G.CP)Y J 2260 (A) (50 ,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAIiARASHTRA ADMINI‘STR‘}TIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
OrigirialAppIication No. - | o of 20 R - _ o DisTrICT
' ' i P ... Applicant/s
(Advocate ...... beeeererns e, SR ).
k ]
" versus
The State of Mahafashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting()fﬂpm‘....; ................... S SO )

Ofl’ua Nutes. Ofl'h.e Memorands of Coram, . ' . .
Appeamnw lrnbunnl‘s orders ar . Tribunal’s arders
d!mdiuns und‘ Heg’nstmr‘s orders :

Date : 30.08.2016.

C.A.No.63 of 2016 in 0.A.N0.715 of 2015

S.R. Shitut " .. Applicant.

Versus
'T'he State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpuroh_it, the

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

4

2. . learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the
Resqondents states that second set of affidavit would be

filed within two days.

3. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit further states
that learned P.O. 'Sr-nt. K.S. Gaikwad is incharge of the brief

and she is not available and therefore prays that the case

be heard on the later date.

4, In view of the faregoing adjourned to 08.09.2016.
. o Sd/-
“(Rajiv Agarwal) 7 (AN, Jo§h7,'.|’.‘ v
Vice-Chairman Chairman
prk :
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LGP J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADNIINIST RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Originai Application No. - of 20 DisTRICT
..... Appnecants
LAV OURTE 1oeniiiiiiiiittiein v o ets s st )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... HRespondaenuvs
(Presenting OffICer..o i )
Office Nutes, Office Memoranda of Coruam,
Appemvance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registra’s orders
0.A.711/2014
Shri S.B. Chavan & Ors. ... Apphncants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Responaents
Shri Sachin Chavan, tne learnea Aavocdiw
mentions the matter. He undertakes to file Yakalatnama
on behalf of the Applicants on the next date.  Shn K.8:
Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Kkespondents.
S.0. to 14t September, 2016.
Sd/- e N
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
30.08.2016
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GG J 22060 A) (SU.[)UUA‘J-ZULIS)
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI -

OUriginal Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... ADPPHCANT >
LAACLYGEATE oo tveveraennrraenisems st binosssssnbs s see s ase e )
Lersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Hesporaenu s
(rresenting OfICer.. .o )

Otfice Nutes, Ofiice Memoranaa of Coruny,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s vrders or Tribunal’s ortiers
M.A.286/2016.in 0.A.715/2016

directions and Registrur's orders

Shri A.S. Thombare & Ors. ... Applcants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Responaents

Heard Shri G.M. Savagave, the learnsd Aavocu..
for the Applicants and Smt. Savita Suryawansii, L
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This MA has been filed to sue jomnuy. As-all the
Applicants are seeking similar relief, the MA to sue jontly
is allowed, subject to payment of Court Fees, i1 not ajready

paid. .
' ’ e
pare: =olg |16 _ T
. “r
CORAM: : .
Sd/- NS

1
i

o AMite s Chainnan)— ' (R°B. Malik) -
Hea bt 5Lt R B, MALIK (Membery g Member (J)
L , 30.08.2016
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[Spl- MAV-F-2 L

(GO J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT IVE TRIBUNAL
' MUMBAI

OUriginal Application No. of 20 i Disrrict
..... APPLGAIIT S
I L2 sTors L CH U ST SOO POP PP PTPRISSPRRRPEPRTES )
persus
The Stite of Maharashtra and others
..... Responaenus

(Presenting OFICEr. o }

Oftfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appourance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders

directions und Registrur’s orders

M.A.287/2016 in O.A.718/2016

Shri A.D. Shinde & Ors. ... Appiicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... Responaents

Heard Shri G.M. Savagave, the learnea aavocale
for the Applicants and Smt. Savita Suryawansni, U
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

This MA has been filed to sue joinuy. As ail the
Applicants are seeking similar relief, the MA to sue jountly
is allowed, subject to payment of Court Fees, it not already

paid. .
Sd/- ~ &N
(RB Malik]
A R AP Member (J)
P e _ 30.08.2016
Huve;m%!rt.ﬁ\..mm..,ﬁﬁ%imfg}! , (skw)
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WP 2260 LAY (DY, VBR—2-2015)

IN THE NIAHARASHTRA ADNHNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

|Spl- MAL-P-2

Uriginal Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... APPHEANTS
LEMCEVOCIIDE wvvveeaseresesearnmmsinreesecnesas st esr s )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Fresenting Officer

Responaents

Office Notes, Qffice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurunce, Lribanal’s vrders oy

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

CORAM;

Boa b Sue BB, MALIK (Membery T

M 3 foy thie ) 3’50‘ dey

Rﬂbw\cﬂ-ﬂ—“—— h(_sad A%}F‘r

o Me,vxho\f\

o

Ol'i.cz.uu‘\‘@y

0.A.314/2016

Shri R.S. Patil
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicant
... Responaents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learnea Adavocale
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, tne iearncu

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

taken on record
Liberty to

Affidavit-in-rejoinder 18
Admit. To come up in due course,
mention granted.

