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	 Applicant/s 
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(Vice - Chairman) 

APPeARANCE : 

Atitineirtt fbr the Applicant 

8110 Sint-r-- 	 6  
fbr the Respondents 

	1111.111114111.1411.11 % 

1 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

of 20 Original Application No. 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.No. 452 of 2017 

C. J. Gudewar Ors. 	
... Applicants 

Vs. 

The State of Malt. & ors. 	
... Respondents 

1. 	
Heard Shri A.S. Deshpande, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the 
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
In view of the fact that the S.L.P. is pending 

in the Hori'ble Supreme Court of India against the 
judgment and order of the Bombay High Court, the 
decision of the promotion cannot be considered. 

3. 
Learned Advocate for the applicants, 

therefore, seeks adjournment. 

4. S.O. to 07.12.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017  

vsm 

[PTO. 
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DAT.: 	1-4— 7-7.-■111  
c..9.2sc 	 -.T•astti 

2260(14) (60,000-2-2010) 	 IFV1,- MAT4-2 t. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

NI,A,At.A1C,A, 

 

No 
	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No, 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, tit'fiee Memoranda of ettrillil. 
Appearance, 'tribunal's orders tor 
direettorm and Registrar'. orders 

Tribunal's orders 

O.A.No.1035/2017 

Mr. S.D. Kumbhare & Ors. 	 ... Applicants 

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

Advottate fin the Applicant n  

—C.IkeO. Mt the Respondents 

Shri. 
(Vice - Chairman) 

illikle-ble-Shrig&-MALEK-EMmber)--  

APPEARANCE : 

I, 	7* 

1. Heard Mr. S. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicants and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned P.O. 
for the Respondents. 

2. The learned P.O. seeks time. It is to be noted that 
interim relief was not granted. In the circumstances, as a 
last chance, S.O.to 2nd  December, 2017. On that day, the 
issue of grant of interim relief wotd be considered in case 
of Affidavit-in-reply is not thaw 444944  

3. The learned Counsel seeks liberty to correct a 
typographical mistake in Para No.9(b) by correcting clause 
7(9) as 7(10). 

(M.T. Joshi) 

Vice-Chairman 
22.11.2017 

skw 

9_2-M1 

Nau DT -6- • 5=exlcat) 

octf S b- 
(11)7' 

 

Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-



2. 	This MA has been filed to sue jointly. As all the 
Applicants are seeking similar relief, the MA to sue jointly 
is allowed, subject to payment of Court Fees, if not already 
paid. 

(M.T. Josh!) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 

U3 .C,8.) J 2000(8) (50,00(1--14.R015) 

IN THE IVIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRI 
MTJMBAI 

M.A./RA.)0A. NCI, 	 of' 20 

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO, 

414.- MAT•F-2 E. 

UNAL 

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

directions and Itairietrar's ordure 
Tribunal' :s ordure 

M.A.493/2017 in O.A.No.1083/2017 

Mr. V.S. Wayagankar & Ors. 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

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

1. 	Heard Mr. Shrikant Patil, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicants and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned P.O. 
for the Respondents. 

I  

°UK; 	 011 71;44 
Mel& SM. 

(Vice - Chairm 
4illbialk--Shri-R713-.44AL4K--694erebeti- 

APPEkRANCE: 

Advoaate for the Appticaut 

Ming Sint---4.: r-1 	 
fbr the Respondents 

Vcs.JA-  'ectSt 

Admin
Text Box
          Sd/-



(G.C.P.) .1 22601a) (80,000-2-2015) 
ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
mumBAT 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO 

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

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 

O.A.No.282 /2016 

Mr. M.M. Pingale 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Mr. J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the 
Respondents. 

2. It is an admitted fact that the Applicant has joined 
the services on 9th  lanuary, 2015. The G.R. dated 15th  
January, 2016 (Exh. 'E', Page 26) would show that if the 
employee seeks maternity leave within a period of one 
year from the date of joining, then half pay leave has to be 
granted to her. In the present case, the similar exercise is 
carried out in the order dated 21.11.2017. The copy of the 
said order is taken on record and marked 'X' for 
identification. 

DATV 	I t 17-  
cotum: 	c 	 44ctL, 
Run Shri. •RMINLACARWAL-- 

(Vice - Chairman) 

A PPt ARANCE 

Advotate for the Applicant 

8116 Z.Stitt7-r'  	G.-1g0--2Q6  
C.P.OtPO. for the Respondents 

3. The only objection of Mr.. Kamble is that half pay 
leave is deducted from the leave. This is exactly as per the 
G.R. 

4. In the circumstances, in view of the passing of the 
order by the Respondents, now nothing survives in the 
present application. The O.A. is, therefore, dismissed 
without any order as to costs. 

• 

skw 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
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(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 

(' P 	4 Ta1.10113) 1 30,0(1) -2.2ori) 
ISLA, MAT-F-2 E. IN THE MAIIARASIVISA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

M.A./FLA./CA. No, 	 of 20 

N 

Original Appiication No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Offloe Note*, Offlee Memoranda of Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's ordure or 
directions and Registrar's ordure 

         

 

Trth4stml' a orders 

   

               

               

               

               

               

      

O.A.No.854/2017 

    

Mr. G.D. Jadhav 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

1. Heard Mr. B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and. Mr. A.J. Chougule, the 
learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

2. The learned Advocate for the Applicant submits 
that due to development in the present application, the 
amendment application has become necessary and 
therefore, he seeks leave to file an application for 
amendment. Leave granted. 

