ML ¥ GRS et e et ae i br s dn b s nmn n v e r e h t b e ve amman e an anrane s

Versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

{Presenting Officer.......... e anen

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’ s orders

Date : 27.06.2019,

0.A.N0.965 of 2017

5. D. Shivalkar & Ors. «..Applicants

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors, -»Respondents.

1. Heard Smt. Ranjana Todankar, learned Counsel for

the Applicants and Ms. N. G. Gohad, fearned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. The Applicants filed the present O.A. for declaration
that their temporary service be treated for the purpose of
benefit of Time Bdund Promotion. They are appointed in the
year in between 1991 to 1993 on different posts. They have
worked for considerable period on those posts with break.
However, later in terms of G.R. dated 01.09.1999 their
services were regularized and accordingly, appointment
orders were issued.

3. The Applicants have made representations to Joint
Director, Technical Education, Mumbai Regron (Respondent
No.3) for condonation of delay/break in service and to grant
the benefit of Time Bound Promotion considering their initial
date of appointment. Their representations are at page
Nos.100 to 108, in response to it, the Responoent No.3 hag
called certain information from the Principal, Government
Polytechnic Collage, Satara as seen from tne letter dated
04.02.2003. However, no further Steps were taken in respect

of their representations.




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

Tribunal’s orders

Vi
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4, Learned P.O. on instructions fairly stated that
no decision is yet taken on the representations made hy
the Applicants.

5. There is huge break in service in cases of

some of the Applicants and, therefore, apparently they

can’t be said regular servants. This being the position,
unless the break is condoned they seem not entitled for
counting their earlier service for the benefit of Time

Bound Promotién.

6.In view of above, the present O.A. can be disposed of

with suitable directions. Hence the following order.

ORDER

(A) The OQriginal Application is disposed of with
directions to Respondent No.1 to consider the
representations made by the Applicants and
to pass appropriate orders thereon within two
months from today.

(B} The decision as the case may be, shall be
communicated to the Applicants within two
weeks thereafter.

(C) If Applicants felt aggrieved by the decision,
they can avail further remedy in accordance
to law.

(D) No order as to costs.

Sdl-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
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(G.C.P) J 2959 (A) (50,000—3-2017) \Spl.- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Orniginal Application No. of 20 DisTricT
..... applicanus
(ALY OCADE v veeenerrereeraieses s mansessersissrasmss oo inssassases }
Uersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
(Presenting OffICer........co i )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 27.06.2019.
0.A.No.39 of 2019
K. V. Patil .Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.V.Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for

the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer holding for Ms 5. P. Manchekar, learned Chier
presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today, learned P.0. has filed Affidavit in-5ur-

Rejoinder. Itistakenon record.

3. The matter is adjourned for hearing on 03.07.2019.

™

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar}
Member{})

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

Tribunal’ s uraers

Date : 27.06.2019.

0.A.N0.1152 of 2017

V. V. Tamhankar ....Applicant
Versus

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

1. Heard Shri Pramod Yadav holding tor Shri R. G.

Panchal, learned Counsel for the Applicant and Smt. Kranu
Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the Kespondents.

2. In the present O.A. the Applicant nas prayea for
directian to treat suspension period of the Applicant trom
26.07.2013 to 09.05.2016 as a duty periad with all
consequential benefits.

3. Learned P.O. far the Respondents nas pointed out
that by order dated 16.12.2017, the suspension period of the
Applicant is already treated as a duty perioa tor ail purposes
under Rule 72(3){4) of Maharashtra Civil Services (Joining
Time, Foreign Service, and Payments during Suspension,
Dismissal and Removal), Rutes 1981. She has tendered a copy
of order which is taken on recard.

4, Perusal of order reveats that the penod of suspension
is already treated as duty period under Rufe 73(3)(8) of
Maharashtra Civil Services (Joining Time, Foreign Service, ano
Payments duﬂring Suspension, Dismissal and Removal), Rules
1981 subject ta the decision of appeal preferrea by the State
Government against discharged of the Applicant trom
Criminal Case and the decision of Departmental Enquiry.