Tribunal may take the case 1or final disposal
at this stage and separate notice for finai AISPOsal
need not be issued.

Applicant is authorized and directea to serve
on Respondents intimation / mnotice o1 Qate .
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, dtong wii.
complete paper book of O.A.

This inlimation '/ notice is oraercd unaer ik
11 of the Maharashtra Administrauve 1TiDullal
(Procedure) Rules, '1988. The questions SUC s
limitation and alternate remedy are kept opcerl.

The service may be done by hana aeunverv
speed “post / courier -and acknowledgement Lo
obtained and produced along with amlaavii i
comphance in the Registry within four wcchs.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of comphearncy
and notice.

~ S — _
- Sd/- : I AN
TIRB. Malik)
Member (J)
30.08.2016

{skw}
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[=Spl.- NMAY -

GG 2260 (A) (BU,000—2- 2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADNIIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Opriginal Application No. of 20 DisTrRICT
..... ApPPLCUT S
T RV LT TN P MMM }
Verss

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Responaenus
(Presenting Officer............. e e )
Qifice Notes, Ottice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, ‘Tribanal’s orders ov - Tribunal’ s ovders
directions unnd Registrar's orders
0.A.162/2016
Shri M.A.M.I. Sayyed ... Applicant
Vs. '
The State of Mah. & ors, ... Responaents

Applicant in person present. He underiaxes
to file the Rejoinder during the course or tne day
after proper pagination. Upon this unaertaking, the
OA is admitted. To come up in due course. Liberty o
mention granted.

Triounal may take the case tor final disposal
at this stage and separate notlce for final AspoUs.a
need.not be 1ssued

-Applicant is authorized and airectea Lo suive
on - Respundents intimation / notce oI dalc ..
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, wong wii.
complete paper book of O.A.

This intiunation / notice 1s OTAeTed UNAesr M
11 of the Maharashtra Administraive ‘1nipubia.
(Procedure) Rules, 1988. The questions sucii e
limitation and alternate remedy are kept oper:.

AP AR 43.\"

ant The service may bhe done by hana acuver.

W P\\ = B |_“"”f€)»50"\ speed post / courier and acknowiedgement .
D Sao 5 L2480

e obtained and produced along with atliuavi,

SR compliance in the Registry withm tour weenhe
T P‘ R C}\O uﬂi_ Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compuunce

_,_Crp-ﬁ"f‘:‘i fur the Repondents ! and notice.
ditad 6y Prpplt - ‘

%Q\ V\.A—U\——

o ey aduitted . e Sd/-
Lo fo rewhion p W B Malik) 20 & 10
g ¢ & e | Member (J)

30.08.2016
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QOifice Notes, Oftice Memora nda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrur’s orders

DATE : ‘30\‘8\\ &

CORANL:

T MEaNviiiussssacuaensed

—CAELH PO, fy the Hespon

= e 2‘7(? //6

A

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.715/2016

Shri A.S. Thombare & Ors.
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors.

... Applicants
... Responaents

Heuard Shri G.M. Savagave, Lhe learned advovi..
for the Applicants and Smt. Savita Suryawanstii. .-
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 27.09.2016.

Tribunal may take the case 10T fnal WSPOSA ..
this stage and separate notice for final disposai need 11
be issued.

Applicant is authorized and directed o seive ..
Respondents intimation / notice of date of nearmng ubi..
authenticateq vy Registry, along with complete paper Lol
of O.A. Respondents are puf to notice that the case Woul.
be taken up for final disposal at the stage Ol aUulnlssiou
hearing.

This intimation / nouce is orderea unaer K
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal {(Froceauls.
Rules, 1988 and the questions such as ImItauoll L.
alternate remedy are kept open.

The service may be done by hanad deuvery ; shoe:
post / courier and acknowledgement be obtamea alw
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Remsww
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file AllUavIL o,
compliance and notice.

