The State of Mahmash_tra and others

versus

..... Respondent/s

. . 3 i
(Presenting Officer.......ccccc.coeeee Cikorbaaisy e ey s e 2 )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of C.o-rum,
© Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or ' Tribunal’s orders
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Shri S.V. Shintre

The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant

Vs.
... Respondents

Heard Shri Rajesh Panchal, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned
Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. :

Issue notice returnable on 13.12.2016. .

: Tfibuﬁal inay take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not
be issued. i

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. o

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. '

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and notice. '

S.0. to 2nd 13th December, 2016.
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(RB-Wai 2% \) Wb
Member (J)
28.11.2016
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(Presenting Officer....... P o o IRV,

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: 2 Ap)2af o

Q..Q.E»é_;\jb \ « |
Hon'Me »%Y’ p‘ T“)dhkdgﬂjj 1)

Hoals
rf‘P_‘v SR q MOE -

Simlgg;ar; S €. Dey —.

Advocaie for the Applicant

She-Smt. .73 C; éﬁq.

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

Nelice o Rrhai made y@umﬂu;
m 19\\9/\15 O

- 0.A.418 & 795/2016

Dr. S.S. Shinde & Anr.
Vs. :
The State of Mah. &_ors.

... Applicants

-Respondents'

~ Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

The learned PO is being instructed by Mr. R.D.
Kulkarni, Administrative Officer, Public Health Services.
A combined reading of my orders of 24t June, 2016 and
11.7.2016 would make it quite clear that the direction
came to be given to ‘the 1st Respondent - State of
Maharashtra, through Principal Secretary, Public Health
Department to do the needful. The said orders need to be
perused. That compliance has not been made. [ have
carefully noted the fact that there was an insistence
initially that the compliance was made. [ am absolutely
convinced that the compliance with such a simple
direction has not been made and regard being had to the
facts, there was a need for early response and the matter
has' yet dragged on for more than five months. I,
therefore, direct a show cause notice to issue to the
Respondent No.1 asking him to show causeas to why an
appropriate action in the nature of contempt be' not

initiated against him.

Issue show cause notice to Respondent No.1l
made returnable on 13%h December, 2016 asking him to
show cause why an action in contempt be not initiated
against him. Hamdast.

[

Sd/-

(RB Malik) R,
Member (J) 0&8
28.11.2016
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE M’AHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 it DISTRICT:
‘... ‘Applicant/s
(Advocate ............... e S A S
‘dersus
The State of Maharashtra and others

o [perh Respondent/s

(PresentmgOﬁ'cer..........; ........ e M B ey | el ) -

Oﬂu.e Notes, Office Memoranda of Curum,
Appl..ul unce, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DAIE: ‘9-‘6\ \‘ h &

CORAM ;
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The State of Mah. & ors.

C.A.93/2016 in 0.A.111/2015

Shri D.R. Hindlekar
Vs. j

... Applicant
... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Loﬁkar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi,
the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 13.12.2016.
Tribunal may take the case: for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not

be issued.

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on

Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly

authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. 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 gquestions such as limitation and
alternate remedy are kept open.

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed

- post / courier and acknowledgement be gbtained and

produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
compliance and. notice. - ! :

'S.0. to 13t December, 2016

N v \a
I
Sd/- Sd/-
(R'B. Malik) (Rafiv Agadwal)
Member (J) - Vice - Chairman’
28.11.2016 28.11.2016
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(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) : i

By |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E,
IN ’IHE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ............ (R L SRR MR, e T SN )
versus
Tl}e State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

- (PresEnBIE CHICET.. | i aiers ot St ves e s he s s )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corumn,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or
diregl.iuns and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

M. A 488/2016 in O.A. 260/2012

Shri S.K. Pawar - ... Applicant
Vs. ; ;
' The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

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

Issue notice returnable on 09.01.2017.
Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at

this stage and separate notice for ﬁnal disposal need not
be issued.

Applicant‘ is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly

2 3 authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

BATE: 25 , [ / , & : | of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would

% »  be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
hearing. i ;

ay e

Hon'ble Shri, mnvm.\gwu.
This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11

lln'bhsmn, c"""‘"’j o 3 :
B\“M—K(Hgmﬁq’ of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988 and the -questions such as limitation and

WMM@Q cﬂq,k ah alternate remedy are kept open.