;3. 	S.O. to 4th  December, 2017. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

C°RAM 	 CO-. 111 .174-D•  
arebie S.ui.R,444-V-16-  

(Vice - Chairman) 
rilitaleble-Sitri-RAT-WiL41(414embet)--- 

APPEARANCE :  

Ct-A/43: 

Advocate fbt the Appiicant 

9hri-S4M7-- 	' 	  

-CAO+P.O. tbt the Respondents 

/ 2)1Ct  

AdahalliSIZIIIII;a2LNIMINSWOWIIM OOOOOOO 
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DATE.:  .2=24( C t `1---  

CORANt : 	 T, Tas 
fiVrnitie Shri. R-A-HY-A-6-ARAVAL---  

(Vice - Chairman) 

APPEARANCE: 

..,-4.1VISIff.:••••••••■=ameite:••••••••••••••■;;;e:saeGri«.;•• 

Advocate ft r the Applicant 

C. P.0 / P.O. fbr the Respondents 

6. 	5.0. to 12th  December, 2017 to file documents, if 
any, on record. 

• 

(0.C.P.) J 2200(1) (50,000-2-2016) 
[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MATIARA.SIITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MIJMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal' a orders 

O.A.No.107 /2017  

Mr. S.A. Nalawade 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Mr. K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for 
the Respondents. 

i et 
2. It appears that the Applicant has wrongly 	he 
provisions of Rule 162(b) of M.C.S. (Pension) Rules while 
he is seeking revision of the pay on the ground that his 
services as an Ex-serviceman ought to have been 
computed. In fact, the pay fixation has nothing to do with 
the computation of service period under the military, but 
only at the time of fixation of pension, in case a full 
pension could not be imparted to the employee as per the 
earlier provisions. 

3. It appears that there is no force in the application. 

4. The learned Counsel for the Applicant, however, on 
the basis of pleadings made in Para 6(3) of the application 
submitted that there is discrimination in fixing pay 
between the present applicant and Mr. Dhananjay V. Kate. 
The documents in this regard are not filed on the record. 

5. The learned Counsel seeks time to file documents, 
if any. Time is granted. 

(M.T. Joshi) 

Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 
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Ill 1)  

jiWtil:F;oj,d 
11111044 Shri. 

(Vice - Chairman) 
.1111mlble-Sini-R7BrMALIK--(Mentber)-- 

Allstate Re the Applicant 

Stitt 
P.O. fbr the Respondent 	\J 

• +0 7--gf(11/7--' 

,PAC:  

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

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 

0.A.R10.1097/2017 

Mr. B.P. Gaikwad 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 	 Respondc.,.nts 

1. Heard Mr. Ajay Deshpande, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and Mr. A.J. Chougule, the learned P.O. 
for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 28th November, 2017. 

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

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

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

7. In case notice is not collected within three days or 
service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 
returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed 
without reference and papers be consigned to record. 

8. S.O. to 28th November, 2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 
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,rid! 	d itodmiso: 1. tlirii 
IN niv IVIARARASIVII  1801, MNI 

ADMINISTRATIVE' TIIIRUNAL 

ItI,Aftt.A./C,A, 	 IM 

I N 

Original Applittitidt1 	 of 20 

PARA!) CONTINUA/4  ON SHEET NO. 
OM 66 i410‘14, Offie.6 Mointkeitidif bf Cortitti, 

Appettrotieu, Tfibtittal'a °Mut." to 
s 	erg dIrtictlaiim and tlegisitatom . vtdMi 

O.A.No.510/2017 

Mr. R.R. Bawkar 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

HAM)  2-9-11(4  
cORM:  	 

(Vice - Chairman)  
Ukintlge-Shei-11:4141.1414K--Nember)-- 
APPEARANCE 

t \Ifylvr, (51_ Sit.67-c kci""j1— Advocate tht  

9htl  	•  B 1.13'2 s 
—C-4:01-PO. Int the Respottdems 

.... 	N. 	) 

6afr  

1. Heard Ms. Kilt Petkar holding  for Ms. Shital Kasar, 
the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, 
the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

2. The -learned P.O. submits that some preliminary 
objections are there and therefore M.A. has to be taloaxil--Pkol 

At her request, S.O. to 4th January, 2018. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 
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3. In the circumstances, the Respondents are directed 

to consider the issue and file the report about the same on 
or before 23rd  January, 2018. 

4. 5.0. to 23rd  January, 2018. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 

p f 4 22(10(44) ( 50,00(1- 44015) 
181)1.- MAT-F-:3 E. 

IN THE MAHARASIITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTIMBAI 

'4 20 

I N 

Original Application No, 	 Pf 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Nines, Office Menterencle of Ceram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 	 Tribun41' s orders 
direetioos and Registrar's orders 

O.A.No.661/2017  

Mr. S.S. Gargote 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

1. Heard Mr. A.R. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwbd, the learned P.O. for the 
Respondents. 

2. The learned P.O. files Affidavit-in-reply. The same 

is taken on record. She submits that the matter is under 

consideration of the concerned Respondent. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

DAR:  V— I \  

MIL L-k-i-rvi.4.5t,c_Tz c_d_,UAT .113,s 
Shri. 