5. As such, in view of above, grievance af the Applicant
is already redressed and O.A. has become inTructuous.

6. Qriginal Application is accofdingly disposed of with no
arder as to costs. N

Sd/-

A
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{J}
vsm
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Onginal Application No. of 20 DistrICT

..... Appiicant/s
(Advocate ....... e eeteeeetr et iaeiaeaeevterastaeeeereoaenats )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCeT......coov v e e }
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 27.06.2019.
0.A.N0.993 of 2016
A. S. Azami @ S. Nadeem ...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. Ranjana Todankar, learnea Counsel for

the Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, jearned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. tt is really astomshing that the Applicant stanos
retired on 30.09.2013 and still not getting rus retirement
benefits and the Respondents oespite  vanous
representations made by the Applicant from urme to time did
not take any decision which constrained tne Applicant 10
approach this Tribunal.

3. Today, the matter is fixed for final hearing and during
the course of hearing, it is transpired that the repfesentations
made by the Applicant from time to time are just sent from
one table to another table and no final decision 1s taken.

4, The Applicant was appointed on tne post of Sup
Editor in Urdu Academy  1980. The said Acagemy Is under
the domain of General Administration Department. The
Applicant was continued in service and service book was
maintained, yearly increments were paid. Besides, tne
benefits of 4™, 5 and 6™ Pay Cornmission were also granted.

5. During service itself, the Applicant nas made various
representations right from 1999 which is at page Nos.85, 86,
87, 89, 90, 91, 81, 82, 84 and 92. Thus, from 1999 to 2010 ne
made various representations adverted agove. Even after
retirement, the Applicant made representations for grant ot
retiral dues which are at page Nos.116, 117, 118 and 120 ot
the Paper-Book.




Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Avpearance. Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's ordoers

6. It appears that some note of the representation of
the Applicant was taken by the department but no final
decision was taken. It seems that objections were aiso
raised that the Appiicant was appointed without any
recruitment ruies but the department forgot to note that
he was given aii the benefits on par with regular
employees. The record further reveals that the fiie was
tossed from Minority Deveiopment Department to
General Administration Department and vis-a-vis but no
finai decision is taken. All the while, the departments
indulged in raising the quarries about the recruitment
rutes. At one of the time, the then Additional Chief
Secretary Dr. T.F. Thekekara had also submitted the
proposal before the Cabinet for regularization of the
services of the Applicant which is at page Nos.110 to 114
(The note is without date).

7. Thus, it seems that the departments were trying to
pass buck to each other and eventually the Applicant got
retired but no decision is taken though the period of six
years is over from his retirement. Suffice to say, inaction
and insensitiveness of the concerned officials is writ at
large.

8. In view of above, it is necessary to direct the
Respondent No.1 to take final decision on the various
representations made by the Applicant as well as the
proposals forwarded by the department inter say within a
month from today so that the matter can be decided on
merit.

9. in view of above, the Respondent No.1 is directed to
coordinate with concerned other departments and to
take decision on the representations made by the
Applicant.

10. The Respendent No.1 is, therefore, directed to
depute its responsible officer not below the rank of Joint
Secretary to be present in the Tribunal on the next date
along with the concerned fiie and the decision on the
various representations made by the Applicant.

11. As the Applicant stands retired in 2013 and since
retirement the period of six years is already over, the
Tribuna! expects that the Respondent No.1 would take
decision within a month without fail.

12. Hamdast and steno copy is granted.

13. 5.D. to 25.07.2019.
N s

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar}
Member(J}
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Nof:es, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appephrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directlions and Registrar’s orders

M.A. No.289 0f 2019 in O.A. No.512 0of 2019

G.T. Garud .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks time to take

instructions from the applicant regarding fresh representation
to be made before the competent authority.