Mmuum The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post / courier and -acknowledgement be obtained and

<
: long with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
,.mm PigEdeec along e L :
“'“'Rmn within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
. + ‘compliance and notice,
—AdjToe = o TO l\ { -
R - q :'1 ~ S.0. to 9t January, 2017

N A&( //
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(RB. Malik) (Raflv Aghrwal)

Member (J) Vice - Chairman
28.11.2016 : 28.11.2016
(skw)
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- (G.CP) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015)

(Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application N¢."* * sipeiin Il 80 DI.STRI.C’I‘ i
e A L g e i e e I S e - e Applicant/s
s Cn T R e R I R PR N i ‘
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others -
..... Respondent/s
(Pre‘senting Officer....,., e e e e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders-or Tribunal’s orders
~ directions and Registrar’s orders ™. i
’,’ 28.11.2016
. 0.A No 9241/2016
Shri S. S Mali .. Applicant
; Vs.
/ The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

e 6

QORAM :
Hoa'bie Shri. RAHVAGARWH.
: (Vicé - Chairinas)
~Hen'bleShn 2 B

APPEAF (NCE: X
Mmmuw
Stai Sa. =l S0 E)LUS&. .

__CROTRO.for nene-mmu
| \edow\cth N d

- Applicant.:

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

is filed ‘by the

O.A is admitted. Respondents are at

Affidavit " in rejoinder

liberty to file sur-rejoinder, if need be.

Place for final hearing on 13. 12.2016.

Sd/- Q

Neant Reffr Aatywa)
Vicé-Chairman
0 - cay qcﬁmt%écl Alm
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

. MUMBAI
Original Application Ng.™ - of 20 DistrICT i
...... Applicant/s
(Advacaté FPRSITbusfant iy by dhesbebbusypomsingaiVakantnr sLUUER £00S )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others -
..... Respondent/s
(RreEshi B CHPICEI. i i s i et o e Sioaar s )
Office Notes, Office Melﬁorandn of Coram,
) Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
direptions land Registrar’s qrders '
. O.A No 1094/2016
Shri G.V Naik ... Applicant
g i N :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

DATE ; 2—;6\ \ h s
Hoa'ble Shri. RAIWAGA’.WH.
(Vice - Chairmaa)

Shri/Sun "= m 2 . L.cb'\,(LC-UL___

Advocate for the Applicast (| |

M 3 » . \.L,\s ‘Q__.
.___C.POTFO. for the Respoudeats

2

i Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate
for the applicant and Shri K.B Bhise, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue noticé Before admission made
returnable on 13.12.2016.

& 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.

This intimation / notice is ordered under

5.
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. 3.0 13.12.2016.

Sd/-
(R@hjiv Agdrwal)

"~ Vice-Chairman [P70.
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

DATE; =2

s

Hoi'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
(Vice - Chatrman)
Hon'ble Shri R. B. MALIK (Member) 7

APPEARANCE :
s
Advocess for the Applicant

hii St zon bl
.20/ PO. for the Respondeats

s Denas
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U

b s lispo

@:A

Al

0.A.856/2014

Shri §.D. Thakur - ... Applicant

Vs.

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

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. . |

This OA relates tc the issue of promotion of the -
Applicant to the cadre of Health Equipment Maintenance
Officer, Geneal State Services, Class-II (to be hereinafter
called the said post).

In fact, a very detailed account of events is not
necessary to be narrated. It appears to be an indisputable
factual position that the Applicant has been longing for
the said promotion eversince the year 2004. We are told
at the Bar that the DPC has not been convened from
2004. This factual aspect is not in dispute and as a

. matter of fact, no other challenge is thrown at the
maintainability of this OA for any reason whatsoever.

It is absolutely clear, therefore, that it can by no
stretch of imagination be coun nanced that the DPC
should not have been convfrted for more than a decade.
The averments in that behalf having been made in Para 11
of the OA have not been traversed at all in the Affidavit-in-

reply.

Although the prayer clause (c] inter-alia -seeks
deemed date of promotion from 2004, that relief cannot be
granted now herein and that position in all fairness is
again not disputed even‘by Mr. Dere, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant. Therefore, regard being had to the
inordinately long time taken even for convene DPC, we are
of the opinion that appropriate time limit set down in
disposing of this OA for,the DPC to be convened and for
considering the case oi"the Applicant for the promotion to
the said post. ‘

f/

The present OA is allowed to the extent thagt the "
Respondents are hereby directed to convene the DPC for
considering the promotion of the Applicant to the said post
within a period of three months from today and convey to
the Applicant the decision thereof within one week
thereafter. No order as to costs.