(Vice -Chairman) 
41balble-Shri-RA-.44AL-1K-(icientber)-- 

APPEARANCE :  

Advneate ft" the Applicant 

.—Iltd-IStItt. • 	es—CQ--1( J-Q1-1  
fbr the Respondents 

p, 	ated 
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°Ara: 	1  

-c2M1-11..4. 	 T,  4 
(Vice - Chairman) 

aletetFteltirilt-B7MALIK-fivtratber)—  

APPEARANCE 	:  
tA_P-04 

Aeneas ibt the Afolicant 

----C7.07P.0. Mt the Reaper 

Chkti 

• oomoWNIVIOWN141010. SSSSS 00111■140. 

• 

2 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of COMM, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.860 of 2017  

S.S. Bhosale 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the 
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Heard both the sides. On the issue of grant of 

interim relief after filing of the reply by the concerned 
respondents. Exb. 'M', page 104 of the O.A. shows 
that the present applicant had resigned from the 
present post of Mile Mazdoor (Road Worker) in `D' 
category as he was selected for the post of Typist-
Clerk . It is an admitted fact that thereafter though 
he was selected, the concerned respondents did not 
allow him to join to the post of Typist-Clerk as he 
has earlier availed the benefits for being Ex-
Servicemen category, when he was selected for the 

post of Mile Mazdoor (Road Worker). 

4. Thus, upon acceptance of the said resignation 
the present applicant is neither here nor there. G.R. 
dated 02.12.1997, Exb. 'V', page 119 and more 
particularly clause 2(b)(1) as found at page 121 
would show that if an employee is selected for other 
post under the Government then he is not required 
either to resign nor there is any need to accept the 

said resignation. 

5. Considering these fact on record, presently 

interim relief in/ft/44'n)  cYduse 11(a) is hereby 

granted. The concerned respondents are directed to 
allow the present applicant to resume on the post of 
Mile Mazdoor (Road Worker) in term of prayer clause 

11(a). 

6. Arguable case is made out. Admit Be placed 

as and when the Division Bench is available. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 

vsm 
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DATS : 2-2111 I "4-- 
c(2,Mti: 	az  (4 00_11A 	:LT) z fiftmVe  Shri.41)441v-A-Gwvikt- 

(vice -Chairman) 

AP2if,ARANCE 

C5-1(c 

	 ' 	1 (  
cu&vc1 co-4- 

Advocate For the Applicant 	 Lo  
Shri Sam-- 	N.• 	co-A.  
C. P.0 / P.O. for thiReapondentsV 

co c P J 22130(14) (50,000-2-2015) 
(SW.- MAT 

 
-F-2 E.  IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRWE AT TItIMINAL 

MUMBAI 

m.A./re.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Mettioratida of COMM, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Ftegistrat°s orders 
Tribunal' a orders 

0.A.No.741 /2017  

Mr. V.K. Jagdhane 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. 	Heard Mr, A.A. Gharte, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned P.O. for 
the Respondents. 

2. Upon hearing the learned P.O. submits that he will 
have to take instructions as to whether show cause notice 
would be issued as per the order of this Tribunal dated 
24.01.2017 in 0.A.995/2015 (copy at Annexure 'R-1', Page 
71). The notice, if any, may be issued during the pendency 
of the O.A. and the copy may be filed on the next date. 

3. At his request, S.O. to 3rd January, 2018. Hamdast. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 
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At his request, S.O. to 19th  December, 2017. 

(M.T. Josh!) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 

(0 C P J 2260CB) MR00-2-2015) AA- MAT-F-2 E. 
IN THE MAHARASH'IltA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

MAJR.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD. CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

O.A.No.283/2016 

Mr. P.M. Nalla 	 .. Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Mr. B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Mrs. K.S. Gaikwad, the 
learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

2. The learned P.O. files on record the decision taken 
by the concerned Respondent dated 18.11.2017. The 
same is taken on record and marked 'X' for identification. 

	

C017414 : 	 11/1 .-r, „Gtii 
(I\DATlil : 	2—  

ShriAtARALAGAIPIAL-
(Vice - Chairman) 

APPEARANCE  

Advocate tat the Applicant 

	

_,S4irligint. • 	S ' 	cldt...-t2V 
C. P.O I P.O. fin the Respondents 

3. 	The learned Counsel for the Applicant seeks time 
to take instructions from the Applicant on the issue raised 
in this case. 

skw (11147.  • ."AthrT137.4.. 	 Ift...essuases....nos 00000 
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DATB: 	  
(12Lte_l,114: 
fltin ' hie Shri. 

Advocate fbr the Applicant 

Shri 	 C-1k-(5 	616--)  
---G-14)÷11.0. for the Respondents 	‘) 

APIAPARANCE 

	 (  

ki2C.  

cst, 

(Vice - Chairman) 

(G.C.P.) J 2260(R) (50,000-2-2015) 
iSp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMEAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN.  

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO 

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

Tribunal's order* 

O.A.No.279 /2017 

Mr. B.C. Pardeshi 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Mr. K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Mr. A.J. Chougule, the learned P.O. for 
the Respondents. 