DATE 0 9lc)2eld 3. S.0.1016.7.2019.

n) Sd/-

N, Dixit Memher-tA)-

Honble S+ri & e I

!g’F‘,Ee" A @ NDixit)

Shri/si 4. Charndyatre— Vice-Chairman (A)
27.6.2019

Advocate o+ 3 Cppssd (sgp)

shrirsmt. .2 0. MantheMer

C.P.OP.0. for the Respondent/s
AdJSO.to... LeA7] 2.
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

M.A. No.670 of 2018 in O.A. No.1141 of 2018

G.V. Naik ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. 1.d. Advocate for the applicant seeks leave to amend
the MA to explain the inordinate delay and requests for three
weeks time. Leave granted.

DATE : 17,/6’,[ %614 3. S.0.t018.7.2019.
CORAM: '
Hon'ble Shri P|N. Dixit HemberfA-)- ic— 4 Sd/- "'
APPEARANCE, (PN Pixit)
Shrismt. .. KM, ¥elae Vice-Cliairman (A)

‘ - 27.6.2019

1N
Advocate for the Applicant (sgj)
—stmismt. . <2< = Mentheder

C. 20 "4 £vnondents
Ad/S.0. ... 187 200

«

4%
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

0.A. No.472 0of 2019

S.B. Kashid ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .-.Respondents

Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad. learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO seeks time to file réply.

3. [.d. Advocate for the Applicant seeks leave to amend

the title to correct respondents at Sr. Nos.2 & 3 which he
DATE : 2] CF ?’di ‘ claims to be repetitive and enclose some relevant documents.
CORAM : Leave granted. Amendment be carried out within two
Hon'ble-luctiea-SheiA-H—JoshH{Ghairman) weeks.
Honh T 7| Mixit MembartA—\JC - A

PE. i 4, $.0. t0 25.7.2019.
- -

Advogsss i i Sppamnt Sd/-

shismt. .. K55 - Gk 4 o BN D
C.P.2¢P.0. forthe Respondent/s ‘Ce'z - é“zfglla;l (A)

‘AdJS.O.10. =5 249 (sgi)
jo /8

: 3
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IN

Original Agplication No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Noies, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appesrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
-directjons and Registrar’s orders

0.A. No.94 0of 2018

A.S. Jakkanawar .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. Ld. PO states that missing credits have been traced.
objections of the Aecountant General have been removed
and communication sent to AG office on 25.6.2019. She
seeks two weeks time for reply from the AG office.

g
y
N
>
g

3. S.0. to 18.7.2019.

Sd/-
(P.N! Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
27.6.2019

} * | (sei)
shrfsm, . KaS - Graninled
C.F. J/P.0. fot the Respondent/s

Adi/s0.to [ 18l2L. 2l



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


IN

Original Application No.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Niea, Office Memoranda of Coram,

App
direc*

rance, Tribunal’s orders or
ions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: 3 7lcl %0ld
: f ¥

s S B N, Diit Meveher = \fC.-
B et and At
Sow H\LA—Q \U\U— quLbij«L
LR v {lw o phcant
_shritsmt, .53 0. M.an Uneder

C.F. #P.0. forthe Respondent/s

‘Ad)/ S.0. 10 .

|27zl

-~

0.A. No.14 of 2018

Dr. R.S. Shinge ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Applicant and Advocate for the Applicant are absent.
Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. S.0. to 2.7.2019.

- Ny

Sd/-
(PN iDixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
27.6.2019
(sg))
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders

direcfions and Registrar’s orders

0.A. No.634 of 2018

U.D. Kharat & Ors. .Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri U.V. Bhosle, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Id. PO seeks two weeks time to file sur-rejoinder.

3. S.0. 10 4.7.2019.

DATE: | %7[¢) 20l '
CORAM : , Sd/-
WW (P.NADixit)
Zgg;‘ ﬂ;N. Dixit Member{A}— \IC- A Vice-Chairman (A)
sv 0N Phesala... ) e
Mvof.- + e ihe Applicant

Shr/smt. . 1 G Ganed

C.i. #P.O. fgr the Respondent/s

adJ/s0.tol... 417209,

gL

-
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IN

Original Application No.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Ndtes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appdarance, Tribunal’s orders or

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

29 ¢] ﬂolj

Hon'le Shri

APZ I ARAN

Sttt

')E N, Dixit Member4A) \Qcaf—)n
0.0, DandiNed b

Achv: =tz forthe Applicant

ShefSmt. ...

| K5 s Gl od

C.F.2/P.0. for the Respondent/s

“Adj/S.0. to

FL
bl

0.A. No.790 of 2018 with O.A. No,482 of 2018

V.R. Thok

R.J. Shelke ..Applicants
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar learned Advocate for
the Applicants, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for Respondents and Shri N.P. Dalvi, learned Special
Counsel for MPSC.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicants seeks two weeks
time to file rejoinder. '

3. 5.0.t0 15.7.2019.