&
Sd/- Sd/-
| (®B. Malik), (RAjiv AghTwal)
Member (J) Vice - Chairman
28.11.2016 28.11.2016
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

4

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE' TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. = . - of 20 DistricT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocaté e L S e ) A
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Prosentifg OBIICET .. 01 v srsossssisrnniiessfissns 5o sharasanoses )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders . :
0.A.1099/2016
Shri J.S. Phad & Ors. ... Applicants
' Vs. :

DATE ; %\\\\\G
"h.l"\{-..,,-,- ‘WV) Qﬁ”‘“’l (m

¥ ["x_la{))

ositu

e BN Nite Y medle |

M o)) L.

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

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

the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer-for the Respondents.
Issue notice returnable on 02.01.2017.

Tribunal may take 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 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 admlsswn
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 kept open. :

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

comphance and notice.

S.0. to 2"d January, 2017,
A

Sdi- o
—RB. Malik)Z®
Member (J)

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIB UNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. - of 20 A_DISTRIC'I.‘
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ......cceuue... B s A Sttt )
versus
- 'I"hel State of Maharashtra and othe.rs_
| Respoqdeni:/s

22T TN A N s Tl € )i 15T o5 o SRR USROS SN A M IDER NS L )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunnl’s ordérs or

Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders g

M.A.483/2016 in 0.A.1099/2016

Shri J.S. Phad & Ors. ... Applicants
Vs, :
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. :

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

R - Ot

. e
pats. 2BN|(b i s A
CORA i+ t R.B. Malik
S ol gomiKrn m?j) Member (J)
H‘f\‘.' — — l:\UliiuIUmTTA_- [skwl 28'1 12016
SIL‘,,._»— N~p' Lo\:#—"\"/
Advip i .11'&.44‘& !
Shr /S #Jth""j ....... <3y |
PR b spondent/s

" g m% B adlpwed
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (ao 000—2-2015) i e g ' (Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

- MUMBALI
Original Application No. of 20 : ~ DisTRICT .
Sy G St T S T L B S e B SR S Applicant/s
(ADVOEaEe i e e e W LA e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others s
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............. S e A SR Sl - T e UL S )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 0O.A 343/2016
* ' | Shri S.K. Gunjal & Ors. ... Applicants
Ei Vs.

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

‘ Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
o S : Advocate for the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad holding

DATE :

‘_‘{\;[:ﬂ A r)_s\]“(! LL-H 3 £ for Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting Officer for the

SERALC s

R dent
(}mb) esuo§ ents.

A ' Rejoinder is taken on record. OA is admitted and
appointed for hearing on 19t December, 2016.

Afn SEAMCE

e il ek

Q\n MJ\J&AMV

i Sd-
S 13 FETORCE BTy gt Y ppilcant :

_ i, _ EACA\N

" (R.B. Malik) <% '
3 _ Member (J)

| s » 28.11.2016

Ady. Tou LGN s : (skw) |
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) " ‘ [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ~of 20 d DisTRICT
o Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ...oeiieieiieiei e raees ST N )
versus
. The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......cccoeeeenn e R T | VG Sl i )
Office Notes, Off ce Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ov " Tribunal’s orders
directions gnd Registrar’s orders - .
0.A.360 & 361/2016

Shri P.S. Misale & Anr. - ... Applicants
Vs. ' ' ,
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

_A 'Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Apphcants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

Shri Dere, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
makes a statement that he does not want to file Rejoinder.
OA is admitted and appointed for hearing on 7t
December, 2016. :

g e R I ST\
%O“B“‘fu‘ B f ' "~ (R.B. Malik)
Hoati Member (J)
S 28.11.2016

e .