2. The learned Counsel for the Applicant files on 
record the true copy of the Affidavit-in-reply made on 
behalf of the then Respondent No.3 in 0.A.134/2015 
concerning the issue. The same is taken on record and 
marked 'X' for identification. 

3. The learned Counsel also files photo-copies of the 
concerned pages of the Service Book with copies to the 
other side. The same are taken on record and marked 'X' 
for identification. 

4. Upon hearing both the sides, it appears that a 
gradation list from time to time must have been 
maintained by the Respondents and objections must have 
been called for to the said gradation list accordingly to the 
Rules. 

5. Both the sides are, therefore, directed to place on 
record a gradation list on or before 8th  December, 2017 in 
which a date of birth as per the procedure must have been 
mentioned to ascertain as to whether the Applicant was 
aware about the entry of his date of birth of the year 1957 
in the Service Book or otherwise, thereupon the 
application be placed for hearing on 18th  December, 2017. 

6. S.O. to 18th  December, 2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11/017 
skw 
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Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri 0 	I_ Csieja_ 
----e.itcrritb, for the Respondents 

(O.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2018) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRI 
MUMBAI 

lSp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

UNAL 

M.A.ift.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

T'ribunal's orders 

O.A.No.211/2013 

Mr. V.S. Patil 	 ... Applicant 

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

1. Heard Mr. M.A. Patil, the learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Mr. A.J. Chougule, the learned P.O. for the 
Respondents. 

2. Upon hearing, it appears that the ,issue as to 
whether Rule 55 of Bombay Civil Services Rules has 
provided by Maharashtra Gramin Police as per the 
provisions of Section 9(a) of the Maharashtra Gramin 
Police Act, 1967 is followed. 

3. The learned Counsel for the Applicant submits that 
today he does not'have B.C.S.R. with him and therefore he 
seeks time. Time granted. 

DAN: 	  
MANI 	--z-T-0.3  _14 csL. 1T,0-DS 

Shri. RA-MLAG-244-kvAL.— 
(Vice - Chairman) 

irtallble-Sht l-K-(1.1ember)-- 
APITARMICE : 

Ste/ittiet-n=aLL..E.Skt-L-. 

4. 	S.O. to 8th  December, 2017. 

skw 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
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(G.C.P ) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 tSpl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application 1■To. of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Co .am, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders'or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

ma; *---T3-41,4-7 14 DG 

11116teb4ts Shri.AA-FIVAGArAllk 
(Vice -Chairmaii) 

OltioibieStiri-R-A37441MIK414ember)--  

APPEARANCE: 

. Qt.)Advocate for the Applicant
.. :. 

•. for the RespondentO 	
i--0/6  • 

e 	t.gh:5 
2- if 

--AVi14747.1-4  

O.A.No.591 of 2017 

H.R. Shembekar 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant. Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondent Nos. 1 to 4 and 

Shri V. Lokhande, the learned Advocate for 

Respondent No.5. 

2. Learned P.O. submits that during the course 

of the day the reply would be filed. Affidavit in Reply 

of respondent No.5 is filed. It is taken on record. 

3. At the request of learned P.O., S.O. to 

05.12.2017 for filing reply. 

M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
vsm 

[PTO: 
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Original ApplicatiOn No of 20 

Rm:  9-211)\)q--  
coR-04: 	0-icel.AlAZ .1b,s 
EWA Shri. WA-Mt-ACARA:AIL- 

(Vice - Chairman) 
6902-14e-Shri-R7-13414614“-Nleinher)-- 

APP EARWE  
Ct-AA-Qt 

Adcrotta felt the Applicant 	 Li:1  

---811t148tnt7t...g ' . 	.... Cirli"11-1k3  
fbt the Respom 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA' ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

	 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 

O.A.No.409 of 2017 
With  

O.A.No.816 of 2017 

D.P. Kale & Ors. 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicants 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri A.S. Deshpande, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicants, Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents and 

Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for 
Respondent Nos.6 & 7, (0.A.No.409/17). Shri K.R. 
Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and 
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned P.O. for the 
Respondents (0.A.No. 816/ 17). 

2. Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 
the applicants seeks time to file Rejoinder. 

3. Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate 
for respondent nos. 6 & 7 in O.A. No. 409/17 
submits that the interim relief is continued against 
the respondents. 

4. Considering all facts, S.O. to 07.12.2017 as a 
last chance., 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
vsm 

Tribunal' s orders 
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(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 

,41 P) a RtifiO(li) (69,000-0.0014) 

IN THE MAHARAS T IVIAT,F,t4 g. 
ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBA, 

M,A111„/CLA, NA, 

I N 

01,Jointi1 APPlivAtiOn of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO 

OMNI Notpt Offing* itlenteranols of cavern, 
Appopronve, Tribunal% orders or 

iiirectinna and Ftenistraios °Mara 

of 00 

Trlbtuttsl' s 

0.A.No.742/2017 

Mr. P.D. Kamble 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Ms. Ranjana Todankar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned 
P.O, for the Respondents. 

2. Ms. Todankar, the learned Advocate files 
Vakalatnama and submits that Affidavit-in-rejoinder, if 
any, will be filed on the next date. On her request, S.O. to 
13rd December, 2017. 

PQR 	 
Slon'Me 	

. 

