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Tribun al' s orders 

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

Heard Shri 
for the applicants 
learned Presenting 

.R Jagdale, learned advocate 
and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, 
fficer for the Respondents. 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AD1VIINISTRAT 
1VIUMBAI 

[51)1- MAT-F-2 E.  

TRIBUNAL 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondentis 

(Presenting Officer 	  

22.12.2016 

0.A Ncl 1173/2016 

Shri D.V Keluskar 86 Ors 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Learned Pre enting. Officer -Snit Gaikwad 
stated that simil r Original Applications no 
194/2016, 410/2 16 86 1004/2015 are placed 
before the learned Member (J) for final hearing on 
16.1.2017. 

In these cases also the orders of granting 
benefit of second time bound ,promotion were 
issued earlier and benefits subsequently 
withdrawn. In these cases recovery was also 
ordered which was stayed. 

In the prese t case learned P.0: stated that 
no interim relief curl be granted as no ketref has 
been ordered against the present Applicants. 

Learned P.O stated that affidavit in reply 
will be filed and dvance copy of reply will be 
given to the learne.' advocate for the Applicants. 

Considering 
of the case, this 
heard along with 
same may be. plat 
(J) for final hearin 

the facts and circumstances 
Original Application may be 
above referred 0.As and the 
d before the learned Member 
on 16.1.2017. 

Raj v Aga al) 
Vice-Chairman 

[Pro. 

DATE: .9-2-t1 2- 1t 4.  
CQRAI4 : 

Hon'ble Shri. RASIV AGARIVAL 
(Vice -Chairman) 

lieVbfr-Stirtitik-MALLIK-(44ember)-- 

APPEARANCE:  

Advoeste for the Amdicant 

---eft0711.0, rot the Respondents 

6.1 I 11 -4- 
cat, 

A--stov, 

/ veto Y641 

	 Applicant/s 
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licants are challenging orders 
t the same Respondents, Misc 

eL
jointly is allowed, subject to 
s by each of the Applicants. 

As all the Ap 
more or less/again 
Application lb sue 
payment of court f 

[Pro. 

Akn 

(Raji Ag 	1 
Vice-Chairman 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTJMBAI 

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

OriginalApplication 	 of 20 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.12.2016  

M.A 536/2016 in 0.A No 1173/2016 

Shri D.V Keluskar 
Vs. 

The State of Mahar 

& Ors 	... Applicants 

ghtra & Ors... Respondents 

 

D ATE •  22-h (L4  
CORAM: 
Hon'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARV/AL 

(Vice - Chairman) 
hternhcr)— 

APPEARANCE : 

Advotxtc for the Applicant 

(3 1149.4.S94 

C--.-1370-Wri: for the Respondents 

Heard Shri .R Jagdale, learned advocate 
for the applicants and Snit Kranti S. Gaikwad, 
learned Presenting fficer for the Respondents. 

Learned Adv cate Shri Jagdale stated that 
all the Applicants are more or less challenging 
identical orders ithdrawing the benefit of 
second time bound promotion granted to them in 
2006. 

Learned Presenting Officer stated that in 
some of the cases there can be recovery of excess 
payment and in some cases there may not be 
recovery and thetJefore, the Applicant to sue 
jointly may not be > 1lowed. 

• 	•••••••••••••••■•••••■■■••■•••• 

Basically all 
withdrawal of th 
bound promotion i  

e Applicants are challenging 
order granting them time 

the year 2006. 

M.A dispose 
as to costs. 

of accordingly with no order 
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Vice-Chairman 
Ake 	 [Pro. 

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

I_ N THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application Nb. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

(Presenting Officer 	  

1Sp1.- MAT-F•2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

	 Respondent/s 

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

 

Tribunal' s orders 

   

22.12.2016 
0.A No 1186/2016 

Shri Rakesh V. SalUnke 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Mahar: shtra & Ors... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri 
advocate for the 
Gaikwad, learned 
Respondents. 

bhijit Deshmukh, learned 
plicant and Mrs Kranti S. 
Presenting Officer for the 

2. Issub notic before admission made 
returnable on 19.1.:017. 

3. Tribunal ma take the case for final 
disposal at this star and separate notice for final 
disposal need not b issued. 

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to 
serve on Responde t intimation/notice of date of 
hearing duly auth nticated by Registry, along 
with complete papel.  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. 

(22Sela.: 

!HOD 'hle forai. RAJIV AGARWAL 
(Vice - Clairakaa) 

,1144erbieillei-R-.-Ftivi-ALIK-(4elaberl-- 
APPE2tRONICE :  

Mvotittegor the Aliplicant 

,,C.-.-NPrittY). for the Respondents 

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 19.1.2017. 
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Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar, files 

affidavit'in rejoinder. 

0.A is admitted. Respondents may file sur-

rejoinder, if need be. 

Place for final hearing on 19.1.2017. 

(RajJv Ag 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO. 

Akn 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

DISTRICT.  

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Original Application 14o. 	 of 20 

Tribunal' s orders 

22.12.2016 

0.A No 1040/2016 

Shri Y.H Mane 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri B.A Bandiwadekar, learned 

advocate for the applicant and Ms Archana. B.K. 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

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

DATE:  221116  
CORM : 
tion'bie Slut RAJIVAGAIWAL 

(Vice-Chairman) 
,t4w+-1,tc-shti-It--87MA-L-fitfirtembeti--- 

APPEARANCE: 

Shri 	 • t'''1A-(4uticb--• 

Advocate for the Applicant 

- 	 for the Respondents 

•(--) 	 czi-LAAA.1-ker..\ 
14.110 4011*. 

Ps-A 
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6?/ 

DAM: 	h 2-44.  
COMM  
Hon'bk Shri. RAHN,  AGAW/41/L. 

(Vic' -Chairinas1 
tfinebtr-Shriltrfk-l*MAK ember)-- 

APPEARANCE : 

skiaha 

Advocete fot the Applicata 

('.P.O t P.O. for the Respenden 

1111.1  

CSA-CoLi71--  

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.12.2016 
0.A No 1016/2016 

Shri S.B KShirsagar 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Ma.harahhtra 86 Ors... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate 
for .the applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurhoit, 
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the 
Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission made 
returnable on 19.1.2017. 

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 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 19.1.2017 
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DATE : 
CAteet : 

	

I ion 'A Shri. 	AGAIRWM. 
(Vice - Chairmen) 

Mw 	 MALIK4Manba)-- 
APPEARANCE : 

Advocate rot et Applicant 
.r--.111w4/Scata- 

0. fa, the it-Wondants 

	

CP-..20a\ k."-r4 sJ 	t • r  	.14 	okriakt.t, 

c, ( 9 1 k`"1 

Learned Adv 

rejoinder, 

cate Shri Patil files affidavit in 

0.A is admit ed. Place for final hearing on 

19.1.2017. 

iv Ag al) 
Vice-Chairman 

Alm 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

[Spi.. MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

	 Applicant/s 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer cer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 

22.12.2016 

0.A N 814 2016 

Shri S.G Bhil 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Mahar shtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri 

the , applicant 

learned Presenting  

.R PatiL learned advocate for 

Ms Savita Suryavanshi, 

fficer for the Respondents. 
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Text Box
           Sd/-



(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 151)1- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MIJNIBAI 

of 20 Original Application No. DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondentis 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

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

TribuAal' a orders 

22.12.2016 

CLA No 625/2016  

Shri S.B. Buran ge 
Vs. 

The State of Mahar 

... Applicant 

shtra 8s Ors... Respondents 

was  
OBtAKI 
HisaIsle Ski RARVAGAIMAL 

(via -Cbairmas) 
4--ifasstiethri-L-11.44.4LIMMetaberf, 

AlTEARANOI: 

htligrat.s 

Advocate for the Assplitant 

...—f;43.394-(tf). for the Respoodesse 

.44  

Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned 

advocate for the applicant and Ms Savita 

Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

Learned Adv cate states that affidavit in 

rejoinder is filed. 	.A is admitted. Respondents 

may file sur-rejoind r if need be. 