S.0. to 27h September, 2016

. G Sd/- _
~TR.B. Malik) 3 © & "1™
Member (J)
30.08.2016
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

 Seetsia S
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"Uribunal’ s ordexs

0.A.716/2016
Shri A.D. Shinde & Ors. ... Appuicants
Vs,
The State of Mah. & ors, ... Kesponaents

Heard Shri G.M. Savagave, the learnea aqvocal:
for the Applicants and .Smt. Savita Suryawansmi, i..
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Issue notice returnable on 27.09.2016,

Tribunal may take the cuse for fnal wsposai ...
this stage and separate notice for final disposal needa a;
be issued.

Applicant is authorized and directed 1 scrve o,
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing du.
authenticated by Registry, along with complete PEpPer Bl
of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case wor..
be taken up for final disposal at the stage oI adliissl
hearing.

This intimation / notice is ordered uraer Kuie
of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Froceaur:
Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limiaoon Gl
alternate remedy are kept open.

The service may be done by hand AShVery ; suco.:
post / courier and acknowledgement be obramicu wi..
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Kegisos
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Aifidavic ...
compliance and notice.

5.0. to 274 September, 2016
W\ - -
Sd/- \({ T

——RB. Malikj -’

Member (J)

l 30.08.2016

ruilca ksl
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LR LT 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

TN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Apnlication No. - of 20 DistricT
..... Applicéint/s
CAAVORALE o, )
Uersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presentine Officer..................coo.... e )
Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Uribunnl’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders .
O 1027/201A4
eI LI AL l =AY &= wuy o
" Shri P.J. Ambhore ... Applicant

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the léarned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

The learned P.O. is being instructed by Shri
L.S. Mane, Office Superintendent, Medical Educatlon
& Drugs Department Mumbai.

As the arguments of the Applicant resumed,
we find that by our order of 15.2.2016, we had given
detailed directions- which can for the purpose of
understanding be called questionnaire which was
very relevant to a proper decision of this OA. By an
Additional Affidavit filed by Mr. G.N. Baddare, Chief
Administrative Officer dated 10t March, 2016, the
answers have been given. However, as the argument
proceeded, we were taken through the record and
proceedings including so called information at Pages
157 & 158 of the Paper Book. The said information
| only mentions the names of the candidates who did
not report for joining despite the letters of
¢ appeintment and their number is six. On Page 158,
there is a similar list of another six candidates and
both the lists are for the year 2009. If we have
correctly understood the submissions especially
when the léarned P.O. on instructions said that in
2014, a fresh advertisement was given. The wholc
thing if we might say so is messed up mamly
because of the fact that though the questions raised
by us on 15.2.2016 were clear, the information is not
complete and the supporting documents are not
annexed. Even in the 2nd list at Pages 157 & 158
cven elementary details, etc. have not been set out.
With this, therefore, absolutely no assistance has
been rendered to us even as it consumed fair amount
of public time. We shall therefore impose costs on
the person concerned who is the maker of the said
Affidavit and give further directions to fully clarify
the points raised by us on 15.2.2016 with the ajd
and assistance of supporting documents. It is made
clear that if even now, our directicns are not

rrray




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

Tribunal’s orders

Bhoa'hic Shei RAHV AGARWHL

Ve - Chairmain)
Hen'e, % % LLALE (Member) -

(o

complied with, then perhaps we shall be ieit witn no
alternative but to hold that the candiaates upm
Serial No.80 should have been ana may be
appointed. The maker of the above reterred Ariicavat
shall pay cost of Rs.5000/- within two weeks from
today and the compliance of this order shall be made
within the said time limit.

S.0. to 14t September, 2016, Hamaast.

Sd/- Sd/-
(R.B. Mﬁfik]) he (ﬁajiv %garwau
Member (J) Vice-Chairman

30.08.2016 30.08.2016
(skw) ‘
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YT 2260 (A) (H0.000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

TN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Crriginal Apolication No. ’ of 20 . DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
FAAVOCALE )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
RrasentinE O ICeT . . e e )
Office Notes, Qffice Memorandn of Corain,
Anbearance, Tribunal’s ovders ov Tribiunal’s orders
Airections and Registrar’s orders
e Q.As.918 & 1094/2015

Shri S.B. Shingfe & Ors. ... Applicants

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

Advocate for the Respondents 90,142, 201, 274

Respondents 6A to 6E in O.A.1094/15.