(Vice -Chairman) 

APPEARANCE :  

ecLVL 

Adirtniate fer the Applicant 	k  

Mel iSmfr--- 
fist the Respondents 

k3 ..---4440...........—“sommembotosttest este 

ciLIAA—rbaL 

Admin
Text Box
        Sd/-



Ii.E P 	4 . 4'40031 ( 501)0(1,  -4-2(115) 
MAT-V-2 E, 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUIVIBAI 

M.A./R.A,/C,A, No, 	 of 20 

N 

Original Application No, 	 of 20.  

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 
....++.•^,I,I RIOP.I.V1PW9.O.MWTMIIMMI.P7r.",..■l1,MIWII.WIOltVIMIIPMRPMM••IWI.'f•....IM.sin•,+^-e•

■■■^■••••■••••••■•,■.•••..",w,,••.ael11.WPA.PON•••••■••••■•mwo•wpnIW•mmsvgr.... 
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm. 

Appearance, Tribunolio orders or TrlbirnI's order&traction*, and ftegistrar'a ordora 

O.A.No.76/2017 

Mr. J.N. Salunkhe 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Mr. K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for 
the Respondents. 

2. The O.A. is already admitted. Removeit from the 
Board. Be placed before Division Bench, as and when 
available. 

Dog: 	er4 	 

C2--4M-; 	Lit4-tt 4L-. IA r :10 (Slji 
14. Shri. RARV-AGA4441116.- 

(Vice -Chairman) 
111W14e-ShriR7-87-MAI7W4Meiribea)- 

APPEARANCE :  

Advocate for the Apptieant 

g4-/E.intrtmtk 
C. 	P.O P.O. for the Respondents 

^A4-11bovi-2.2A 
 u2-3  

ggcleld. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman. 

22.11.2017 
Sim 
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(0,C P J 2260(13) (50,000-2-201?” 
ISM,- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAIIARASIITRA ADMINISTRATIVt TRIBIINAL 
MlUMBAI 

NIAIRA./C.A, No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD coNnisrvAnoN-  SHEET NO. 
Office Motes, Office Mietetweette of Comm, 

Appearance, Tribunit'o °Mora or 
dhitretiooto and Registrar's artless 

O.A.No.896/2016 

Mr. P.Bi Abhang 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. 	Heard Mr. Ms. $.R. Todankar, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. 
for the Respondents. 

Tribunst s orders 

	

( 	
PRAIA: 	(la-Wes:UM T 4 C'S 
11111M'bie Shri. RA-f1V-A-OAVIAL- 

(Vice - Chairroar0 
Alois-'44e-Sltri-11,41,491,4LIX-(Mernbet)--- 

APPEARANCE :  

co-t:Id—catx1--  

2. 	The learned Advocate on the basis of written 
instructions from the Applicant filed on record submitted 
that the Applicant does not wish to proceed with the 
application and wants to withdraw the same. The O.A. is 
allowed to be withdrawn without any order as to costs. 

(M.T. Joshi) 

Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 

Advoeate for the Apr icant 

Ati--/Snit-rva..11qt  ' 
C;P.O 	t P.O. fbt the Respondents 
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11 (1  

QM& 	 ct,. (. • -TO 
Shri. 

(vice - Chairman) 
latostNe-shri -R7 R-.-IMAL-M-04entbety- 

APPEARANCE :  

Advoeste tbr the Applicant 
n-vroAg(il. 

—Ritti-Amt7rnik' —  
—C-71k01 P.O. fin the Respondems 

(. 	• 

cppAkactL14-' 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.1089/2017 

Mr. S.N. Jagtap • 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Mr. M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for 
the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 5th January, 2018. 

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

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

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

7. In case notice is not collected within seven days or 
service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 
returnable date, Original Application shall stand 
dismissed without reference and papers be consigned to 
record. 

8. In the meantime, the Respondents are directed to 
consider the issue in the present application and also the 
Judgment passed by this Tribunal as can be seen at Page 
41 and take a conscious decision on the line of the prayer 
clause (b) of Para 15 and to report accordingly in this 
Tribunal on the next date. 

S.O. to 5th January, 2018. Hamdast. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
skw 
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3. 	S.O. to 21.12.2017. 

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

IN THE MAIIA_RASIITRA 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 

O.A.No.176 of 2017  
With  

M.A. No.95 of 2017 

B.N.Wakchaure 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

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

Advocate for the Applicants and Ms S. Suryawanshi, 

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DAM,: 	  

C°ItAlkt 	—1744A4 Ca .Yip' OSL; 
Shri. RAHNLAGAIPAW- 

(Vice - Chairman) 
1141,2-ble-Shri-it,E744ALIK--(Merabet9--  

APPEARANCE:  

2. 	Learned P.O. on instructions from Smt. 

Sadhana Mhatre, Head Clerk, Desk-9, Home Dept., 

Mantralaya, Mumbai submits that the proposal for 

reconsideration is pending with the Respondent 

No.2. She further submits that the Respondent No.2 

requires four weeks time for takirig decision. 

.--Ahrt4Strit74.13S gA41- 
Advocaate for the Applicant24Pc0AZ14:1 

•P:04 	P.O. kit the Respondent 

G ^ 1(2117-  
so *-110111p11~wro..... 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
vsm 
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Original Application No. 