Sd/-

(PN, Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
27.6.2019

(sgj)
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IN

Original Application No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Note

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

directio

t, Office Memoranda of Coram,

ns and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

RIAR)

I"k‘nlf ie nz‘ '
Ho-*-"‘)- “t Mamber-{A)— WC_—
Ac -piicant
Shr/sSm, (5 ........ [ .........

F PO, for Respondemls \ 'H'-{

V. O .A BrdWeddley Qo™
AdjJ 5.0.10 fuwceneercnramseani R.7

oW

Sards dps wﬁddl

&t

Date : 27.06.2019.
0.A.No.172 of 2016

{Subject : Selection process)

SB.Kokhk .. Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents No.1 to 4 and Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar,

learned Advocate for the Respondent No.7.

2. Applicant and Advocate both are absent. Matter is
pretty old and fixed for hearing since long. It seems that
the Applicant is not interested in prosecuting the matter.

Hence, 0.A. stands dismissed.

e

Sd/-
(B.P. PAET)

Vice-Chairman({)

Sd/-

(P.N. Dixit)
Vice-Chairman(A)

prk
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IN

Original Application No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Note$, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearhnce, Tribunal’s orders or
directiopns and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Hon'bts “ 1 B R At Member-tAr- e A

Ad\,'...‘ . :aafr\DDhGant C,Obl(’)&

s, .. e S Rerps -
':éh; | iﬁl;to for the Respondentis <079 Af pl,)

=y

AdjJ $.0.10 ... mﬁrLng\ouJe_A -

E-

Date : 27.06.2019.
M.A.No.311 of 2015 in 0.A.N0.476 of 2018

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.
: ~..Applicants {Org. Respd.}

Versus :
Dr. V.P. Sonone ...Respondents (Org. Applis)
1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer

for the Applicants {Org. Respondents). None for the
Respondents {Org. Appli.)

2. For the reasons stated therein, M.A.N0.311 of 2019
is allowed and 0.A.N0.476 of 2018 is kept for final hearing.

Sd/- Sd/-
{P.N\Dixit) ’ {B.P. Pati™
Vice-Chairman(A) Vice-Chairman({J)

prk
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[

Original Appli

N

cation No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Notes,

Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directiong and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: 29 C[ 9'013
(f%%éd' kYIS {vt,j)

Hon™ &5 7 N
APF

Dixit Member—(A)— i Q*

sto AV Pandiadessn

Advecz - e Applicant

A
ShrifSmt, Kh‘~§€fm¢‘,
C.F %P0, for the Respondent/s

Ad/SO.1o......

IMA.12. Y et

o

Date : 27.06.2019.
M.A.N0.216 of 2019 in 0.A.N0.1199 of 2016

S$.B.Kokil .. Applicant

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for

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

2, Applicant is seeking direction to the Respondent to
decide his case in view of the decision given by this Tribunal
in 0.A.N0.260 of 2017, dated 13.09.2017 and in O.A.No.998
of 2018, dated 07.01.2019.

*

3. The O.A. had to be decided on merit considering the
facts in the matter and therefore by way of interim relief,
prayer as claimed by the Applicant cannot be granted. If
the Applicant wants rely on the said decisions in support of

his contention then he has to argue the 0.A. finally.

4. There is no substance in the M.A, hence, it is

rejected.

Sd/-

Sd/-
(P.NLDixit)
Vice-Chairman(A)

prk

S

(B.P. Patii)
Vice-Chairman(J})
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Original App
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FARAD CONTINUATIéN SHEET No.