(Ori. Respondents)

Heard Shri M.R. Patil & Shri C.T. Chandratre,
the learned Advocates for the Applicants, Shri K.B.
Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents, Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned

8

258 mn O.A918/15, Shr1 M.D. Lonkar, the learned
Advocate for the Respondents 4 to 6 in O.A.1094/15
and Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the

Perused the Affidavit of Service submitted by
Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the
Applcants in OA 1094/15. Shri Patil, the learned
Advocate in the companion OA along with Mr.

Khaire, the learned Advocate undertakes to file a
similar Affidavit by next date.
n . 30 k S ( l{ 3ih
DATE We have perused our order dated 13t June,
CORAM - : 2016 along with our order of 10t Au%,lst 2016. The
T service 1s hereby declared legal andtt) Respondents

Haon'hie ¥, RATV AGARWAL
{Vice - Chairman)

down for hearing.

S.0. to 26t September, 2016.

(;‘LN&L&A_m L+
Artvooate Sar-the Applicant o n -
St s 2 2 B LS " Sd/- Sd/-
" Resps -
S LI e len| R watl) (R Agarwa
s -4, (42, 20l | RN 2B Member (J) Vice-Chairman
A Ve O R d’ic:fJA N 30.08.2016 30.08.2016
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TRy

want to file the Affidavit-in-reply will be allowed to do

. MALIK (Member) T _so by the next date. The matter shall now be set
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) {60,000—-2-2015)

{Spl- MAT-F.2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M."A./R.AJC.A.»ND. ‘. of 20
"IN
Ongmal Apphcatlon No. of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, :
- Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
T id
directions und Registrar’s orders ribunar’s orders

Date : 30.08.2016. )

M.A.No.584 of 2015 in O.A.N0.1036 of 2015 with

M.A.No.626 of 2015 in O.A.N0.1115 of 2015 with

0.A.No.25 of 2016 with 0.A.N0.26 of 2016 with
0.A.No.27 of 2016

shri 5.K. Baravkar & Ors. ' ..Applicants

. Vs. ’
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned

Advocate holding for Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned
Advocate for the Ap'plicant-and‘Shri. K.B. Bhise, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

3. Learned Advocate Shri C.T. Chandratre holding
for Shri V.V. loshi prays for adjournment due to the’

perﬁonal difficulties of learned Advocate Shri V.V, joshi.

3. Adjourned to 25.10.2016.

pate:_- 30| R |50l

CORAM ; S ' <ﬂ//
Hon'ble Justce Sii A, H. Joshi (Chairman) - N i

e - »
(A.H. Joshi,
Chairman

sba

Shi / o K 3 B Dise

PArd furidke uL:sI)CL\L.\.nUS

...........

AL To 25\)0{%\ 6




(G.CP) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) opL- MAT-r - L

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. | of 20
S IN
QOriginal Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Ottice Notes, Gffice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ' Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrar’s orders

O.A. No.37 of 2016

Shri M.P. Prabhukhanolkar LAPpLCULL
Vs.
~The State of Maharashtra & Ors.. KEsponaenL:

Heard Shri A.R. Joshi, learnea Aavocate 101 the
Applicant and Smt. :Archana B K., 1earnea rresenung

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Joshi, Ld. Advocate prays ror ume Lo prepare

draft amendment and tender it on the next date.

3. S.0.10 12.9.2016:

A=
ﬁjosl{m | e

Chairman
30.8.2010

(sgj)




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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Otfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrur’s orders

CA 67716 n RA T3 M OARIS/TI

ShriL.A. Magdum & Ors. . Applicants
: Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicants and Shri R.S. Apte, learned Senior

‘ Céunsel, for the Respondents.

2. Shri R.S. Apte, learned Seniof Counsel appearing
for the contemnor prays for two days time for filing

proper apology.

3. S.0.t02.9.20]6. ' }\

paree Bt 9/ / —
CORA ™. o "~ (AH.Joshi{l)

! ...-..._,.r«"»:f‘bhmrmaﬂ) ‘ Chairman
e themberA o 30.8.2016
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(G.CP.) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) ‘ Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
| IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
~IN ._
Orig’inal 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

 Date': 30.08.2016.

. 0.A.No.784 of 2016
Shri S.R. Sapate , ~ L..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors. - ..Respondents
1. None for the Applicant. Heard Shri A.L

Chougule, the learned  Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Adjourned to 1.09.2016.

A\
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(A.R. Joshi, J
Chairman N~
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) [Bpl- MAI-F-2 |

"IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A No. ‘ of 20
IN
. Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Date ;: 30.08.2016.