Place for final hearing on 10.1.2017 along 

with 0.A no 1008/2015. 

R iv Ag al) 
Vice-Chairman 

Akn 

[Pro. 
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As the Appli  

person, his prayer 
granted. 	The 
Application is allow 

O.A no 1012 
13.1.2017. 

Alm 

cant is a similarly situated 
for condonation of delay is 

delay is condoned. 	Misc 
d with no order as to costs. 

2016 be placed on Board on 

'flArNI"--R 
(Raj Ag al) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO 

P 	2260 (A) (60,000--2-2016) 	 [Spl - 'MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MT_TIVIBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

tilSTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Trib al' a orders 

—22.12 2016 	 

M.A 415/2016 in 0.A No 1012/2016 

Shri S.S Mirgal 
Vs. 

The State of Mahar 

... Applicant 

shtra 8s Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate 
for the applicant I and Ms Neelima , learned 
Presenting Officer fobr the Respondents. 

This Misc Application is filed seeking 
condonation of delay of 13 months in filing the 
Original Application. 

• Learned Advocate Shri Lonkar stated that 
Applicant is similarly situated persons like Shri 
S.K Ambekar 8s .  ors who have filed O.A no 
636/2015. In that 0.A, in M.A no 383/2015 this 
Tribunal by order dated 1.5.1.2016 has condoned 
the, delay if any in filing the Original .Application. 
This has been don on the basis of judgment of . 
Hon. High. Court in W.P no 3690/2005 dated 
19,12.2006 and W P no 7458/2010 dated .19th 
July, 2011. 

 

DATE : .2. 2--112-11 .  

   

CORtAM : 
tion'Ole Shri. RAJW AGARWAL 

(Vied - Chairman) 

APPEARANCE : 
Shrii,Sint-ts..1.1 • 	L Liv.k  
A deocirte for the Applicsnt 

. ............ 
__--Crti.(9-1-11.0. for the Respondents 

.1\ Mc/ 4-Cs (1( ( 7 r  

  

     

     

Admin
Text Box
           Sd/-



[PTO. 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No: 
	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT   Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and othez 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Trib al' s orders 

DATE: 	17-  

MEAN( : 
Don't:1e Shri. RAJIV AGAIOVRIL 

(Vice - Chairman) 

APPEARANCE :  

Sluilratat-t...-....L 	 ,.-- 

Advocate fot the Applicata 
Cs-e' 

--C47
fortyyeRaspondelas 

Ad.  .1. 

- 	tt, 1"..."671 
5, 

22.12.2016 

M.A 414/2016 in 0.A No 1013/2016 

Shri DX Warang £s Ors 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Mahatashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri .D Lonkar, learned advocate 
for the applicant and Ms Neelima, learned 
Preseriting Officer or the Respondents. 

This Misc Application is filed seeking 
condonation of delay of 13 months infiling the 
Original Application. 

Learned Adviocate Shri Lonkar stated that 
Applicant is similarly situated persons like Shri 
S.K Ambekar & ors who have filed O.A no 
636/2015. In the O.A, in M.A no 383/2015 this 
Tribunal by order ated 15.1.2016 has condoned 
the delay if any in filing the Original Application. 
This has been do e on the basis of judgrilent of 
Hon. High Court in W.P no 3690/2005 dated 
19.12.2006 and W.P no 7458/2010 dated 19th 
July, 2011. 

As the Applicant is a similarly situated 
person, his praye for condonation of delay is 
granted. The delay is condoned. Misc Application 
is allowed with no •rder as to costs.  

O.A no 101 /2016 be placed on Board on 
13.1.2017. 

Admin
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(G.C.P.) J 2250 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAL _ 

rEpl.- MAT-F12 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

Original Application No . 	 of 20 
	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

8. 	S.0 19.1.2017 

aj Ag 
Vic Chairman 

[PTO. . 	Al,,-, 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	 

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

22.12.2016 

Shri S.N Raktate 
Vs. 

The State of Maharas 

al' s orders 

1102 2016 

... Applicant 

tra & Ors... Respondents.  

OA No 

DATE: 2-- 2-1 	( 
CORAM:  
Hon'ble Sbri. R.ANVAGAEWAL 

(Mc*. thairmaa) 
+#0,.b(e Shri-4,437 MA LIK-Odember■ 	 
APPEARANCE : 

it. for the Aftliciat 

Stir; 
PrO. for the Respondents 

Jagdale learned advocate for . 
K.B Bhise, learned Presenting 

ents. 

ate Shri Jagdale states that 
not collected the copy of notice 
espondents. He requested that 
sued. 

fore admission made returnable 

e the case for final disposal at 
to notice for final disposal need 

thorized and directed to serve 
ation/notice of date of hearing 

Registry, along with complete 
espondent is put to notice that 
en up 'for final disposal at the 

ng. 

/ notice is ordered under Rule 
htra Administrative Tribunal 
88, and the questions such as 
e remedy are kept open. 

1. , Heard Shri K. 
the applicant and S 
Officer for the Respo 

2. Learned Advo 
inadvertently, he has 
to be served on the 
fresh notice may be i 

3. Issue notice b 
on 19.1.2017. 

4. Tribunal may 
this stage and separ 
not be issued. 

5. Applicant is a 
on Respondent in 
duly authenticated 
paper book of O.A. 
the case would be t 
stage of admission he 

6. This intimatio 
11 of the Mahar 
(Procedure) Rules, 1 
limitation and altern 

, 	5 	 cfl I l■ 

7. 	The service 
speed post, courier 
and produced along 
Registry within one 
affidavit of complianc 

ay be done by Hand delivery, 
d acknowledgement be obtained 
'th affidavit of compliance in the 
eek. Applicant is directed to file 
and notice. 
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S.0 to 19.1.2 

(R *iv Ag 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO. 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 	 [41.- MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and othe 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

Original Application No. of 20 

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

Trib 

22.12.2016  

al' s orders 

0.A No 1190/2016  

Shri V.M Mule 
Vs. 

The State of Mahara 

Heard Shri 
the applicant and 
Presenting Officer 'fo 

... Applicant 

htra & Ors... Respondents 

.D Lonkar, learned advocate' for 
s Savita Suryavanshi, learned 
the Respondents. 

Learned Pres 
Mantralaya ffie notir 
the Applicant. Goin 
that Government 
Consei-vator of Fo 
Principal Chief C 
regarding alleged mi 
the officers have giv 
facie evidence again 
offence under vari 
registered against 
placed under suspe 

nting Officer has placed copy of 
g which led to the suspension of 

11 

 through the noting, it appears 
as sought report from Chief 
est, Kolhapur and Additional 
nservator of Forest, Nagpur, 
conduct of the Applicant. Both 
n the reports that there is prima 
t the Applicant and accordingly 
s sections of IPC have been 
e Applicant and he has been 
on. 

at it is a fit case to grant interim 
ate Shri Lonkar files affidavit of 

senting Officer Ms Suryavanshi 
e and seeks time to file reply. 

DATE:  9.2-I)7-11‘  
CORA/4 : 
Don'bte Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 

(Vice Cilainnea) 
46vo'hie Shri-R,R..-MALIK,D4embelL. 

APPEARANCE:  

Shrv9rrt__ —  

A-3vor rite for the Aoplicent 

—Stret-/Sna. : 
C.P.0 f P.O.coe the RIspoodosts c t.k  

Set-tit c a cx_w. 

S.e> 

I do not find 
relief. Learned Adv 
service. -Learned Pr 
waives service of no 

Alen 

Aep . 
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(C.C.13.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 1Sp1 - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

DisTracr 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 

versus.  