	 Applicant/s 

of 20 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
IVIUMBAI 

(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 

O.A.No.897 of 2017 

S.B. Mohite 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

Dm):  w7,-.2-"1 I II  
PDRIN 	s L 
liNnebte Shri..4MLAGW 

(Vice -Chairman) 
ilharli obarLIK-(4Vremher)----,  

APPEARANCE : 

cv-JA.. 	e-§=1,2Afrk  

Advocate thr the Applicant 

-43144Smt,-6.4a 	
OW-9  

—C--7143-11).0. fin-  the Respondents 

(  11T'  

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicants and Ms S. Suryawanshi 
holding for Smt. Archana B.K., the learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O. for the respondents submits 
that the case will have to be considered by the 
concerned respondent in light of the recent G.R. 

3. In the circumstances, the case be considered 
and if required, Affidavit-in-Reply be filed on the next 
dated. 

4. S.O. to 10.01.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
vsm 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 iSpl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI.  

Original Application 1\fo. 	 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 

M.A. No..414 of 2017 
in 

O.A.No.897 of 2017  

S.B. Mohite 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicants and Ms S. Suryawanshi 
holding for Smt. Archana B.K., the learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Heard both the sides. For the reasons stated 
in the application, the delay of 1 year, 2 month and 5 
days in filing the present application is condoned. 

3. The Misc. Application is accordingly allowed 
without any order as to costs. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 

t 47–  

12QUAt; 	 11A 
SWIM Shii.ift4t1t—C-g" 	.‘11:L.3  

(Vice-Chairman) 
11104~trii-R797-NtAL4R--(Memberf- 

APPEARANCE: 	A 

Sitiat 

(t;Advoeate fbr the Applicant 
U1-1 2-(1"(114 

 

P.O. flirt* Respondepts 
hp\ id/ 1/v_ 

(2 	4:z--d 

60: 
vsm 
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	 Applicant/s 

"LO lij12  
gall; 
Haseble Justice Shri A. H. Jodi (Cbsimuul) 
Hoelble-Shri-WRemeshhnuarthtember) A 

APPEARANCE:  

shrimmt. 	v ,ectykii  

Advocate for the Applicant 

° Stift .'Smt. ;4.'1 	=1.. 1 6"-i''' 1-1  
c.p.o; P.O. for the Respondent/s 

y  7777-777---7-77(1 # 

Co l rul 

- 0 • fo 

84-Pc'A-4-• 

4. 	S.O. to 28.11.2017. 

(A.H. Josh', J. 

Chairman 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ISp1.- 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 

Date: 22.11.2017. 

O.A. 790 of 2017 

Subhash L. Chaudhari 

Versus 

....Applicant. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

Advocate for the Applicant, Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondent No. 1 and 

Shri D.A. Paka, the learned Advocate for the Respondent 

No. 2. 

2. Learned P.O. states that applicant's case is put up 

before Hon'ble Minister for reconsideration. 

3. Learned Advocate for applicant states that the 

applicant is ready to wait. 

nmn 

[PTO 
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(A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman 

22.11.2017 
(sgj) 

C.C.P.) J 22G0(13) (50,000-2-2015) 
MAT-F-2 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Ai.A./K A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

N 

Application No. 	 of 20 • 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Tribunal' s orders 

Notes, (,):Te:e :‘,Ionioranda of CorElln, 
App,arlIfict, '1,.;( ,1Arml's orders or 

Registror's -Orders 

S UONIOTtl- 

CA No.67/17 in OA No.675/16 with RA.20/16  

Shri Lakshman K. Nirmal 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri Amit A. Gharte, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Registrar is directed as follows: 

Carry correction in the common order dated 

7.9.2016 passed in OAs No.674, 675 & 1114 of 

2015 in view of order dated 16.9.2016 passed in 

RA.19/16 in 0A.1114/16, RA.20/16 in 

0A.675/16 & RA.21/16 in 0A.674/16. 

DATE : 	 2O f  7-- 

comm  
Hen'bie Justice Ski A. 11. Joshi (Chairman) 

Heel-We-SA ri-M7ftanresititumar4lvteraber)* 

APPEARANCE  :  
Sttri/Scat. 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri /5mt. :IV •  X '  R  	" 
/ 
.1/ 

C.P.O / 	for the Respvudent/s 

Ad). 	 &&&&&& 
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(sgj) 

.H. 
Chairman 

22.11.2017 

∎ G C11,  ,1 2260(111 (50,000 2 2015)  
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

E. 

 
MUTVIBAI 

M A /R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

I N 

Unigi Lid( Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

(:11 N.! A.1 11-loyancia of Corum, 

I 	 orders or 
1Z1..gi,t•:i.t•';,; orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

CANOT677-1-Tin DA No.6/5/r6 	with IZA—.20116 

Shri Lakshman K. Nirmal 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri Amit A. Gharte, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned 

Presenting  Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	At the request of Ld. PO, SO to 8.1.2018. 

DATE : 	--2 

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. Pl. Joshi (Chairman) 

Hore.hlo-glei-M7RaineshitomariMember) A 

APPEARANCE :  

Min/Snit. 

Advocate for the Applicant , 

Shri /Smt.  	1".  ").1-  
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

2 	0 ig 

'•° • 

Admin
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..... Applicant/s 

DIStIUCT 

DATE: 	  
SRAM  
Hon'hlc Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

a 

APPEARANCE: 

Shri/Smt 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri /Smt. 	‘t"  
/ P.O. for the Respondent/s /  

(4 -c,-( pair 	-f-77 wyroci 	) y-v) 

S,  0 

(A.H Joshi, 
Chairman 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 
MUMBAI . 