0.A.N0.400 of 2016 with M.A.No.202 of 2016

$hri D.T. Joshi ' ~ ..Applicant

Vs. :
The State of Mah. & Ors. _ ...Respondents
. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the ‘learned

hdvocate for the Applicant and' Smt. S. Suryawanshi,

the learned Presehting Officer for the Res_pqndents.

D. . Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that

pffidavit.is ready, and original is in transit.

" B.  Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for

time for filing reply.r

G. Time as prayed for is granted.

5. S.0.to 1.09.2016. N

Ax E E, ‘ZJ’I‘ i i ' /
P v\mm f"\d\f;ani . Sdl= .
' (A.H. JoshiE T}

Aulvonil
(_.,k_ & 5\{)'7@\40) 91(\! - Chairman
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) t5pl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS'I‘RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Districr
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ... PRI )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............ooi i J
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coratn,
Appeurunce, Tribunul’s orders oy ’ Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registruy's orders
' Date : 30.08.2016.
0.A.No.689 of 2016
Shri A.T. Dhavade ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. ‘Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Smt. Punam
Mahajan prays for two weeks time to consider the

affidavit-in-reply filed by the Respondents.

3. 5.0.to 20.09.2016. ' \

pae:_ 30| 8]aple : .g_-—,—=<f’ /

GORAR : P {A.H. Joshi, &)

Hon'ble Justics ShriA. H. Joshi (Chairman) Chairman
bie-Shriv-Ramestdmmr(temiber) A - sba

APPLARANCE
s S

A
)‘ZéSm‘s: FUHM"Y),..MQH Ay
Advocais for the Appticant

C.EO/ 0. for the fespondeni/s

Ad). To 7/0!3 )W' b

BT,



(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 DisTRICT
..... .Applicant/s
(Advocate .............. O VPSP )
\L‘t,’l‘a_'u,b’ '
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OCer. —...o.ooooovoooooeoeoro oo )
Office Notes, Uffice Memorundsa of Corum,
Appeurunce, Tribunul’s vrders or Tribunal's orders
directions and Registrur's urders
Date : 30.08.2016.
0.A.N0.295 of 2016
shri A.K. Randive ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors. . ..Respondents
1. ‘Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learnea

Advocate holding for Shri V.V, Joshi, the learneq
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A, Chougule, the

- |earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

D, Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendereq

pffidavitin reply. It is taken on record.

B. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for
time to consider the affidavit and come with rejoinder

if necessary.

DATE : 50' Q b»o\ 6 4. 5.0.t020.10.2016.

CORAM: | : ,Cﬂ//#

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. d. Jesni {Chairman}

— —
(A.H. Jo‘sﬁ“u','a.l '
Chairman

nd

AdVoerad:

*Shri/ L :
/ P O fuf the Respondends

‘Adj.TO‘ %'}'Ol%u’ sy

(PTO




(G.C.PY J 2260 (A (B0000—2-20167 . [spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADM!NI‘?T‘RAr I'IviE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 : . IhsTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCATE v i e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... ‘Respondent/s
(Presenting OIcer. ..o e e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appeurance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’ s crders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 30.08.2016.
0.A.No0.738 of 2016
Shri P.B. Wagh etc.7 ..Applicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the Ilearned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant has not

taken Tribunal’s notice.

3. Returnable date is exténded for enabling to

Advocate/ Applicant to take notice and serve fresh

notice.
4. Returnable date shall be extended till
20.11.2016.
5. If notices' are not collected on or before
DATE : ‘30| g\')’lﬂb 20.11.2016, O.A. shail stand dismis; without further
i
GORAM: : reference to the Tribunal.
Hon’ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) : \
How'ble-Shii-M-Ramesiamar (Member) A b. $.0.to 20.11.2016.
A:\Of:”ﬁl‘uxi_‘( [0
bl T Chandvatre
{A.H. Joshi, J.
Advocate L iz Avriicant Chairman
%/}mt !AYdlﬂthQK.\ sba

}J/C} / B {or fhie Hespondent/s

wh;\we - |
n ( \'?>1 7 |70,

- Ady. To




(G.CPY J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl- MAT-I-2 f.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A No. of 20
IN ‘
Original Application No. : of 20 '

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appesarance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal's orders
directions und Registrur’s orders ’

Date : 30.08.2016.
0.A.No0.837 of 2016

The Association of the Subordinate
bervice of Engineers Maharashtra

State & Ors. ‘ ..Applicants

i Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors. «.Respondents
n. - Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the

earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

R. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Smt. Punam

Mahajan prays for time.

3, Time as prayed for is granted.

