.A.No.469/2015) 

A.R. Ghume (0.A.No.470/2015) 

S.D. Mane (O.A.No.471/2015) ....Applicants. 

(a) The draft Affidavit common to all the three 
Original Applications, is prepared in 0.A.No 

469 of 2015. 

(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. 
DAIE:  2-11111  

CORAM 
lion'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE :  

Shripnt 	 --- 

Advocate for the Applicant 

5114/Sint. • ...E'ra'41`4i 12? 	 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondents 

3. 	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. -44.11)--14141.6,  51..,r.:1 	 Cep  

S0)1)44 	Ae,) 

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

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

Respondents. 

Chairman 

prk 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard 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 B.K. for the 

Respondents on instructions from Shri S.V. Potare, Under 

Secretary, Home Department, Mantralaya, states as 

follows :- 



versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 22.11.2016. 

C.A.No.99 of 2014 in O.A.No.684 of 2011 

D.N. Jadhav 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,,  the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. 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 	el21-\\111  C- 
CORAM : 
Hon' ele Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

}lc 

AIIIIARANCE . 

Actr:J:zstt.c the. Applicant 

C.P.0 ! P.O. for the Respondents 

Adj. To... 	 

Time as prayed for is granted. 

4. 	S.O. to 20.12.2016. 

c7-q(  
Tiry 	•r) (A.H. Josh! .) v  

Chairman 

prk 

A 

[Pro. 



DATE:  '1'101(,  
COMM: 

Koh'bie Justice.Shri.A. H. josh 

lion'ble Ski " v  

(C airman 

APPEARANCE : 

: 	k • 	 ‘krAl. 	 °. 

,Adiv:_ Gate lig the Applicant (c, 	eT . 

Shri 1$44-.nt-. •  A' 6Ti.̀ cAlkt  
C.P.0 I RO. for the Respondent's (cfrO•ni 

Ad3.  

- 	2-e) 6/. Giir1 01pcifl. 

oT- 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 22.11.2016. 

M.A.No.295 of 2016 in 0.A.No.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.) 

Versus 

S.R. Shitut 
Respondents. (Ors.ApPlits.) 

1. 
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). 

2. 
In view of the order passed in C.A.No.63 of 2016 

both Miscellaneous Applications are disposed of. n  

5-(/(---  
V 
(RAW Agaawal) 	

(A.H. Jos 

Vice-Chairman 	
Chairma 

prk 

[PTO. 



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 

1. 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: 

(a) 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. 



CA.55/16 in 0A.930/14 

	

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 12.10.2016. 

	

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. 



(A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman 

22.11.2016 

3 	 CA.55/16 in 0A.930/14 

(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. 

7. Therefore, this Tribunal would like to put certain questions to the 

contemnor. 

8. Hence, contemnor Smt. Medha A. Gadgil, Additional Chief 

Secretary, Medical Education 86 Drugs Department, Mantralaya, is 

directed to remain present on 25.11.2016. 

9. S.O. to 25.11.2016. 

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

communicate this order to the respondents. 

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar. 
D: \JAWALKAR \Judgements \ 2016 \ 11 November 2016 \ CA.55.16 in 0A.930.14.J.11.16-SAJoshi.S0.25.11.16noc 



, 

DISTRICT 

2. 	At the request 

23.11.2016. 

(sgj) 

of Ld. PO adjourned to 

A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman 

22.11.2016 
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IN THE MAHAR,ASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original ApplicationNci.. 	 of 20 

	 Applicants 
(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondents 
(Presentiat Officer 

QM 0 Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
►ppearance, Tribunal's orders or 
crept ions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 
O.A. No.189 of 2014 with O.A. No.190 of 2014 

Shri M.V. Kulkarni 
Shri A.R. Jadhav 

Vs. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for, the 

Applicant has filed leave note. Heard Sint. K.S. 

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

DATE 
CORAM : • - 
Hon 'bit Justice Shri A. di Mani (Chili:ma* 
litalitie-Sitt4-44- ttit..ttlettimari-mentherMil 
APPEARANC 

S • Snit On.1   
74 C Advocatt foe az Applicant! e2"  

§hri-tSint. 	............ C.P.0 / P.0 for the Respaudeas - .....  

A4 TA...: 

Admin
Text Box
                  Sd/-



DATE • 	'1--9--- 1111 6 •  
COP 

Ho: 	 Joshi (Chairmati) 

H t-T 	 ni-tratar-(44et4er) A 

, 

shivsle. • IkAtf,,..--61   it& 	, 
Advocate 11-.1 ilto Applicant 

tton 
.Shri 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Adj. To 	 (1-211111.1.L 	 P 

ck\gol 

A.H. Joshi J.) 

Chairman 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Conan, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders tn. 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' a orders 

Date : 22.11.2016. 

O.A.No.272 of 2015 with O.A.No.273 of 2015 

D.P. Londhe (O.A.No.272/2015) 

G.S. Dumbre (O.A.No.273/2015). 	 ....Applicants. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate Shri A. Apte for the Applicants is 

absent. 

3. By way of last chance, adjourned to 24.11.2016. 

prk 

Admin
Text Box
             Sd/-



(sgj) 

(A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman 

22.11.2016 

	 Applicant /s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 'Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 
C.A. No.156 of 2014 in O.A. No.818 of 2011  

:Shri A.V. Ghume 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 24.11.2016. 

DATE 
CORAM: 
lico'brie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

Ho 	 ) A 

APPEARANCE: 

......... C- 

AIN-31.71,.! fur the Applicant 

: .... 	.. : . 	
..... 

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

Adj. To 	... ... , .................. 



DATE 

Hon'hi,; Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 
Ho ' 

VIAJ c--41 	 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

APPEARANCE : 

for the Applicant 
,g+FP/Srat. ° 	"--5  

•■■-• • ■■■•■■•••••••• • 	  

versus.  

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.326/2016 with 0.A.611/2016 with MA:215/2016 

Dr. Y.M. Kokadwar 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Smt: K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The officer who was directed to remain present 

viz. Shri Bipin Kumar Singh, Additional Director 

General of Police (Prison), Mumbai, has appeared and 

explained his stance., He need not remain present on the 

next date. 

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

oslu, 
Chairman 

22.11.2016 
(sgj) 

[PTO 


	22.11.2016 (2).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30

	22.11.2016 (A).pdf
	22.11.2016 (1).PDF
	Page 1

	22.11.2016.PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3