Office Notesy Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appenrs

nece, Tribunal’s orders or

directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

AF”
St

loe i Tt
Hor™. s P DIX!!MOMBBF{A)—‘V[C_-—

4w Pand\W e dedder

Advzo e the Applicant

C.F.JP.0. for the Respondent/s

Adj/S.0. o

------

...... 2517249
g2

N

Date : 27.06.2019.
0.A.N0.1199 of 2016

S.B.Kokil Applicant
Versus -

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

1. _Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for

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

Officer for the Respondents.

2. In view of the order passed in M.A.No0.216 of 2019,
0.A.N0.1199 of 2016 is adjourned to 25.07.2019.

P Y e —
Sd/- Sd/-
(P.N'Dixit) (B.P. Patil)
Vice-Chairman(A) Vice-Chairman(J)

prk
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Original App

IN

lication No.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Note

k, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appen;Ence, Tribunal’s orders or

direeti

s and Registrar’'s orders

Tribunal’s orders

pate:__ polef2ds

CORAN: i 6 f. Paty) V[C-)

Mon'ble wset e, )

Hond! * . | Dt MembertAv{c- A
PL. ,

smic  Pone, Brthe A0fl

"Advo; e spicant

shrismt 0 6 G4

C.[ PO. forjthe Respondent/s

Ad/S0. 10272019

Date : 27.06.2019.
0.A.N0.432 of 2016

P.P. Lokhande Applicant

Versus

The Sta:te of Maharashtra & Ors. .... Respondents

1. Heard Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents. None for the Applicant.

Z. Matter is fixed for dismissal for want of
prosecution.
3, $.0. to 03.07.2019.
Py T
Sd/- Sd/-
(p.Nl Dixit) | (B.P. Patil}

Vice-Chairman(A) Vice-Chairman(J)

prk
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nolcpaels

Shﬁf?f"

C. BU o

Adj/S.0.to.
AR

Sho

&,

ihe Respondent/s
LESSuc eire voamebte
7] 2019

Gt

| 4.

Date : 27.06.20109.
M.A.No.330 of 2019 in 0.A.No.306 of 2015

R.D. Kamble

..... Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .... Respondents
1. Heard Shri Anikh Mukadam, learned' Advocate

instructed by.Shri H. Gadigaonkar, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
16.07.2019.
3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be
issued.

Applicants are authorized and directed to serve on
Respondent intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authentlcated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of M.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 questibns such as limitation and alterpate
remedy are kept open. |

6.
post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed

produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice.

7.
service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before

In case notice is not collected within three days or

returnable date, Misc. Application- shall stand dismissed
without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to
record.

8. S.0. to 16.07.20189.
sa- Sd/-
(PN Dixit) (B.P. Patil}

Vice-Chairman(A}) Vice-Chairman(J)

prk
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Nbtes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appbarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
diredtions and Registrar’s orders

0.A. No.284 of 2019

C.V. Jadhav ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. Ld. PO seeks time to file reply.

DATE: | 29] U248 3. S.0. to 4.7.2019.

CORAM
Hontbie-dretieeShri-AH JoshHEhaiman) Sd/- )
. S!"“L:A‘x;.}(' 5 v -
zg;bf N, Dixit WV[& A BN Dixit)
Shitsee | B-h- @QY}A[M%V Vice-Chairman (A)
27.6.2019
Advocs' | oo Anmicant (sgj)

ShrifSmt, ... '@J“—J

C.F. PO, ﬁor the Respondent!s
Ad/SO. ... ]2

Bt
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

0.A. No.230 of 2019

B.M. Thakur ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate fore. -
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO files reply on behalf of respondents no.1 to
3 and the same is taken on record.

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks three weeks
DATE : 2‘7.]6‘20‘9 time to file rejoinder.
Q'_m Shei-A-H-doshHChal i 4, S.0.t018.7.2019.
Hon'ble &4ri BN, DaxltMombef—{A) Jvic- A =
APPE/: " w7
ST Sd/-
swiss . BrandiNedeler ixi
(PN Dixit)
Advocsis icr th Aop!‘cant Vice-Chairman (A)
27.6.2019

_sheismt, +.. K S ek Farwe (s%)

CF /PO for Respondentls

Ad/$.0.10 ... B) 7). 2l
§%



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


IN

Original Application No.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office N
App

dtes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
éarance, Tribunal’s orders or

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Y v cvaly
fns% — L Ih-A. Bandited ey
Advos 2 iorthg - nt

shrsr S Man CheMer

C. A andent/s

Adii s 1) 87).208..

