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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI BENCH 

NO.MAT/MUM/JUD/ 9,2O /2016 
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal 
Pay & Accounts Barrack Nos.3 & 4, 
Free Press Journal Marg, 
Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021. 

Date  2 7 JAN 2016 
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 179 OF 2013. 

1. Ms. Lata T. Khopkar, Since after marriage 
Smt. Shubhangi S. Mhamunkar 
C/o. Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, Advocate for the Applicant. 

....APPLICANT/ S. 
VERSUS • 

1 The Superintendent, G.T. Hospital, 
Mumbai-1. 

3 The Dean, Sir J.J. Group of 
Hospitals, Mumbai-8. 

2 The State of Maharashtra, Through 
Principal Secretary, Medical 
Education & Drugs Dept., Having 
Office at Mantralaya, Mumbai-32. 

...RESPONDENT/ S 
Copy to : The C.P.O. M.A.T., Mumbai. 

The applicant/ s above named has filed an application as per copy already 
served on you, praying for reliefs as mentioned therein. The Tribunal on the 25th  

day of January, 2016 has made the following order:- 

APPEARANCE : 	Shri. A.V. Bandiwadekar, Advocate for the Applicant. 

1110 
CORAM 

HON'BLE SHRI R.B. MALIK, MEMBER (J). 

DATE 	 25.01.2016. 

ORDER 
	

Order Copy Enclosed / Order Copy Over Leaf. 

Research Officer, 
	I(C 

Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal, 
Mumbai. 

Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, C.P.O. for the Respondents. 

HON'BLE SHRI RAJIV AGARWAL, VICE-CHAIRMAN. 

EAS'achinlJudical OrderIORDER-2016'..larmary-16't27.01.20160.A. No. 179 4 13-25.01.16.dor 



h eard Smi 	. Haniiv,itdexat. li_arned . 

iOt Me Applicant and Shri N.R. Riiipoohit. learner! Gh 

PresentiiI2 OPfieer for the Respotichnis. 

This ()A can be disposed off on a short p 
which would conclude the issue rmallv. 

3. 	The applicant is ■\orking as Aria in G.l.  

Hospital, Mumbai. Her appointment was on ternporar 
basis called "Badli Kamgar'. It is her case that she has 

continued to ■Aork for the. laSt 15 nears. Be it as it maw 

She has sought in this OA the relief of regularisation 
mainly on account of an order passed by this Tribunal in 
OA No.902 of 2003 dated 25.8.2004 (Ms. Lata Tulcaram 
Khoplcar Versus State of Maharashtra & Ant.j. There the 
Tribunal directed the respondents to include the name 01 
this applicant in the waiting lisCsenioritv list maintained 
by the GT Hospital of such Class iV employees. 
Another direction was that the applicant should be shown 
in the seniorityAvaiting list at such place after excluding 
the period for which she worked in Carna S Albless 
Hospital and considering her accordingly for 
appointment on temporary regular basis. Further it ■■ as 

directed that the applicant was given age relaxation for 
considering her appointment for the clays for which she 
has actually served in GT Hospital and Cama d Albless 
Hospital. Thereafter this OA was brought. It Flo\V comes 

up before us for hearing and disposal. 

4. 	The respondents have filed their affida\ it in reply 

but the Ed. CPO has placed before us a communication 
dated 28.12.2015 by the Superintendent. GT Hospital. 

NI- timbal to the Ed. CPO to which he has annexed copy of 
a letter front the Director of Medical Education 
Research. Mumbai to the Dean. GT Hospital dated 
19.12.2015. Further. to the same a copy of the GR dated 
7.12.2015 issued by the Medical Education & Drugs 
Department has been annexed. The long and short of the 
matter is that the Govt. has decided to grant permanency 
to the "Badli employees" and the name of the applicant 

appears in that list at Sr. No.8. In the last part it is 

mentioned as iollo\\ s in  marathi: 



rf fiub•LOPY 

( 	?7 \ 

-,511,-ReViirar / Research Officers 
harashira AdrrOni:sative 

filfilm!)ai 

- 1c; '6,':6111:11c--) cf-T4-171-i RIFT] 	ct- 	T-1 111 Th-h1 

T11. 	 c1111117,1) 11 	1 -c`:-±1 	f 

3i\ic,q-111_,  4)—m 41 , -(4 	 d1 	s13171i.(116).,1 

0 4 

t)Tuf 	• 	i i1 	d 11 3.11• 4Mcsi 04.-,70•RL; 0H 
fl1 m 	ci-Ty-,,,1 	1  

-111:1-crEITA-1 (T 1 z 141 141TrEll-c-R-IT-11T Li1=1 	1 sj 	RiTni d5ic 

c1-)7[1z1Tff 

It is very clear therefore. from the above 
discussion that now the Govt. having granted sanction for 
regularisation all that remains is what has been set out in 
the above extract for which some reasonable time limit 
will have to be fixed which cannot be a very long one. 
Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate for the Applicant 
submits that he had asked for regularisation from 2004 
while she has been apparently granted regularisation 
from 7.12.2015 which is the date of the GR. He requests 
that applicant be permitted to make a proper 
representation to the authorities toe seeking 
regularisation from 2004. Without expressing any 
opinion thereabout a direction will be given that if sl 
makes a representation within one month it be decided 
appropriately within three months. "Ilte respondents arc 
directed to comply with the directions hereinabove given 
and respondent no.3 shall issue the order of appointment 
of the applicant within four weeks from today. The 
disposal hereof shall not come in the way of the applicant 
from making a representation if so advised within one 
month from today seeking regularisation from 2004 and 
incase she did that then the respondents shall consider it 
within three months and communicate the decision 
thereon to the applicant within one week thereafter. OA 
is accordingly disposed off with these directions with no 
order as to costs. Hamdast. 

c)) 
{Rajiv- \ \\ 

Member (J) 
	

Vice Chairman 
25.1.2016 
	

25.1 2016 
(sal) 
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