The State of Maharashtra and otherl 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribuaar s orders 

  

22.12.2016  
0.A No 11202/2016  

Shri R.G Chavan 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 
The State of Mahar hhtra 86 Ors... Respondents 

Original Application No:" 	 of 20 

1. 	Heard Shri 
advocate for the 
Rajpurohit, learned 
the Respondents. 

2. Issue notic 
returnable on 19.1. 

3. Tribunal ma 
disposal at this sta 
disposal need not b 

4. Applicant is 
serve on Responde 
hearing duly auth 
with complete pape 
put to notice that t 
final disposal at the 

5. This intimati 
Rule 11 of the 
Tribunal (Procedu 
questions such 
remedy are kept op 

DATE: 	9– / 11'4-  

i top ble Shri. RAJIV AG AlWAL 
(Vie. - Chairman) 

.14904-Stiti-R,1344A10.-(Meinher)---.  

APPEARANCE: 

Advocate elt Aottlican

.

t 

. 	■ILI 
Stri44003-= .................... 	° 

IC,11.44-Eft-furttlt Respond
. 

 

A Bandiwadekar, learned 
applicant and Shri N.K. 
Chief Presenting Officer for 

before admission made 
017. 

take the case for final 
and separate notice for final 
issued. 

authorized and directed to 
intimation/notice of date,  of - 

nticated by Registry, along 
book of O.A. Respondent is 

e case would be taken up for 
stage of admission hearing. 

n / notice is ordered under 
Maharashtra Administrative 
e) Rules, 1988, and the 

limitation and alternate 
n. 

6. The service 
speed post, couri 
obtained and pro 
compliance in the 
Applicant is directe 
and notice. 

7. S.0 19.1.201 

ay be done by Hand delivery, 
and acknowledgement be 

ced along with affidavit of 
Registry within one week. 
to file affidavit of compliance 

Akn 

(R v AV/1g a ) 
Vice-Chairman 

[P7'0 , 
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• DISTRICT 
	 Applicant's 

DATE: 	 k 4  
cpw:  
!ion'h1e. Shri. RATIV AGA fovni. 

(vie.- Chainrnan) 
-MALIK (Niember)_-- 

APPEARANCE :  

cf' lij*2  r
e ti. 

Ativecate fat the Atipkent 

We' 
--CA0tr.O. for the Respondents 

3-- 	t ct 1 1141-  

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-2015) 	 [Spl.• MAT-F-2 E 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMI3AI 	- 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtrix and other 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	 

   

  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 22.12.2016 

Tribunal's orders 

0.A No 1191/2016  

Shri A.D Sawant 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra 86 Ors... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri M. 
the applicant and Shi  

Officer for the Respon 

Lonkar, learned advocate for 
K.B Bhise, learned Presenting 

ents. 

2. Issue notice before admission made returnable 
on 19.1.2017. 

3. 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 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. 

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

7. The service m y be done by Hand delivery, 
speed post, courier d acknowledgement be obtained 
and produced alongwith affidavit of compliance in the 
Registry within one ek. Applicant is directed to file 
affidavit of compliant and notice. 

8. 	S.0 19.1.2017. 

Alm 

[PTO. 
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MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 
(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA AD1VIINISTRATfl  
MUNIBAI 

B.A Bandiwadekar, learned 

applicant and Shri N.K. 

Chief Presenting Officer for 

Heard Shri 

advocate for the 

Rajpurohit learned 

the Respondents. 

S. ea 

0.1\ 

9\ \\I-  . 

Original pplication-No. of 20 DISTRICT 

Applicant's 

(Advocate 

versus 

The. State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Dotes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Apiearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

22.12.2016  

O.A  No, 1050/2016 

Shri S.V Kshirsag 
Vs. 

The State of Mahar 

... Applicant 

shtra & Ors... Respondents 

DATE: 	 

coRAM : 
Hon'ble Shri. RAM/ AO ARWAL 

-Chsinnts) 
.14A-L-DrEiNfernbal--- 

APPEARAkE  

3htiSintrm.,.." 	(-6  

Learned. Ad ocate Shri Bandiwadekar, 

states that he does of wish to file rejoinder. 

9-.211 h 4  

Advocittelbr etc Applicant 
Simi 	... ........... 
t'.1s.0441.07forthr Respond 

O.A is admi 

19.1.2017. 

ed. Place for final hearing on 

RaAiv A rwal) 
Vice-Chairman 

.Alcn 

[PTO 

Admin
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(Spl - MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL. 
• 

DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

(Riji A 	al) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO, A LI, 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000--,-2-2016) 

IN T_ HIE MAILIVRASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application /■7'o: 
	

of 20 

(Advocate 	 ) , 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

22.12.2016 

Trill al' s orders 

0.A No 

Shri D.B Karnale 
Vs. 

The State of Mahar 

1142/2016  

... Applicant 

shtra 86 Ors... RespOndents 

1. 	Heard Shri 
for the applicant 
Presenting Officer 

.R Jagdale, learned advocate 
id Ms Archana B.K, learned 
r the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice  
returnable on 17.1. 

before admission made 
017..  

r 

3.. Tribunal m y take the case for final 
disposal at this sta e and separate notice for final 
disposal need not issued. 

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to 
serve on Responds t intimation/notice of date of 
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along 
with complete papr book of O.A. Respondent is 
put to notice that tie case would be taken up for 
final disposal at th stage of admission hearing. 

5. This intimati n / notice is ordered under 
Rule 11 of the Maharashtra Administrative 
Tribunal (Proced e) Rules, 1988, and the 
questions such s limitation and alternate 
remedy are kept op n. 

6. The service ay be done by Hand delivery, 
speed post, couri r and acknowledgement be 
obtained and pro uced along with affidavit of 
compliance in th Registry within one week..  
Applicant is directe to file affidavit of compliance 
and notice. 

7. S.0 17.1.201 7. 

DATE: 	91121)  

CORAM : 
Hon 'hle Shri. RAJIV AGA RWAL 

(Vice - Chau-man) 
Mae 	 ALTK-(Mcntbet)1 	 

APPEARANCE :  

shris, 	P 	 0-0-q-- 

Advocate foe the App 

/smt. 
C.P.Q I P.O. for the Respondents 

Admin
Text Box
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DATE: 	12-1 9-gl  /4' 

C1111 AM  SAnolt 	 I.1< C11411) 
Hon'ble irstiot• Si4i-A. H. Jos-ii (Chairman) % 

APPEARANCE:  

Advocate for the Applicant , 

Ski IStiitr 	:. ....1:15..1S.q.R.PArt: 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Adj. To 141194(7,  

be done by hand delivery / speed 
Imowledgement be obtained and 
davit of compliance in the Registry 
licant is directed to file Affidavit of 

uary, 2017. Liberty reserved for 
In as much as the notice has 

ed CPO do waive service hereof. 

The service ma 
post / courier and 
produced along with 
within four weeks. Ap 
compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 19th J 
seeking interim relief 
already served, the le 

2— • 

   

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

(skw) 
 

1P7:0, 

(SRI.- MAT-F-2 E. 

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

IN THE MAHARASIITRA ADMINISTRA.T 
MTJMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	
 
) • 

DISTRICT 

	 .Applidantis 

ueraus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

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

Tribin s orders 

0.A.1188/2016  

Shri V.R. Tak 
Vs. 

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

Heard Shri K.R. 
the Applicant and Shri 
Presenting Officer for th 

agdale, the learned Advocate for 
,K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief 
Respondents. 

  

... Applicant 

Issue notice ret enable on 19.01.2017. 

Tribunal may 	e the case for final disposal at 
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not 

be issued. 

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

hearing. 

This intimation/ notice is ordered under Rule 11 
of the Maharashtra A ministrative Tribunal (Procedure) 
Rules, 1988 and the 4, uestions such as limitation and 

alternate remedy are kelpt open. 

Admin
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ESpl.- MAT-F'-2 E. 

E -  TRIBUNAL 

DISTRICT 

	 Applieant/s 

(G.C.P.) .1 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

thb State of' Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

	0.A..114_9_/ 2016  

Shri S.B. Kokil ... Applicant 

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

 

Bandiwadekar, the learned 
t and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the 

r for the Respondents. 

rnable on 11.01.2017. 

e the case for final disposal at 
notice for final disposal shall not 

Heard Shri A. 
Advocate for the Appli 
learned Presenting Offic 

Issue notice ret 

Tribunal may 
this stage and separate 
be issued. 