-

Voes

0.A. No.34 0of 2019

N.G. Avhad ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO files reply on behalf of respondent no.} and
the same is taken on record.

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks three weeks
time to file rejoinder.

4. S.0. to 18.7.2019.

- ar—

Sd/-
(P.N. Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
27.6.2019
(sg))
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'Adv::_' ‘ o Enpdiant

C.F.0iP.0. fot the Respondent/s .
dmyssrin ¥hunedie o

Civk

€19

™~

" G.A. Kiture & Ors.

Date : 27.06.2019.
0.A.N0.229 of 2019

....... Applicants
Versus - '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .. Respondents

1. Heard Shri S.5. Dere, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Ms. S.P, Manchekar,
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

learned Chief

2. fssue notice before admission returnable on
09.07.2019.
3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be
issued.

{ 4. Applicants are 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.. 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 compiiance in the Registry
within one week. Applicants are 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 bhefore
returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed
without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to
record.

8. Respondents No.1 and 2 are directed to file reply
particularly to paragraph No.6.21 and Section 4 of the

tReservation Act.

9. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.
10.  S.0.t009.07.2019.
AN Faw )
Sd/- Sd/-
(P.N¥Dixit) (B.P. Patiti—

Vice-Chairman(A) Vice-Chairman())
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Note4, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearhnce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 27.06.2019.
' 0.A.N0.1020 of 2018

Dr. M.M. Patil Applicant

Versus

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

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

for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
-
"ATE ! L Gflai ‘Qf ) Officer for the Respondents
ORAN:  Shyy
son'ble ‘H’-—*‘*f*—"
Hon'. v o o Aember—(-A)- \f[ C-A 2. Reply has been filed. O.A. is admitted and kept for
%E? - ’A V. &‘T?\dt\d CQKcJ/Qf/ final hearing in due course.
Adv e et Sd/- Sd/-
PRI %\QA)M} (P.M, Dixit) * (B.P. Patil) ___—
I B Pitienipe ety Vice_chairman(A) Vice-Chairman(J)
CPOPO, o tite Baspondent/s
‘Ad/SO. 1o Pt ,. prk
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IN

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

. 9! )29
BORAT S .9, k) LK
Hon'hin Justiet-Shr-Att:
Hor™  Shei Pl N, Dixit MembertAd— Vvie-A
B R andr ededeo
Ao " the Applicant

C.F: 2P0, fot the Respondent/s D
ST D YR 2
AdH—S:G.—tO ""'%f"' D -m-w- l;'q .
AN M
S -

Y
LA Rer R o)y,
Lo 19| 3] 2019

P a>

Date : 27.06.2019.

0O.A.No0.1355 of 2009

M.K. Subedar Applicant

Versus

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

1. : Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for thel Applicant, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officerffor the Respondents No.1 to 3, Shri D.B. Khaire,
learned Counsel for the Respondent No.4, S, 8, 32, 54, 57 &
59 and Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the

Respondent No.14.

2. Extended permission to amend the O.A. upto July, )8'/
2019,
3. 5.0. to 19.08.20109.
~ - . 2
Sd/- Sd/-
{P.N. Dixit) (B.P. Patil)

Vice-Chairman{A) Vice-Chairman(J)
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Nof es, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appehrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0.A. No.23 of 2019

Dr. N.L. Chutke ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Applicant is absent. Heard Shri A.}. Chougule.
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant has sent a purshis
dated 25.6.2019 withdrawing his appearance from the above
matter.
DALE, :‘# ke ] Cr 22) j 3. Applicant be intimated to appear in person or engage
QQ_.ﬂin L . 0 another lawyer.
9 Shit P, Dixit Mesmbor (4}~ e A 4. S.0.1057.2019.
TUApC Ak L. ke e ~
Sd/-
i e e Appli ..
Applicant (P.M. Dixit)
shergen, . Q47 Uha g Vice-Chairman (A)
(sgj)

A $.0. 1o 7[20 T

B
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IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Nofes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appebrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrai’s orders

0.A. No.817 0f 2018

R.V. Khandekar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Ms. Sonali Humane, learned Advocate holding
for Ms. Ranjana Todankar learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO secks one week’s time to file reply.