ShrilSae., o 596;( <

Advocats for the Applicant

Sha81 £ 1, T‘%QM

C.EO/1:0. for the Respondent/s

Ad). To 7‘1”“ 2

Lz nx\fu ?\«(,b v ‘ (skw)
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

4 Lo

¢ " [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Appliéation No. ,Of 20 DistricT : ,
i et e S R e S R e S R Applicant/s
(Advocate ........................... )
versus
The Sta..te of Maharashtra and. others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting 'Of'ﬁ,cex_j.................L..‘ ........ i Eehem

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

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: 23\l &
CORaM : . : ‘
Hon We %Y’ .\.aéﬁr'ww (%"'ﬁm ng.n'z.)’j)

Hon' bic Jusuesth

’
S

Ho e

APPUARANCE .

A A 1 1 kg A

Adverais T the Applicant

C.P.C/ 20, foi ihe Respondent/s

5 B R g
R e ARl 4

Yefwhehle m ol

n_
faid
-

0.A.948/2016

Dr. S.L. Pawar & Ors. ... Applicants

Vs.

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

Heard Shri S.8. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents..

Issue notice returnable on 02.01.2017.

~ Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
thic stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not
be issued._ . - 41w

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. | T

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.

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed
post / courier and acknowledgement be ~obtained and

‘produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry

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

S.0. to 24 January, 2017.

- | \\\Q

Sd/- —

(R.B. Malik) <5 \h

Member (J)
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‘

C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) ‘ ’ ~ [Spl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE 1VIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ol of 20 ; DISTRICT _ A .
i S skt A o R g S T AN R A Applicant/s
R O B 0L v n dm i sdhs S s bt s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OHBCOY. ..o ionmsnmse iionsiirmeomnssiisbaibnned R St )

Office Nuteb, Office Memm unda ot.Coram, ; .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ' . ‘ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 2

M.A.381/2016 in 0.A.948/2016

" Dr. S.L. Pawar & Ors. ... Applicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Respondents

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

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

paid.
- e

' N
I)ATE 9—8\" e o G L Sd/- ﬁ/
L6

Hou bm Sh) 'Q~ Maly<( m))) » (R. B/R/Iahk)
T, Member (J)
- A - 28.11.2016 -

‘U’PL ARMNCE :
M
ShI ST, .., “. A m{ <

Advocate for the Applicant

SheSmt, ]\} E\
C.PO/ PO for the Rnspondent/s
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL |

MUMBAI
Original A;iplication No. ‘ of 20 . DistrICT
S IR AR L T S S s Applicant/s
(Advocate ........cecveininneninesn A ey )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer... ....... PRI s, - ) B B . el )
Office Notes, Q’fice Memoranda of Coram, p
Appearar .e, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directior ; and Registrar’s orders 0.A.280/2016
- Shri M.M. Desale , ... Applicant
Vs, : !

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

Heard Shri. G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad holding for
Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chlef Presenting Officer
for the Respondents '

The learned PO submits that the Sur-rejoinder is
under typing. One chance is therefore granted to file the
sdme. S.0. to 5th December, 2016.
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presentang OIBCEE . i it vsnsinmaisgsres oz

o, Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Mem »randa of Coram,
Appearance, Tribun: s orders or
directions and Regi trar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : *7-‘3\\\\! L
CORAM :

Hon’bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi {Chairman)
 Hoalble SherM-Rusesteumas(Member) A
APPEARANCE : 7 )

Advocate for the Apphcaht,

Shri /Smt. : K88 “1\4‘)0“\
C.P.CG/ P.O. for the Respendent/s

Ad To\ ...... k.. Clang, .?.91’,7#
Haw\M L allpid Ao b po-

-

1Y

Date : 28.11.2016.

C.A.No.35 of 2016 in O.A.No.571 of 2015

S.T. Shinde ....Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2; . Learned” P.O. Smt. -K.S. Gaikwad for the

Respondents states as follows :-

(a) Applicant had applied . and has furnished
undertaking to the effect that if promotion is
given to him, subject to outcome of the Writ
‘Petition, which is filed by the State, he shall be
abide by the order as may be passed by

_ Hon’ble High Court.

(b) Respondents had sought the opinion of learned
P.0. which is already furnished, and a week’s
time is required for taking decision.

3. In view of the request of learned P.O., adjourned to

08.12.2016.
4. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

Learned P.O. is directed to ‘.communic'ate this order to the

Respondents. - 3\

(A.H. Joshl J}\
Chairman

[PTO.




versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer..........ccoooaninniiniiricsinsens

..... Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeuarance, Tribdnal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE: __ 2.8\1)|24| b
Hon'bic Justice Shri A, H. Joshi (Chairman)
Hos? et ok ;

' AFPL i‘\RA]\ICE

m‘r/g&? C L C!\‘\‘MTZEJ'{"
; Advuuate for the Applicant

_Shri7Smt. 1.,.G.. .wza\o NM....
C.P.O/PO. for the Re poudent/s

Ad]. TOwwreures \ P’“ R L, o .
-

.