Original Applicatioh 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 

22.11.2017 

0.A No 582/2017 

Smt S.S Ghadshi 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate 
for the applicant and Ms Archana B.K. learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant states 
as follows:- 

The vacancy has occurred at Government 
Polytechnic College, Mumbai due to resignation 
of Shri N.S Musale, Senior Clerk. 

3. Respondents are directed to consider as to 
whether applicant can be considered for posting 
at Mumbai and report the decision within four 
weeks. 

4. S.0 to 20.12.2017. 

5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed. 
Learned Presenting Officer is directed to 
communicate this order to the Res s ondents. 

Alm 
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phit:_22_1L- 1  gam&  
Hon'ble Justice Ski A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 
Ho 

3. Leave is granted. 

4. SO to 13.12.2017. 

(A.H. Jo 
Chairman 

22.11.2017 
(sgj) 

2200(B (50,000-2-2015) 
ISI)1.- 	E ri THE MAILkRASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE' TRIBUNAL

MAT-F-2 . 

 
MUMBAI 

1~9.A.Ih.A.X.A. No. 	 of 20 

N 

Olagi oat Appl ication No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

i 0f ;cf.( Notts, olli(•■.• Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

d;rr•etiom, and Iteifitrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

D.A. No.616 of 	2017 	 

Shri P.D. Chavan 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

APPEARANCE : 

glen/Smt. 

-Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri /Smt. • 064'4'1144- 
 l2' 

C. P.O / P.O. for the Respondents 

Q
T
Y 	 ),W&)/c40) ivr 	ers- f --z ) 	ce  

S.  -0 

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. Advocate for the Applicant prays for leave to 

amend to add grounds. 
mollIoNelimeesbo'..•••••••••• 
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(CW..li J 22130(1:4) (60,000---.11420/5) 	 mAT.r-2 E. 
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

MAJRA./C.A, No. 	 of 20 

I N 

Original Applikation No, 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Orrice Moto", Office Memoranda ofCeram, 
Appearance, Tribunal," order" or 
diractions and Itegbotratoa cordon 

Tribunal' order" 

0.A.No.1083/2017 

Mr. V.S. Wayagankar & Ors. 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Mr. Shrikant Patil, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicants and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit holding for Ms. S.P. 
Manchekar, the learned C.P.O. for the Respondents. 

2. The learned , Advocate relies on the ratio of 
decision rendered by this Tribunal on 2nd  November, 2017 
in O.A. 524/2017 with 0.A.841/2017, a copy of which is 
taken on record and marked as 'X'. 

3. The learned P.O. points out that the status quo was 
granted on the said decision and later on it was vacated. 
By noting the above circumstances, issue notices to the 
Respondents made returnable on 20th  December, 2017. 

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

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

6. 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. 

7. 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 complia 	otice. 
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8. 	In case notice is not collected within three days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before 
returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed 
without reference and papers be consigned to record. 

pa: 	<Ukii 
poRst4 : 	L" k_ck co 414  , 	asku am 'bit Shri. RAXV-AGAWAII,= 

(Vice - Chairman) 
lik,4414-Shrt-It.41.4.1,4L4K-ectembeir 

4PPEARANCE 

Pcd-■ 
Advocate for the Appl.klUit 

' 
fiat the itcspon.Jents 

9. 	S.O. to 20th  December, 2018. 
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(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.614 OF 2017 

Shri Pramod H. Sawakhande 	 ..Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 ..Respondents 

Shri Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar - Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri D.B. Khaire, Special Counsel with 

Miss Savita Suryawanshi - Presenting Officer for the Respondents 

CORAM 
	

Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

DATE 
	

22nd November, 2017 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the Applicant and 

Shri D.B. Khaire, learned Special Counsel with Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Special Counsel was called to state as to whether the Govt. has 

decided to vary its stance as regards transfer and its cause which are the 

subject-matter of challenge. 

3. Learned Special Counsel states that Govt. has decided that its stance shall 

not be changed. 

4. Special Counsel was called to furnish the office note and the decision of 

the Government which may have been recorded thereon, for perusal. 

5. Ld. Special Counsel then called the record from the officers who had 

arrived to give instructions and upon instruction Ld. Special Counsel states that 



(A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman 

22.11.2017 

2 	 O.A. No.614 of 2017 

any note was not put up and the decision was only communicated to him by Dy. 

Secretary. 

6. It ought to have been noted by the Govt. that Special Counsel had made 

the statement only after arguing the case for some time. In fact even this 

Tribunal wanted that the Govt. should consider its decision. However, instead of 

inviting the observation or direction, Ld. Special Counsel has made the 

statement. 

7. Therefore, the conduct of Government of showing a dustbin to the view of 

Special Counsel is an utmost rude conduct. It is highly shocking that any note 

of the Special Counsel's statement and its background is not taken and decision 

of the Govt. is not sought thereon. 

8. Principal Secretary, Urban Development Department is directed to file own 

affidavit stating as to who took the decision to brush aside Special Counsel's view 

that the decision be reconsidered by deciding to refuse to place a note and couch 

it up to the Government. 