3. S.0.t02.7.2019.

DATE:__ [27/¢}%0)9

% A | Sd/-
-Shri-A—H—Jesh-{Cheairman)
Hon'ble Shri PIN. Dixit Member-{Ay—\/C. A (P.N.IDixit)
AEE};’{\_&%N & Vice-Chairman (A)
ﬁfﬂtgu . Sanals.. FFW\QVI«_’-‘J 27.6.2019

S
Advezate for 37 App VP Rq\f N Ty (s

Stritsmt, -.-Skf:. Man Ohelc~
C.F.2/P.0. for the Respondent/s

Ad/8O. 10} T 7). 28

G
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Original Ay

IN

plication No.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

Office Nof

es, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appefirance, Tribunal’s orders or

direct|

ons and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: %

INARZIL)

CORAM :
Hon'bledusties!

Hor'la Shri P,

T P

N. dxii Member-tAy V!cf) R

b Applicant

C. =0 fort

Adj/S.0.t0 ...,

he Respondent/s

0.A. No.1002 of 2018

Y.M. Pimple ..Applicant
Vs
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the Applicant seeks three weeks
time to file rejoinder.

3. S.0.t0 18.7.2019.

w

Sd/-

(PN Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
27.6.2019

(sgi)
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IN

Original Application No.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

ons and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

C.P.OPO. for
Adi/S.0.10..

2 N, Dixit Member-4a)- Vi
5] sGonaby. HuMEN A4
T 15 Ranmjane Tod o

w far the Applican

shriismt. S MaN e Men

C-A

the Respondent/s

R b 24

B

0.A. No.85 of 2019

A.V. More ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Ms. Sonali Humane, learned Advocate holding
for Ms. Ranjana Todankar learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks three weeks
time to file rejoinder.

3. S.0. to 19.7.2019.
Sd/-
(P.N” Dixit)
Vice-Chairman {A)
27.6.2019
(sgj)
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Offire Notos,
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dirertinnl

(Mffice Memoranda of Coram,
hee, Tribunal's orders or
b and Repgistrar's orders

Date : 27.06.20%gunal’s orders

“ 0. A. No.579 of 2019

M. V. Mengarti ....Applicant'

Versus

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

1. Heard Ms N. G. Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for

the Respondents. learned Counsel for the Applicant is
absent. Leave note of the learned Counsel is on record.

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
23.072019

3 Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this
stage and separate notice for final disposal shall 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 fina! 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
compliaﬁce 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 to Tribunal and papers be consigned to

record.

8. 5.0, to 23.07.2019.

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member())
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(G.C.P) J 2959 (A) (50,000—3-2017)

[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original ALpIication No. of 20 DisrrICT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ... )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

{(Presenting OfFcer. ...ouooiiueiinie e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appenrance, Tribunal's orders or
direclions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 27.06.2019.

0.A.No. 321, 322, 323 of 2019

S. a. Koyande & 2 ors. ....Applicants

Versus

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

1. Heard ShriS. A. Chavan halding for Shri K. R. Jagdale,

learned Counsel for the Applicants and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad ,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

2. Today, learned P.Q. has filed Affidavit-in-Reply on
behalf of the Respondent No.2 in all the three Original

Applications. Those are taken on record.

3. The matter is adjourned for hearing at the stage of
admission.
4. S.0.t0 16.07.2019.

Sd/-

(A.P, Kurhekar)
Member(J)
vsm
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Office Notes,

Appearal
directiond

Office Memorando of Coram,
hee, Tribunal's orders or
and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

Date : 27.06.2010.