4. 5.0.t06.9.2016.

. DATE: 35!2.!’10'&

CORAM :
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chalrman)

sha

' /Shﬁ/;:l.“i. s
}Rﬁ/{ o fr i ._NJPU. dent/s

. Ady. T, C’[\5 )% )6 .
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(G.C.PY J 2260 tA) (50,000—2-2015)

1Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISIRA WE 'IRIBUNAL <

* MUMBAI E
Original Application No. u o , DIS’I‘RIC’I‘, ‘
' L Applicant/s
{Advocate ............ ettt ettt ettt sere s etee s ) '
versis
The State of Maharashtra and athers
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.............. R S SOOI SPTOPPRRO )
.- (Mfice Notes, Ql‘l’iﬁe Mémumn_t!u of Cur;u_!u‘ :
" Appearance, Tribunul's urders ar Tribunal’s erders
dirvections ynd. Registrurs  wrders ‘
r = - L}
Date : 30.08.2016.
. 0.A.No.679.of 2016
R.M. Bhapkar ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. 'Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate

pate: 30| |20l
GCORAM : s -
Hoa'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

MK R Py

CPU /Lu th Pespeadehts

Ady. To 6!“)]“10]5

. for the Applicant, Shri N.K: Rajpurchit, the learned ‘Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents No.1 to 3 and Shri
A.V.\Bandiwadekar, the léarned Advocate for Respondent

No.4.

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

Respondents has tendered Affidavit-in-reply on behalf of

Respondent No.3. itis taken on record.

3. Learned Advocate Shri AV. Bandiwadekar for
Respondent No.4 has tendered Affidavit-in-reply on behalf

of Respondent No.4. It is taken on record. '

4. ' s5.0.t006.10.2016. \
= ! ,_,\
(A.H. Joshi, 1Y
, Chairman
prk ‘

|PEQ



(G.C.P) J 2260 tA) (B0.000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. ' ot 20 ' DisTriCT
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ........ooooeoeo e )
Uersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Of1Cer. . ..o e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or ‘ CTribunal’s orvdevs
diréctions and Hegistrar's orders
Date : 30.08.2016.
0.A.N0.798 of 2016
Ms. M.A. Mohite ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah, & Ors. .=Respondents

1. Heard Ms. M.A. Mohite, Applicant in person and
bhri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presentlng Offlcer for the

Respondents

- D. Learned P.0O. for the Respbndents Shri K.B.

Bhise prays for time for filing reply.

3, Time as prayed for is granted.

1. Reply be filed on or before 7.9.2016.

5. S.0.to0 7.9.2016. ()\
pate:  20|R |2016 ' /
ORAM: | 2al
Hew’ble Justice Sisi A. H. Joshi (Chairman) (A.H. Joshlﬁ' )

. HosHr—nsi M-famesbimror (Merber) A : ‘ Chairma
— . ba

Ady. Town 7'5‘%%

P10,



0.A. No.76] of 2016

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

Heard Shri Uday Bhosle, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.. learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO is directed to secure instructions from

respondent on the following points:

() As to whether there exist any legal
impediment in considering and deciding
the applicant’s request for posting of his
cheice as and when occasion for that
purpose arises or would arise.

3. The statement be made day after tomorrow.

4. S.0.to 1.9.2016.

o =
(A.H. Joshi, I.)

Chairman
30.8.2016

(sg))




0.A.No.254 of 2016

Shri N.S. Deshmukh .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Shri M.R. Patil,
learned Advocate for Respondent No.1 and Smt. Archana

B.K., learned Presenting Officer for Respondent No.2.

2. Ld. PO has tendered copy of communication

received by Ld. PO. It is taken on record.

3. The letter reveals that an amount of Rs.3,78,491/-
1s paid to the applicant by crediting in his account and
remaining payment for salary and allowances is in the

process.

4. In view of this statement, purpose for which the

OA was filed has been served.

S. OA has become infructuous and is accordingly

disposed off.

;‘c‘//_
(A.H. Joshi, J)

Chairman
30.8.2016

(sgj)



THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.183 OF 2016

DISTRICT : THANE |

14
B.B. Patil ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents

Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Chief Presenting Cfficer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE :30.08.2016.
ORDER

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant ana Shri

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

2. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the Respondents has tendered affidawvit.

It is taken on record.

3. Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurohit for the Respondents was called to aaaress
on the following points :-

(a) Applicant has shown that the cases in which raid by A.C.B. was successtul
and due to which officers were suspended, were reinstated by revoking
suspension.