  

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

hearing. 

This intimation/ notice is ordered under Rule 11 
of the Maharashtra A ministrative Tribunal (Procedure) 
Rules, 1988 and the 4uestions such as limitation and 
alternate remedy are kept open. 

The service ma be done by hand delivery / speed 
post / courier and a knowledgement be obtained and 
produced along with of 'davit of compliance in the Registry 
within four weeks. Ap • licant is directed to file Affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 11th J 	ary, 2017. 

DATE : 	  

CORAM : 5,117- 	ey Site,  
flon'ble 	 ) 

APPEARANCE:   
Srhi4Sat1-6"  sNi • ).21.thA. LcitA/6\ 

Advocate for the Applicant 

ainvsint  	:1:00/111.f.g...... 
C.P.O /P.O. for the Respondents 

Adj. To 	111.1121.j 	 

Member (J) 

22.12.2016 

(skw) 

f PTO 
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2_ 'Yi—.1/A ( 	. 
Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

[PTO. 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2010) 

IN THE IWASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	 

ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

E TRIBUNAL 

DISTRICT,  

	 Applicants 

versus 

The State' of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

t'ribunal's orders 

o.A.1174/2016 

Shri A.R. Kadam 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. at ors. 	... Respondents 

... Applicant 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda bf Coruin, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orttrs or 
direetions and Registrar's orders 

Heard Shri M.D. 
the Applicant and Shri 
Officer for the Responde 

As of today, issu 

Tribunal may to 
this stage and separate 
be issued. 

Lonkar, the learned Advocate for 
B. Bhise, the learned Presenting' 
ts. 

notice returnable on 05.01.2017. 

ce the case for final disposal at 
notice for final disposal shall not 

DATE:  2711'0) to  

ORMIte+tieetritialthi catipi 11) 
lion'bic 	. 	 ) 
Ho 

APPEARANCE :  

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri 	14-42- 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondents 

Adj. To .. 

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

hearing. 

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

be done by hand delivery / speed 

(skw) 

The service ma 
post / courier and a knowledgement be obtained and 
produced along with of idavit of compliance in the Registry 
within four weeks. Ap ,licant is directed to file Affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 05th J 	ary, 2017. Liberty to seek interim 

relief reserved. 
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DATE : 	1.1A1  

CORAM : 

Hon'ble 

H 

APPEARANCE: 

Shii/Sentr•-  A\ '  	V.4.4!:t.1*W- 

Advocate for the Applicant 	„ 

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

Adj. To. .. .... t`5\ IJ  1-6  (7 

(0 C P ) J '2260 (A) (50,000=2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA A_DMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

DISTRICT 

	 Appligant/s 

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 tteders 

Tribui al' s orders 

04  LAU- 6_ 

Shri Y.R. Angale 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

Heard Shri A. 
Advocate for the Appli 
learned Presenting Offic  

. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
ants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the 
for the Respondents. 

Issue notice retu able on 19.01.2017. 

Tribunal may to 
this stage and separate 
be issued. 

e the case for final disposal at 
notice for final disposal shall not 

Applicant is au orized and directed to serve on 
Respondents intimation /. notice of date of hearing duly 
authenticated by Regis along with complete paper book 
of O.A. Respondents ar put to notice that the case would 
be taken up for final • *sposal at the stage of admission 

hearing. 

This intimation notice is ordered under Rule 11 
of the Maharashtra A ministrative Tribunal (Procedure) 
Rules, 1988 and the uestions such as limitation and 
alternate remedy are kei:d 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. Apilicantis directed to file Affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 19th Janhary, 2017. 

(R.:. alik)—  
Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

(skw) 

IP Tt:7 

Admin
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t\  

' 

. Malik) 
Member p 
22.12.2016  

(slcw) 

able on 19.01.2017. 

e the case for final disposal at 

notice for final,disposal shall riot 

[PTO. 

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

ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

• IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUNIBAI 

Original Application No. 
	

of 20 

	

DISTRICT 

	 Applietant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

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

Tribu al' s orders 

0. ' 1201/2016  

Shri A.D. Jadhav • 

Vs. 
The State of Mah. 

... Applicant 

ors. 	... Respondents 

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

the Applicant and Silri A.J. Chougule, the learned 

Presenting Officer for th. Respondents. 

DATE: 	  

CORAM : 	 k 	 TIA v iy)11 

Flon'ble lesticervd-a-redn-kWen) 

H 

APPEARANCE:  

Shrif&ixtr:. 	. 

Advocate for the Applicata 

•Shri 

C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent's 

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11 

of the Maharashtra A •ministrative Tribunal (Procedure) 

Rules, 1988 and theiquestions such as limitation and 

alternate remedy are kc pt open. 

be done by han e ry 

lcnowledgement be obtained and • 

idavit of compliance in the Registry 

licant is directed to file Affidavit of 

Issue notice re 

Tribunal may 

this stage and separate 

be issued. 

Applicant is au 

Respondents intimatio 

authenticated by Regist 

of O.A. Respondents 

be taken up for final 

• hearing. 

horized and directed to serve on 

/ notice of date of hearing duly 

, along with complete paper book 

put to notice dud the case would 

isposal at the stage of admission 

The service ma 

post / courier and 

produced along with 

within four weeks. Ap 

compliance and notice 

Adj. 
S.O. to 19th  J uary, 2017. 
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DATE 	2,111.41 Ce,  

COMM 0‘,q 

Hon'ble J 

H 

.e-hik.0111?) 

APPEARANCE: 

Advocate for the Applicant 

	

' ,514ri-/Strit  	. . ....  
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

	

Ad). To.— 	 11149-47 	 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

[Sal.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

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 Corurn, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directicins and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O. 1093/2016  

Smt. S.B. Thigle 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. azi ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

  

Jagdale, the learned Advocate. for 
G. Gohacl, the learned Presenting 
ts. 

rnable on 19.01.2017. 

e the case for final disposal at 
notice for final disposal shall not 

Heard Shri K.R. 
the Applicant and Ms. N 
Officer for the Responder  

Issue notice retu 

Tribunal may to 
this stage and separate 
be issued. 

Applicant is au 
Respondents intimation 
authenticated by Regist 
of O.A. Respondents 
be taken up for final 

orized and directed to serve on 
/ notice of date of hearing duly 

along with complete paper book 
put to notice that the case would 

*sposal at the stage of admission 

hearing. 	 • 

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

The service ma be done by hand delivery / speed 
post / courier and a knowledgement be obtained and 
produced along with = idavit of compliance in the Registry 
within four weeks. Ap •licant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 19th J= uary, 2017. ' 

Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

(skw) 

(Pro; 
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1Spl - MAT-F-2 E 

E TRIBUNAL 
(O C P ) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

DISTRICT.  
	 Applicttnt/s 

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 

DATE: 	  
CORAM : 	 • 

lion'ble 	 L V IVO) 

APPEARANCE: 	■ 

Shrdarae-::... 	\i  • tlfr► /AIY..) 61-10' 
Advocate for the Applicant 
Shri 	 Ctlit p•alt—r.„ 	. , .s-  . 
C.r.O / P.O. for the Respondent's 

Adj. To 	sl,L11  0 9-. 

Tribunal' s orders 

	  0..A.1095/  2016 	 

Shri B.S. Killedar & Ors. 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J. Choug-ule, the 
learned Presenting Office for the Respondents. 

Regard being h 	to the facts, the Affidavit-in- 
reply must be filed on the next date. I repeat that, 
because of the facts are uch. In the meanwhile, even in 
the interregnum, if the spondents are so disposed as to 
make an ,  appropriate orc16-, they shall not feel hindered by 
the pendency of this OA. 

S.O. to 9th Janu 	2017. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

(skw) 
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DISTRICT Original Application No. 	 of 20 

Trib al' $ orders 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-201M 	 Ispl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and othe s 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

DATE : 	47--A1.41 

• 	-7.r• 
CORAM  :44.1.2.‘i4rLultwiaeiiri)))1 

) 
A 

APPEARANCE:  

Advocate for the Applicant 
`  • 	}4114.... 54,1. 

y.{ P.O. tel the Respondent/s 

Adj To— 	It\ 112433 ^ ••• 

Date : 22.12.2016. 