Date : 28.11.2016.

M.A. No 445 of 2016 in 0.A.No.397 of 2016 (Aurangabad)
with
M.A.No0.446 of 2016 in O.A.N0.398 of 2016 (Aurangabad)

S.Y. Sawant (M.A.445/2016 in 0.A.397/2016)
S.K. Malik (M.A.446/2016 in 0.A.398/2016)
...Applicants.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
: 3 Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate

for the Applicants and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. At -the request of learned Advocate Shri C.T..

Chandratre for the Applicants, adjourned to 06.12.2016.

S,
(A.H. Joshi J.

Chairman
prk

[PTO.



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

Tribunal’s orders
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CORAM : : '

Hon'ble Justice ShriA. H. Joshi (Chairman)
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Shri /8mt. :,
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Date : 28.11.2016.

C.A.No.116 of 2014 in 0.A.No.3 of 2013 with
- 0.A.No.3 of 2013 with 24, 38, 39, 40 & 41 of 2014

S.R. Pimpatkar & Ors. ...Applicants.

Versus
- The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Responderits.
s Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advc')cate, for

‘ the Applicants and Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Special

Counsel with Ms. N.G. Gohad, the Iearned Presentmg

Officer for the Respondents.

2 Learned Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Special
Counsel for the Respondents is directed to produce the
copy of proposal referred to in .paragl;aph 3 of affidavit of

Contemnor No.1, Dr. Pravin H. Shingare, Director, Medical

-Educatron and Research, dated 19.09. 2016, which is seen

at page 205 and relevant paragraph 7 at' page 208.

3. Learned P.O. prays for time till tomorrow i.e.

29.11.2016.
4. Time as prayed fbr is granted. Contemnor No.1, Dr.

‘A Pravin H. Shingare, Director, Medical Education and

Research, Mumbai is also directed to remain present,

5; Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to I,earn'ed' P.O..

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

Respondents.
-+ 6. Adjourned to 29.11.2016. /Q
(A.H. Joshi J.) H 1
Chairman
prk \ ;




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.995 OF 2015

V.K. Jagdhane ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra&Ors. .. Respondents.

Shri A.A. Gharte, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. for the Respondents.

CORAM : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 28.11.2016
ORDER
1. Heard Shri A.A. Gharte, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B.

Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

L]

2. The contents of paragraph 10(L){1) of O.A. reads as follows :-

"

............................................................

........................................ The Applicant states that as per Rule 134 A of the
Maharashtra Civil Services (Pension) Rules, 1982, issuance of show cause

notice is mandatory.”
Quoted from amended portion of page 10 of O.A.)
3. Additional affidavit-in-reply is filed by Shri Mahendra N. Rokade, Assistant
Commissioner of Police, office of Commissioner of Police, Mumbai. Averments
contained in paragraph 10(L)(1) is answered in baragraphs No.2 and 3, which is at pages

91 and 92 of the O.A in an evasive manner.

1

4, The point contained in the ground 10(L)(1) is eloquent and does not need a
commentary. High ranked Police Personnel are supposed to understand it, particularly
when they are equipped with Law Officers and Legal advisors. Evasive reply and
misleading distorted reply results in wasting Police Personnels’ time as well time of this

Tribunal.




5. Therefore, in the background noted in the foregoing paragraph, it is necessary
to put questions to Shri Mahendra N. Rokade, Assistant Commissioner of Police, office
of Commissioner of Police, Mumbai i.e. the person who has filed the affidavit. He is,

therefore, called to remains prefsent on the next date.

6. If the Respondent wants to take a stand of seeking liberty to withdraw
impugned notice with liberty to file fresh notice, the Respondent shall be free to do so,
by issuing order of that effect. However, this type of action shall not exempt the

personal attendance of Shri Mahendra N. Rokade, Assistant Commissioner of Police,

Mumbai.

7. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.0O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

S.0. to 30.11.2016.

D:\PRK\2016\11 NOV\28.11\0.A.995-15.doc
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