(b) Applicant’s case is far simpler than those cases because in apptcant’s
case, as well, in alleged compliant against officers, any pomtea
indictment of applicant was not made, and any raid was not conauctea
by A.C.B., and applicant is suspended barely on a vague compliant.

4, Learned C.P.O. Shri N.K. Rajpurghit was put to notice that if the points urged by
learned Advocate for the Applicant are found to be true and for not traversed, and it
the continuation of suspension is not shown to justify and if the Tribunal is required to
decide the case, consequences of exemplary personal costs on the officer may pe

attracted.



5. At this stage, learned C.P.0. prays for one week’s time to examine the matter

and discuss the same with the officer.

6. Time as prayed for is granted.

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.0. to 06.09.2016. 0

{A.H. Joshi, J.¥
Chairman
pri




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.409 OF 2016

Shri Kusha G. Sarang ..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Responaents

Shri M.D. Lonkar — Advocate for the Applicant
Shri K.B. Bhise — Presenting Officer for the Respondents

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 30th August, 2016
ORDER

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

2. Para 5 of the order dated 8.7.2016 passed in the above OA reaas as

follows:
“5. It is hoped that the case would be seen by the Government
after taking into consideration following points:
(a) The case is closed on A Summary.

(b) The Competent Authority did not initiate any
Departmental Enquiry.

(c) Unless the Applicant is dealt with in accordance witn
the rules and procedure governed in the disciplinary matters,

y,




2 O.A. No. or

his service could not be dispensed with and impugned order
needs to be viewed from the point of view of law and justice.”

3. During the course of hearing it has transpired that clause (b) and (cj
of above quoted para 5 are based either on incorrect submissions or
incomplete reading of record. Therefore, para 5 of the order dated

8.7.2016 is struck off and/or deleted.
4. Ld. PO prays for time for filing reply.

5. It would be proper for the applicant to review his status. Shri
Lonkar, Ld. Advocate states that he would reexamine the matter

consulting the applicant and thereafter make suitable submissions.

6.  S.0.t01.9.2016, Q

Sl

/-_ T

(A.H. Joshi,
Chairman
30.8.2016

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:\JAWALKAR\Judgements\201618 August 201610A.409.16.J.8.2016-KGSarang-S0.1.9.20 16 doc




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

0.A.No.312 of 2016 with 0.A.N0.313 of 2016 with
0.A.N0.406 of 2016

Shri R.A. Kulkarni (0.A.No.312 of 2016)

Shri P.B. Avhad (0.A.No.313 of 2016)

Shri S.K. Sawant (0.A.N0.406 of 2016) ..Applicants
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant in 0.A.No.312 and 313
of 2016.

Shri A.A. Gharte, the learned Advocate for the Applicant in 0.A.No.406 of 2016 is
absent,

Smt. §. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE . 30.08.2016.
ORDER
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant in

0.A.N0.312 and 313 of 2016. Shri A.A. Gharte, the learned Advocate for the Applicant
in O.A.No.406 of 2016 is absent, Smt. 5. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

2, Today learnd P.O. for the Respondents Smt. . Suryawanshi states on
instructions received from Shri M.R. Shelke, Under Secretary, Home (Transport) and
Shri A.M. Jage, Motor vehicle Prosecutor, Transport Office as follows:-

The instructions are received based on the letter written by the Deputy
Commissioner (Transport) to the Additional Chief Secretary, Home (Transport)
giving details of time / duration required for completing scrutiny of eligibility ot
various candidates.




3 It is seen that the time is sought for more 20 days, 7 days and additional 10

davs for various steps,

4 Time sought for 1% stage of 20 days and 7 days is wholly unjustified because
the exercise required to be undertaken is to be done in the Government office and in

office of the Commissioner of Transport only.
5. The time sought for remaining stages is curtailable.

6. Respondents are directed to comply with steps stated in item nos.1 and 2

within two days and come with report on the next date.

7

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

communciate this order to the Respondents.

8. 5.0.10 2.09.2016.
.
q{'//.—
(A.H. Josh¥,
Chairman

sba




(G.C.LPY I 2260 (A) {50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA

ISpl- MAT-#:2 .