O.A. o.24-6-Df 2016 

....Applicant. 

The State of Maharashtra Ss Ors. 
...Respondents. 

A.P. Charate 

Versus 

1. Heard Shri 

learned Advocate fo 

Gaikwad, the learn 

Respondents. 

B.A. Bandiwadekar, the 

the Applicant and Smt:K.S. 

d Presenting Officer for the 

2. 	• This part-healyd matter is required to be 

adjourned with dire tions to the Respondents to 

submit the letter of ppointment of Shri Ovarkar 

and if there is le ter from the Principal of 

Government Polyte hnic, Solapur in effect 

regrettV for hav ng mentioned that the 

Applicant was 	j nior most. I have not 

accepted any fact p 	ning thereto, but if such 

letter exists, it be produced. Hamdast. 

Adjourned to 4.01.2017. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 

prk 

[Pro 
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DATE : 
CORAM: 
Hon'biel 
H 

APPEARANCE: 

0-2-111-1)  

Stuirvntrt....)2131.112.5d.LX)fr 

Advocate for theApplicant 

Oari-/Srnt. 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Resposcleath 

19.12.2016, affida t-in-reply was filed and 

Sheristedar who Inlay not have the requisite 

knowledge of the events that have happened vitk;1  

made endorsement "filed". However, even if the 

affidavit-in-reply was to be filed on that date that 

should have been bro ght to my notice and may be a 

written application ou 

permission. Needless 

furnished to the other 

t to have been presented for • 

o say the copy thereof was not 

ide. 

2 

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

• 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 22.12.2016. 

O.A.No.333 of 2016 

M.A.M.U. Qureshi 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

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

1. 	Heard Sltri B. . Bandiwadekar, the learned 

Advocate for the App cant and Snit. Archana B.K., 

the learned Presentin Officer for the Respondents. 

2, 	The orders dat 

may be perused. On 

affidavit-in-reply m 

date which was 01.1 

would be taken on rec 

be given, so saying 

appointed for Final H 

d 17.10.2016 and 07.11.2016 

7.11.2016, I proceeded without 

g it clear that on the next 

.2016, if the reply was filed it 

rd, but no adjournment would 

the O.A. was admitted and 

wring: But it appears that on 

3. 	In the circums 

reply of Respondent 

record, but it shall no 

and the O.A. shall pro 

no affidavit-in-reply. 

however take a copy o 

stands now adjou 

04.01.2017. 

ces, though the affidavit-in-

0.2 shall continue to be on 

be read for the purpose hereof 

eed on the basis of there being 

Applicant's Advocate shall 

the said reply and the matter 

ed for Final Hearing on 

es—K3C.t,_ 

2:2—• 	/0  
(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 

prk 
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(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIN 
MUMBAI 

[Sri.- MAT-F-2 E. 

rE TRIBUNAL 

Disrmcr Original Application No. 	 Of 20 

	 Applicants 

	 Respondent/a 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

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

Tribut al' s orders 

0.A.10.62/ 2016  

Shri D.P. Kathale & Ors. 	... Applicants 

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

Heard Shri M.D. 
learned Advocates fo 
Suryawanshi, the lea 
Respondents. 

Mr. A.V. Ban 
informs that he has be 
the persons in respons 
Advocate Lonkar sub 
furnishes the details wi 
move this Tribunal for 
learned Advocate for t 
make an appropriate 
Bandiwadekar accepts 
stands adjourned to Sth 

Lonkar and Shri M.R. Patil, the 
the Applicants and Ms. S. 

ed Presenting Officer for the 

wadekar, the learned Advocate 
n instructed to appear for one of 
to the Public Notice. The learned 
its that if Mr. Bandiwadekar 

h regard to the said party, he will 
is impleadment. In that event, the 
e Applicants shall be at liberty to 
amendment in the OA. Mr. 
this-  proposition and the matter , 
January, 2017. 

AAJLE 
CORAM• 
 (11 !ion'hie 

( 	. 
Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

• 1 ii 
iPPEARANCE: 

. . .......... . 	..... 
Advocate for the Applicant 

941  C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

At. To 5111212 	  

(slcw) 

[pro 
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(G.C.F.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINNTIIAT 
MTJMBAI 

(Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

Original'APplication No. DISTRICT 

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

of 20 

Office Notes, Office Memorandd of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders Or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
s orders 

	

O.A.918/2016 	 

Kum. A.S. Shinde 	 ... Applicant 

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

Heard Shri A. . Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Appli ant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the 
learned Presenting Office for the Respondents. 

Affidavit-in-rejoir der taken on record. Admit. 
liberty to mention grantetd. 

Tribunal may t e the case for final disposal at 
this stage and separate otice for final disposal need not 

be issued. 

BATS:  1-211111  

S.V.4 
H 	

lqs. Pally cm 1.) on'bie Mt iee-Rhark-HT-Icrshi-(-.^tAarrnier) 
Ho 

Applicant is au 
Respondents intimation 
authenticated by Regis 
of O.A. 

This intimation 

• 

Maharashtra A 
1988. The qu 

alternate remedy are ke t open. 

orized and directed to serve on 
/ notice of date of hearing duly 
, along with complete paper book 

notice is ordered under Rule 11 

of the 	 inistrative Tribunal (Procedure) 

Rules, 	 stions such as limitation and 

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed 
post Courier and a owledgement be obtained and 
produced along with davit of compliance in the Registry 
within four weeks. Ap icant is directed to file Affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

APPEARANCE 

Shrl/Sattl .... 

Advocate for the Applicant 

,Shri-/Smt, VI\ct4  
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

1-11D65.4 +-6  

YY\f--"d61 
(R. . Malik) 
Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

(skw) 

[PTO. 
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PATE:  `AO)  
COPAM : 

Hvn'bie 
H 

APPEARANCE:  

Slid/Spiel  `1:. 1̀.:2M14..1).....4-A. "'  

Advocate for the Applicant 

.81tri-/Smt. 	 S.11  
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondents 

AlYnit-. 1419 	rnet;cr 
Adj. To . . . . .. 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

ESpl MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

DISTRICT 

	 Applidlint/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Of6ce Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.1064/ 2016 

Shri E.J. Barshinge 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

Heard Shri A. 
Advocate$" for the Appli 
learned Flfgenting Offic 

Bandiwadekar, the learned 
ant and Smt. K.S. Gaficwad, the 
r for, the Respondents. 

  

Rejoinder is talon 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. 

This intimation/ notice is ordered under Rule 11 
of the Maharashtra A rninistrative Tribunal (Procedure) 

Rules, 1988. The qrstions such as limitation and 

alternate remedy are k pt open. 

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed 

post / courier and 4cknowledgement be obtained and 

produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 
within four weeks. A licant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice 

Sur-rejoirider, f any, must be filed on the first date 
when it appears befor. the Bench and not thereafter. 

1;2,  , 	•Ati. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 

. 22.12.20.16 

 

horized and d:i-ected to serve on 
/ notice of date of hearing duly 
, along with complete paper book 

Applicant is au 
Respondents intimatio 
authenticated by Regis 
of O.A. 

  

Fero. 
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J 2269 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTR‘AT 
MUMI3AI 

:Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	 

• 141.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant's 

DATE: 	  

Hon'ble 

H c 

 

APPEARANCE:  

4-A k̀kki  

Advocate for the Applicant 

_Sri-/Smt. 	 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

A4 To 	 

versus 

Thd 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 

Tribes al' s orders 

0.A.1039 2016 

Shri A.N. Sonkarnbli 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

adhav, the learned Advocate for 
N.G. Gohad holding for Ms. S. 
ed Presenting Officer for the 

able on 23.01.2017. 

e the case for final disposal at 
notice for final disposal shall not 

orized and directed to serve on 
/ notice of date of hearing duly 
, along with complete paper bools 
put to notice that the case would 

isposal at the stage of admission 

Heard Shri S.J. 
the Applicant and Ms. 
Suryawanshi, the le 
Respondents. 