9. Affidavit be filed on or before 28.11.2017. 

10. S.O. to 28.11.2017. 

11. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO is directed to communicate 

this order to the respondents. 

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar. 
\JAWALKAR \Judgements \ 2017 \ 11 November 2017 \ 0A.614.17.J.11.2017-PHSawakhande. S0.28.11.17.doc 
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DATE : 	  

Shri. 
csi_.(4 71-ZoSt4 

(Vice - Chairman) 
hnehteltit-B7-kbia4K-(Nierahef)— 

APPVARANCE : 

Advnerato fbr the Applicata - 
Slut 	 (24 ....ekct 	 

....-C-144-1-#.0. fin the Respondents 

(G C P ) J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 	 141.- MAT-F.2 E 

IN TIIE MAHARA.SHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

0.A.No.756/2016  

Ms. D.A. Kachor 	 ... Applicant 

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

1. Heard Mr. K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Mr. K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the 

Respondents. 

2. The learned P.O. seeks time to file Affidavit-in-
reply. The record would show that sufficient opportunities 
have been given to the Respondents to file reply. The 
concerned Respondent is directed to go through the 
copies of the Judgments annexed and to take corrective 
steps and submit the report on the next date. 

3. In case, the Respondents come to the conclusion 
that corrective steps cannot be taken due to any rule or 
law, then a brief Affidavit explaining the reasons be filed. 

3. 	S.O. to 20th  December, 2017. 

(M.T. Josh!) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
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Ad vonata fbr the Applicant 

--C--,13:0-tP.O. for the Respondents (M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 iSpl.- 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 Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.974 of 2017 

R.S. Patil 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

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

for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply. 

3. ,The applicant is at liberty to file application 

for adjournment on the next date in inquiry. The 

inquiry officer is directed to be liberal in granting 

adjournment till 29.11.2017 only. Hamdast. 

4. S.O. to 29.11.2017 for reply. 

DAM: 	 11  
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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 1084 of 2017 

Y. J.Medhekar 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

Shri D.B.Khaire, Advocate for the Applicant. 

Smt. Archana B.K., Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

CORAM : SHRI M.T. JOSHI (VICE-CHAIRMAN) 

DATE 	: 22.11.2017 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri D.B.Khaire, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and 
Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 05.01.2018. 

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

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

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



7. 
In case notice is not collected within seven days or service report on 

affidavit is not filed 3 days before returnable date, Original Application shall 
stand dismissed without reference and papers be consigned to record. 

8. S.O. to 05.01.2018. 

9. 
Considering the fact that the present applicant is working as a Sales 

Tax Officer for more than ten years, without going into merit, presently the 

interim relief in terms of prayer clause 11(a) is hereby granted until further 

orders. 

10. 
Further before filing any Affidavit-eply, the concerned 

respondents are directed to go through the Rule 4 (a) as amended on 
17.11.1980 (Page 75) and to reconsider the issue. If upon consideration 
of the said provision, the concerned respondents come to conclusion 
that the corrective steps are required to be taken then the corrective 

steps shall be taken, and the report shall be filed in the present 

proceeding on the next date. If for any other Law, G.R. or Provision, 
the concerned respondents come to conclusion that the corrective 
steps cannot be taken then a brief affidavit explaining the reasons shall 

be filed on the next date. Hamdast. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 

E1V.S0120171November 171Nov 17\0.A. 1084 of 2017 - Reversion (0).doc 
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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 1088 of 2017 

A.R. Kamble 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

Shri M.D. Lonkar, Advocate for the Applicant. 

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

CORAM : SHRI M.T. JOSHI (VICE-CHAIRMAN) 

DATE 	: 22.11.2017 

ORDER 

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

2. Issue notice returnable on 05.01.2018. 

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

5. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the Maharashtra 
Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1988 and the questions such as 

limitation and alternate remedy are kept open. 

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 four weeks. Applicant is directed to file 

Affidavit of compliance and notice. 
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7. In case notice is not collected within seven days or service report on 
affidavit is not filed 3 days before returnable date, Original Application shall 
stand dismissed without reference and papers be consigned to record. 

8. S.O. to 05.01.2018. 

9. Learned Advocate for the applicant files on record a downloaded true 

copy of the judgment passed by the Hon'ble High Court in W.P. No.4872 &  

6676 of 2012 (Sachin V. Kshirsagar V/s. State of Maharashtra & Ors.,  
dated 14.03.2013) and by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Special Leave  

Appeal (Civil) No.20911/2013, dated 10.07.2013,  both are accepted and 

marked as 'X'. 

10. Learned Advocate submits that in view of the ratio of this judgments 
even if the employee passes the concerned examination before the 
termination order is issued but beyond the prescribed period of two years, 

he is required to be continued in the services. 

11. Learned P.O. submits that the applicant has not come with the case 

that he has passed MS-CIT examination within the prescribed period. 

12. Learned Advocate for the applicant submits that the impugned order 
at page 26 of the O.A. would show that the applicant was terminated only on 
the ground that the applicant was unable to pass the typing examination 

within a period of two years from the date of his appointment. 

13. In the circumstances, keeping the issue of passing MS-CIT 

examination open interim relief in terms of prayer clause 15(b) is hereby 

granted until further orders. Hamdast. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

22.11.2017 
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