TIVE TRIBUNAL

Original Application No. of 20 DisTricr
T Applicant/s
WAAVOCATE oo )
'Uersu,.s;
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Responaenws
(Presenting Officer...............oo [N )
»Uf‘l‘ice Nutes.‘()fficu Memoranda of Coram, ]
Appearance, Tribunuls oiders oo Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur’s orders ’
30.08.2016
0.A No_ 1057/2015
Smt B.M Aaglawe ... Applicant

DATE : Bol%'l ‘ &
CuRAM:

- How'tle Shri RATY AGARWAL
* (Vige - Chairman)
1L p A s SR A~ "

Advecate for die Applicam .
PRI PO for the Respondenty

ALDTI

e, SO+ & (oﬁy)qu_é

“

>

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

Heard Shri D.N Karande, learned advocate
for the applicant and Ms Savit Suryavanshi,
holding for Shri K.B Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

With the approval of this Tribunal ‘the
Applicant has amended the Original Application
and added Joint Director of Agriculture, Konkan
Region, Wagle Estate, Thane as Respondent no.
4. A copy of the O.A was served in the office or
Respondent no. 4 on 5.2.2016 . However, no
reply has yet been filed on behaif of Respondent
no. 4. ‘

Learned Presenting Officer seeks rwo weeks

time to file reply on behalf of Respondent no. 4.

. Granted as a last chance. 'It.is made clear that if

no reply is filed before the next date, costswill be
imposed. '

S.0 to 14.9.2016. -

Sd/-
(Rajjv"Agadival)

Vice-Chairman

(PT0
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAIL
MISCELLANEOUS APPLICATION NO.270 OF 2016
IN
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO.42 OF 2015
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.339 OF 2012

The Commissioner of Police, Navi Mumbai ..Applicant
Versus
Shri Satish C. Bhosale ..Respondents

Shri K.B. Bhise - Presenting Officer with Shri Pramod Jadhav, Law Officer
in the office Commissioner of Police, Navi Mumbai - Advocate for the
Applicant-original Respondent

Shri S.C. Bhosale — Respondent-original Applicant in person

CORAM : Shri Justice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 30th August, 2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer with Shri Pramod
Jadhav, Law Officer in the office Commissioner of Police, Navi Mumbali,
learned Advocate for the Applicant-original Respondent and Shri 8.C.

Bhosale, Respondent-original Applicant in person.




MA.270/16 in CA.42/15 in OA.339/12

2. By this MA the. applicant Commissioner of Police, Mumbai and the
State have moved for leave to correct the entries made in column no.8 of
the seniority list published by the applicant-original respondents
furtherance to the order passed in CA No.339 of 2012.

3. The plea is raised that an error has crept in, while assigning the
deemed date by mentioning it in column no.8 of the seniority list and this

error is a product of ministerial error in the “copy paste” work.

4, This Tribunal has perused para 12 of the order dated 26.2.2014
passed in OA No0.339 of 2012. For ready reference said para is quoted

below:

“12. Accordingly, since the Affidavit-in-reply filed by the
Respondent disclosed that, in view of the order dated 25.5.2012, the
gradation list (prdvisional) of Assistant Sub-Inspectors to Police
Constables is published in the Police Gazette and all the In-charge
of Police Stations and Branches were informed to submit objections
thereto and since it is stated therein that the process of gradation
list (final) for the year 2012 is in progress, the Respondent is
directed to finalise the said lists as per GR dated 21.12.2011 issued
by Principal Secretary, GAD, Mantralaya, Mumbai, as expeditiously
as possible,‘ preferably within the period of four months, from the
date if this order, and present Original Application stands disposed

off accordingly.”

S. It prima facie appears, that the correction which the applicant
wants, as pleaded is aimed to overcome and correct the errors committed
by the ministerial staff of the applicant, and prima facie it does not in any

way invade the order passed by this Tribunal.




MA.270/16 in CA.42/15 in OA.339/12

0. It is hoped that applicant-original respondent should have sought
legal advise before making present M.A. Prima-facie the leave the

Applicant has sought through present MA seems to be wholly un-required.

7. It also appears that this application is moved sheerly to use it as a

face saving device.

8. If some employees are likely to be adversely affected, an individual
or public notice could be given, showing proposed correction, reasons due
to which it is sought to be done as well corrections proposed to be made,

in terms of legal advise which Applicant should seek and follow.

9. At this stage the learned P.O. prays for one weeks time to enable the
Applicant to consider various aspects involved in the matter and to take

suitable steps.

10. S.0.to 3.10.2016.

Q
1
e (//
g -~
* 7-‘7/'-r\ v L
(A.H. Joshi, (PM
Chairman
30.8.2016
Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.

D:\JAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\8 August 2016\MA.270.16 in CA.42.15 in OA.339.12.4.8. 16-SCBhosale-80.3.10. 16.duc
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