• Issue notice ret 

• Tribunal may t 
this stage and separate 
be issued. 

Applicant is au 
Respondents intimatio 
authenticated by Regis 
of O.A. Respondents a 
be taken, up for final 
hearing. 

This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 1.1 

of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) 
Rules, 1988 and the !questions such as limitation and 
alternate remedy are keipt open. 

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed 

• post / courier and a knowledgement be obtained and 
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 
within' four weeks. Ap icant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice.  

S.O. to 23rd  Jaruary, 2017. 

t 
M ik) 

Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

(skw) 
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DATE: 2-94  
COWL: 
tioneble Shri. RAJIV AG/MOM". 

(Vice • Chalfont') 
Reo'bie Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) 

APPEARANCE:  
q4 • 	Lai 	S12:42a S. 

qtr"' 

kivoeltte for the Aoptimmt 

--C7PgErrP.O. for the Respondeots 

1--(azi,te)ife,sk 

(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

(Presenting Officer 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda 

Appearance, Tribunal's ord 
directions, and Registrar's 

of Coram, 
ers or 

orders 

  

	 Respondent/s 

Tribunal' s orders 

22.12.2016 
C.A 103/2016 in 0.A No 829/2016  

Shri S.K Ka.sbe 	 .. Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned 
advocate for the Applicant, Ms Archana B.K, 
learned P.O for Respondents. 

Learned Presenting Officer is being 
instructed by Mrs Vijayshri Kale, Law Officer in 
the office of Commissioner of Police, Mumbai. 
Learned Presenting Officer informs that the 
order dated 24.11.2016 of which breach is 
alleged, has been challenged by way of Writ 
Petition (Stamp) 34702/2016 on 17.12.2016 
and pertinently the Contempt notice was served 
on them on .9.12.2016. Be it as it may, there is 
no order of -stay from the Hon'ble High Court. 
The compliance that was required was such as 

. not to place the whole thing in an irretrievable 
position. The order has to be complied with and 
in case the Hon. High Court were to set aside 
the order of which breach is alleged, without any 
difficulty, the necessary steps could be taken. 

We are quite convinced especially with 
regard to the circumstances emerging from the 
dates referred above that prima facie there was a ' 
deliberate breach of the said order, and 
therefore, we direct a notice to be issued to the 
Respondent no. 1, asking him to show cause as 
to why appropriate contempt action be not 
initiated against him and, why he be not 
punished for hairing committed contempt of this 
Tribunal. ' 

S.O. to 12.1.2017. Hamdast. 

( 
(R.B. alik) 	 ( 



(Sp).- MAT-F-2 E. 

E TRIBUNAL 
J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 Of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Of6ce Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram; 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

NLA.S.54i2O16—in.1204/ 2016  

Shri Y.R. Angale 	 ... Applicant 

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

Heard Shri A.NI,. Bandiwadekar, ^ the learned 
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the 

. learned Presenting Office for the Respondents. 

This MA has be n filed to sue jointly. As all the 
Applicants are seeking s ilar relief, the MA to sue jointly 
is allowed', subject to pa ent of Court Fees, if not already 

paid. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

(skw) 

[Pro 



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

ORIGI AL APPLICATION NO.1132 OF 2016 

Shri A.M. Atram. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra. 

DISTRICT : MUMBAI 

)...Applicant 

)...Respondent 

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

Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, Presenting Officer for Respondents. 

P.C. 	: R.B. MALIK (MEMBER-JUDICIAL) 

DATE : 22.12.2016 

ORDER 

1. 	The learned Presenting Officer is being instructed 

by Shri P.R. Joshi, Under Secretary, G.A.D. The original 

file for the pilomotion to the post of Joint Secretary is 

furnished for my perusal. Having perused it, the same has 



been handed back to the Officer named abol. 

2. 	This matter is placed before me foii consideration 

of interim relief, if any. I am deeply conscius of the fact 

that in the matter of promotions, etc. where a 

Establishment Board takes a particular ( decision, the 

judicial intervention will be informed by a great degree of 

circumspection, care and caution and it is nit just for the 

asking that the interim relief which in fact Icould also be 

somewhat contrary to the decision of the Establishment 

Board could be taken lightly. Bearing this in mind, when I 

turn to the facts, I find that the Establishmet Board was 

held on 31.8.2016. The case of the Ajplicant was 

considered and apparently, he was not found fit for being 

promoted because his ACRs were not up tcj the required 

standard and also because a DE was pending against him. 

However, it quite clearly appears that even as on that day, 

the representation for up-gradation of ACR was pending 

and in fact, by the orders dated 4th 85 15th October, 2016, 

they were in fact actually upgraded. The learned PO who 

stoutly opposed the grant of any interim relief submitted 

that as on the day of the Establishment Board, Applicant's 

ACRs were below the required standard. Even if that be 

so, in my view, the minutes of the Establishment Board 

should have indicated that the fact that the request of the 

2 



3 

Applicant was under consideration for up-gradation was 

present in their mind. That quite clearly was not the case 

in so far as the question of DE is concerned, the Applicant 

came to be exonerated on 20th May, 2016. Therefore, the 

Establishment Board was factually incorrect in giving over 

much importaince to the DE which has already been 

decided in favour of the Applicant. 

3. The learned PO then mentioned that the 

promotion to the post of Deputy Secretary in so far as the 

Applicant was concerned had not been finalized. In the 

first place, I would tend to agree with Ms. Manchekar that 

in any case, the Applicant's case had been considered and 

further, he had been regularized on 27th September, 2016. 

Therefore, although the actual regularization may have 

been subsequent event so to say, but in my opinion, in the 

context of the facts, such as they are, the Applicant having 

been considered could not have been denied his legitimate 

right, if it was due. 

4. Now, the most potent weapon that the learned 

PO tried to use against the Applicant was the GR of 

Yesterday (i.e. 21st December, 2016). It is not necessary for 

me to discuss the same in detail. I am prepared to proceed 

on the assumption that pursuant to same directions given 



4 

by this Tribunal in OA 296/2015, dated 9.2.2016 and 

28.3.2016, some events have taken place because of which 

the Applicant would be pushed further don in the list of 

seniority. 	Now, there are two aspects bf the matter. 

Firstly they have to be studied in the ontext of the 

Establishment Board held on 31st August, 2016 and not 

with reference to any date subsequent the/4to. Secondly, 

there is no guarantee that those that came tb be promoted 

as a result of the said Establishment Board would also not 

be similarly pushed down the seniority list as a result of 

the said GR, and therefore, the net result that will have 

been produced is a clear case of discrimintion between 

two sets of similarly placed persons and tha. is something 

that runs into the teeth of the injunctions contained in 

various provisions of the Constitution of India. 

5. 	All these aspects of the matter are so glaring as 

not to need to be waited till the reply is filed and the matter 

is heard. No doubt, in the ultimate analysis, the final 

determination of this OA shall ordain the finality of the 

facts at issue, but as of today, with this clarification, 

necessary directions will have to be given, I even at the 

interim stage. I am satisfied that this is somewhat 

exceptional case in which an interim relief should be 

granted and so I direct the Respondents tO convene a 



(R.B. Malik) 
Member-J 

22.12.2016 

5 

Establishment Board within a period of four weeks from 

today to consider the case of the Applicant, bearing in 

mind the observations herein and correcting, if need be 

earlier, "impressions" and take an appropriate decision in 

that behalf arid communicate the same to the Applicant 

within one week thereafter. With this interim relief, the 

O.A. stands adjourned for filing Affidavit-in-reply to 30th 

January, 2017. Hamdast. 