0. A. No.580 of 2019

D. S. Shinde ....Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharas‘htra & Ors, ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri S. D. Dole, learned Presenting Officer for

the Respondents. Learned Counsel for the Applicant is
absent. Leave note of the learned Counsel is on record.

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
23.072019

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

1, 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 afternate
remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed
post, courler and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week. Apnplicant 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 to Tribunal and papers be consigned to
record.

8. 5.0.t0 23.07.2019.

Sd/-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member({J)
vsm
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Office Notes,
Appeara
direction|

Office Memoranda pf Coram,

hee, Tribunal’s orders or
t and Registrar’s orders

.. Date: 27.06.2013.

Tribunal's orders

0. A. No.596 of 2019

S. B. Choudhari ....Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for

the Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
24.07.2019.

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

issued.

14, 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
0.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 gquestions 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. In case notice is not collected within three days or
service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before
returnable date, Qriginal Application shall stand dismissed
without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to
record.

8. 5.0.t0 24.07.2019.

S A

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)

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

(Presenting Officer ... )]

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

directions and Registrar's orders .
%Rmkm‘ N

Date : 27.06.2019.

0.A.No.589 of 2019

R. B. Sahu -..Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -.Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A, v. Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for

the Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.
2. By order dated 21.12.2018, the Applicant was

promoted to the post of Range Forest Officer at Panvel Forest
Division, Alibag on vacant Post. Thus, it seems that he was
being found eligible and qualified for prometion post. He
was promoted as well as posting was given to him, However,
surprisi_ngry after seven days by order dated 29.12.2018, the
posting of the Applicant has been stayed on administrative
ground, Thereafter, though the beriod of six months is over,
no further orders are passed and, therefore, the Applicant
has been constrained to approach this Tribunal. Heis seeking
POsting in terms of order dated 21.12.2018.

3. This matter was taken up for admisston yesterday
but adjourned on the request of learned P,0. to apprise the
Tribunal about the reasons for cancelling positing given to the
Applicant and secondly to know why no further steps has

been taken in the period of six months to take the things to

logical end.




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

Tribunal’s orders

4, However, today learned P.O. could not
pointed out any substantial things so as to keep the
positing of the Applicant in abeyance. She referred to
G.R. dated 14.10.2011 which is absolutely irrelevant in
the present situation. It was expected from the tearned
P.O. to take appropriate instructions to find out as to
whether there are any legal grounds to cancel the
posting but no such effort is made. Learred P.0Q. further
submitted that she had no further instructions from the
department and whatever department instructed her
that she is placing before the Tribunal.

5. In view of above, 1 am inclined to grant
interim relief restraining the Respondents from filling
up the vacancy on which the Applicant was promoted
and posted by order dated 21.12.2018, so as to protect
his right.

6. Interim relief is granted as per prayer clause
10(b} of the O.A.

7. One week's time is granted to fearned P.O. to
take appropriate instructions and to fite reply, if
necessary so that matter can be heard and decided
finally at the stage of admission.

8. 5.0. to 03.07.2019.

9. Hamdast and steno copy is granted.
A

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{J)
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LHSTRICT

..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ..o )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
Respondentys
{ Prosenting Officer. .o )
Office Nates, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders )
I __ e
Date : 27.06.2019,
0.A.No.174 of 2017
5. B. Chavan -Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -»Respondents,
1. Heard Shri M. D. Lonkar, learned Counsel for the

Appiicant and Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. The matter is taken on today’s board for correction of
typographical errors of dates in judgment dated 21.06.2019.
3. The errors are in Paragraph N0s.2, 3, and 14. In Para
No.2 in second line, the date mentioned as 27.11.1080 whicn
should be 27.11.1980. Similarly in Para No.3, the date
mentioned in seventh line from bottom, the date mentioned
as 20.01.2013 should be 20.01.2003, Lastly in Para No.14 in
line no.5, the date mentioned as 06.10.2013 should pe
06.10.2003.

4, Apparently, those are typographical errors whicn
need to be corrected. The tyPographical errors be correctea
in the original judgment.

N

Sd/-

(A.P'.' i(urhekar)
Member(J)

vsm
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