Mumbai 
Date : 22.12.2016 
Dictation taken by : 
S.K. Wamanse. 
E:\SANJAY  WAMANSE \JUDGMENT2016 \ 12 December, 2016 \ 0.A.1132.16 12.2016.order.doc 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

MISC APP ICATION NO 538/2016 IN O.A 910/2016 

With 

MISC APPLIICATION NO 539/2016 IN O.A 1099/2016 

DISTRICT : KOLHAPUR 

1. MISC APPLICATION NO 538/2016 IN O.A 910/2016 

Shri M.B Patil & Others 	 )...Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	)...Respondents 

And 

Shri Bharat A. Shitole & Ors 	 )...Applicants 
(Intervenors) 

(Proposed Res.nos 4 to 16) 

2. MISC APPLICATION NO 539/2016 IN O.A 1099/2016 

Shri Jaikrishna S. Phad 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	)...Respondents 

And 

Shri Bharat A., Shitole & Ors 	 )...Applicants 
(Intervenors) 

(Proposed Res.nos 4 to 16) 

Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate for the Applicants 
(Intervenors) in both the Misc Applications. 



2 	M.A 538/2016 with M.A 539/2016 

  

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for the Original 

Applicants in O.A no 916/2016 

Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for the Origin Applicant 

in O.A no 1099/2016 

Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad and Shri A.J Chougule, learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents in M.A no 538 84 

539/2016. 

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman) 

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

DATE :22.12.2016 

PER 	: Shri R.B. Malik (Member) (J) 

ORDER  

1. 	Heard Shri A.V Bandiwadekar, learned advocate 

for the Applicants (Intervenors) in both the Misc Applications, 

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for the Original 

Applicants in O.A no 916/2016, Shri M.D Lonkar, learned 

advocate for the Original Applicant in O.A no 1099/2016 and 

Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad and Shri A.J Chougule, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents in M.AI no 538 86 

539/2016. 

2. 	These two Misc Applications seek imjleadment of 

the parties to the pending Original Applica4ns can be 

disposed of by a common order. 



3 	M.A 538/2016 with M.A 539/2016 

3. 	We have perused the record and proceedings. 

These matter have been heard for sometime and in fact 

today we heard it at some length on the issue of interim relief. 

However, in so far as the impleadment applicants are 

concerned, it seems that as a class the same are moved by 

promotees. Without entering into the avoidable details, it is 

-.thrire case that they are likely to suffer if an order was made 

without hearing them. Initially, Mrs Mahajan had some 

objection, however, later on she as well as Shri Lonkar have 

made it clear that in so far as impleadment is concerned, they 

do not have any serious objections and after impleading the 

Misc Applications, they can be heard on the issue of interim 

relief. 

4. 	Shri Lonkar and Mrs Mahajan insisted on grant of 

interim order being made at this stage, which is stoutly 

opposed by learned Presenting Officer and Shri 

Bandiwadekat. As of today, we make it clear that till such 

time, however, any further orders are made either at interim 

stage or finally, whatever happens in this matter shall be 

subject to the outcome of these O.As and even if some 

promotions were to be made, it should be made clear to them 

that their promotionii was subject to ultimate outcome hereof. 

Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar stated that his reply is 

ready and he will file the same by tomorrow. 

5. 	In that view of the matter, the Applicants of both 

the Misc Applications be impleaded in their respective 

Original Applications as party Respondents by the Applicants 

by an appropriate amendment to be carried out within two 



Div Aga 
Vice-Chairman 

4 	M.A 538/2016 with M.A 539/2016 

  

working weeks from today. Consolidated copies of the O.A 

post amendment be filed and copies be furnisihed to the 

existing Respondents and the newly added Respondents by 

serving them in accordance with law and rules. 	Shri 

Bandiwadekar, do waive service of notice on the newly added 

Respondents and service to him will be taken td be a valid 

service for the newly added Respondents. 

6. Both the Misc Applications are 

terms with no order as to costs. 

7. Both the Original Applications 

Board on 10.1.2017 as part heard. 

allowed in these 

to b placed on 

  

   

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 

Z
ySZ \c.c 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 22.12.2016 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 

H: \Anil Nair \Judgments \2016 \ 1st Dec 2016 \M.A 538.16 in O.A 910.16 with 
1099.16 Amendment to O.A, DB.22.12.16.doc 

M.A 539.16 in O.A. 
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(a.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAT 

Original Application No. "' 	 of 20 DIRTRIOT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and otherd 

Respondentis 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

a orders 

22.12.2016 

M.A 551/2016 in O.A No 663/2014 
with M.A 552/2016 in O.A 2/2015  

Shri P.V Kudale fit rs 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Mahar shtralis Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri .V Bandiwadekar, learned 
advocate for the Applicants and Shri A.J 
Chougule, learned .0 for Respondents. 

tion'ble Shri. RAtti; AOAFMNI.. 
(Mee - Chairman) 

liet'ble Ski it B. MALIK (Member) .3-- 
APPEA2ANCE  

slicer 	c?-i-kcit CQ-.5.cadled " 
Advocate far the Akeplktent 
Stitt 	 abg.C.91A" 

---Cdkfittr0. for the Respondents 	Na  

k\6' 

41,  e 	 ° -':517"177 

gat: -2-1 I 9-11  
mac 

The Applican s hereby seek to implead by 
way of amendmen State of Maharashtra in 
Home Department. Nobody is going to be 
irretrievably prejudiced and even the Home 
Department will ge an opportunity td contest 
this Original Applic tion at the stage of pleading 
as well as argume ts. The Misc Application is 
therefore allowed. 

The amendrn 
effected within two 
consolidated copy 
after amendment 
furnished :to the le 
on the newly adde 
with law and rules. 

nt as herein sought to be 
orking weeks from today. A 

of the Original Application 
e filed and copy thereof be 

ed Presenting Officer and 
Respondents in accordance 

   

Both the Original Applications be placed 
on Board on 25.1.2 a 17. 

an 

[PTO 
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Original Applications to be placed on 
Board on 16.1.2017. 

4;1-47&-) . 
V 

(Ra v Ag  a q ) 
Vic -Chairman 

(R. . Malik).  
Member (J) 

2 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.12.2016 
M.A 527/2016 in 0.A No 1091/2015 

Dr K.D Lohite 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri A.A Desai, learned advocate for 
the Applicant, Ms Savita Suryavanshi holding  
for Ms Neeliam Gohad, learned P.O for 
Respondent no. 1 and Shri D.B Khaire, learned 
Special Counsel for Respondent no. 2. 

We have perused the record and 
proceedings. Although Shri Khaire wanted to 
raise an issue of impleadment of the selected 
candidates (188), we are of opinion that in so far 
as this .Misc Application is concerned, our scope 

th is limited to the extent as to wheer it survives 
the test of law of amendments. Even as every Hs 
has to be entertained in the context of the date 
of its inception. But a conscious cognizance of 
subsequent events could also. be  taken provided 
there is a nexus between the facts to be 
impleaded by way of amendment and the facts 
already pleaded. Further, it appears that in a 
way there is a move hereby to amplify the plea 
already raised. Therefore examining  from any 
angle, this M.A survives the test of law of 
amendment and it is allowed. 

aftv.;  
Hon Shri. RAJIV AGAIptrAL 

(Vies -Chairmen 
Rook Ski R. R. MALIK (Memo)

)  

P&p...EL:AN 
s  

S Scout ct motet* 	7  
Shri 	. . 
C.P0 / P tin the Responetenhi 	, e, 

	

	
' p...,1,5tis • 2— 

ca_o_m5 	' 
+0  16I 07- 

Amendment herein prayed to be 
incorporated within two weeks from today. 
Consolidated copy of the amended 0.A be filed 
and a copy be furnished to the learned Special 
Counsel and .the learned Presenting  Officer for 
filing  additional affidavit in reply if any. 

This order shall also apply to 0.A nos 
1118, 1119, 1120, 1124, 1125, 1126;  1128, 

an 1129, 1130/2015 and 03,.04, 28, 29, 32, 33, 
34, 35, 62, 67, 144, 148 86629/2016. 

Misc Application is allowed in these terms 
with no order as to costs. 
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Original Application now stands 
adjourned for additional affidavit in reply, if any 
to 12.1.2017. 

VJ 

v
i/
Aga B. 

M 	 Vice-Chairman 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

22.12.2016 

M.A 521/2016 in O.A No 659/2016 

Shri H.Z Nazirkar 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned 
advocate for the Applicant and Snit Kranti S. 
Gaikwad, learned P.O for Respondents. 

2.91121Ig 

CORAM : 
Him'ble Sbri. RAJIV MAI*" 

, (Vice • ammo) 
ImeMe Mei R. a. MALIK Mont*/ 
ArPRARANCE: 

_ssmifsfm, 	c's_uv cut, WI 

Mum** fiv tie ROPOors 
CN—c,stA 

— -CAM-94'PM fix *e Remoreekrot 

cmilocsu cz.ei 

( 7-- ► 1 7. 

2 

' This Misc Application seeking amendment 
to the. Original Application in accordance with 
Annexure M-1, whereby paras 6.16A, C, D, E 
& F and certain other paragraphs are being 
sought to be incorporated. Reference to the 
facts such as they are within the realth of the 
Original Application may not be necessary. We 
only have to examine as to whether this Misc 
Application stands the test of law of 
amendments and we find nothing herein which 
could be said to take the other side by 
irretrievable surprise, much less will there be 
any prejudice caused. 

Learned Presenting Officer raised the 
issue of territorial jurisdiction. In our opinion, 
we cannot go only the basis of theories. In 
actual fact, there is no Division Bench available 
at Nagpur and for that matter even at 
Aurangabad and therefore, this Misc Application 
may be allowed on its own merit and the,rest of 
it can be considered later on. 

The Misc Application is therefore allowed. 
The amendment as herein prayed • be 
incorporated in the Original Application within a 
period of one working 'week from today, 
Consolidated copy of O.A after amendment be 
filed and copy thereof furnished to the learned 
P.O 
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DATE :  -2-24114 I Co  
CORA.M  
Hon' hie Justice Shri A. H. Jeshi (Chairman) 

A 
APPEARANCE : 

shri,,§sat,".}1a.:fmsy 
Advocate for the Applicant 	4  

Shri 
C.P.O / t 	for the Respond ent/s 

At. 	t19-617 '  5 6-1̂ 6  cd7 
+ 1141 71\4451-  is c410k4e-61 fio 

C19-0. 

Tribunal's orders 

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

directions and Registrar's orders  

Date : 22.12.2016. 

O.A.No.756 of 2015 with M.A.No.127 of 2016 

R.S. Pawar 	 ...Applicant 

Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 ...Respondents 

1. Heard Shri R.S. Pawar, Applicant in person and Shri 

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

Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the 

Respondents states as follows :- 

(a) The decision required to be taken at the level of 

Government is taken. 

(b) The said decision is adverse to the Applicant. 

(c) It is communicated by the Government to the 

Commissioner, 	Department 	of 	Skill 

Development & Entrepreneurship by letter 

dated 16.12.2016 and its copy is send to the 
Applicant. 

3. Applicant states that in view of the adverse action 

by the Government he needs copies of some documents 

and prays for the directions to the Respondents to supply 

those documents. 

4. Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents is directed to 

give the Applicant file for inspection and then supply the 

documents as may be specified by the Applicant. 

5. Learned C.P.O. undertakes to furnish documents as 

may be requested by Applicant. 

6. Applicant prays for time to take suitable steps. He 

prays for listing the case on board on 05.01.2017. 

7. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned 

C.P.O.. Learned C.P.O. is directed to communicate this 

order to the Respondents. 

8. 	S.O. to 05.01.2017. 

S.  (1 (- 

(A.H. Josh', 1, 

Chairman 



...Applicant 

...Respondents 

R.B. Ekatpure 

Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

(PTO 

(Advocate 

versus 

. The Sthte of Maharashtra and others 
• 

Fte non (to n 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Orrice Memoranda of Curum, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders ur • 
directions and Registrar's • orders 

'Uri u uaPs orders 

Date : 22.12.2016. 

C.A.No.74 of 2016 in 0.A.No.153 of 2012 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE : 	2941'01 t.  
CORAM : 

Hon'itio Justice Shri A. H. Josbi (Chairman) 
H 

APPEARANCE:  

\k r"111 111.4.3 7.  
Advocate for the Applicant 

/Smt. 	  
C.P.0 P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Ath. 'To—  11-3111 2-617 '  

2. At the request of learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for 

the Respondents, adjourned to 24.01.2017. 

TAH. Jo'sh,91)- 1 
Chairman 

prk 
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.938 OF 2015 

P.R. Jagdale & Ors. 

Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants. 

Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

CORAM : 	Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

DATE : 22.12.2016 

ORDER 

...Applicants 

...Respondents 

1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri 

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

2. It is seen that the Applicants have failed to serve the added Respondent i.e. 

Principal Secretary of General Administration Department (G.A.D.) through this order 

passed on 22.10.2016, this Tribunal had directed the Applicants to serve the added 

Respondent by taking notice from the Tribunal. 

3. Today learned Advocate Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar for the Applicants states that he 

apologies for the lapse and undertakes to comply with, and requests to extend the 

returnable date. 

fP ARS .0 Ire t)ery..4 

4 	Issue notice returnable on 01.02.2017. 

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

final disposal shall not be issued. 

6. Applicants are authorized and directed to serve on Respondent 

intimation/notice of date of hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with 



prk 

(A.H. Jos , 

Chairman 

2 

complete paper book of 0.A.. Respondent is put to notice that the case would be taken 

up for final disposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

7. 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. 

8. 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. Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance and 

notice. 

9. It is hoped, and hence the direction to file affidavit shall not preclude the 

Respondent, Principal Secretary, G.A.D. to take action which is pending at the level of 

G.A.D.. If such action / compliance is done, affidavit be filed limited on explaining the 

reasons for delay, may suffice. 

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

communicate this order to the Respondents. 

11. S.O. to 01.02.2017. 
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A 

versus 

he State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda f Corum, ,  

Appearance, Tribunal's ofd rs or 

directions and Registrar's rders 

'IL 	tial' s orders 

Date : 22.12.2016. 

O.A.No.980 of 2015 with O.A.No.981/2015 

G.P. Patil (O.A.No.980/2015) 

M.B. Patil (O.A.No.981/2015) 	 ...Applicants 

Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 ...Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicants and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE : 	 

H'7.%n Ijk; 	;C:Iri.A. H. Joshi (Chair 

APP1-1,4StANCE : 

. Shri,SAt:-  • 
Advocaie tor the Applicant ; 

Shri /Sett: 	........ 
C.P.O / P.O. f9r the Respondent/s 

At: To-- 	' 	 

1. 

	

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

states as follows :- 

(a) Affidavit from the office of Superintendent of 

Police (Rural), Raigad is duly prepared. 

(b) It needs same correciton and it could be filed 

within 15 days from today. 

(c) Four months time is required for completing 

entire process. 

	

3. 	Time for filing affidavit as prayed by learned P.O. is 

granted. 

	

4. 	Adjourned to 23.01.2017 limited for filing affidavit. 

( 
v 

Chairman 

prk 



S.O. to 4th January, 2017 

(R.Briclai ) 
Member (J) 
22.12.2016 

(G.C.P.).J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ESp1.- MAT-E-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 oirderii ,i.  

Tribonar s orders 

DATE : 

CORAM 
ert'‘s1(  `6 

Hon 'We 1 

APPEARANCE:  

.. 0.0)4.1749 

Advocate for the Applican 

/ P.O. for the Re .pondent/s 

Alt. To.... . 

M.A.553/2016 in  0.A.1160/2016 

Shri P.H. Chavan 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Mr. M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant in MA, Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Shri S.S. Dere, 
the learned Advocate for the Original. Applicant. 

By consent, the Applicant of the MA be impleaded 
by the original Applicant to the OA as party Respondent 
by, an appropriate amendment be carried on or before 4th 
January, 2017. A consolidated copy of the OA after 
amendment be filed and a copy be furnished to the 
learned PO and post amendment, the newly added 
Respondent be served as per law and rules. Mr. Lonkar 

• do waive service for the newly added Respondent. 

skw) 
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