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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.390 OF 2017 

G.B. Tambat 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 Respondents. 

Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the Applicant. 

Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

CORAM 	: Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

Shri Rajiv Agarwal, Vice-Chairman 

DATE 	: 10.07.2017. 

PER 	: Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. 

Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. This Tribunal had passed order of issue of notice on 17.05.2017 returnable on 

21.06.2017. The notices were served on the Respondent No.1 on 06.06.2017 and on 

Respondents No.2 and 3 on 31.05.2017. 

3. This case was listed on board on 21.06.2017. It was noticed that though 

Respondents were served they had failed to instruct learned P.O. and / or file the 

affidavit-in-reply etc. 

4. The case relates to action under Article 311(2)(b) of the Constitution of India. 

5. Though the Respondent No.2, Superintendent of Police, Kolhapur, had passed 

the order, the Respondents No.1 and 3 i.e. Additional Chief Secretary, Home 

Department and Special Inspector General of Police, Kolhapur respectively, who are 

higher in hierarchy, were formal parties, yet they are / were under obligation to attend 

to the case punctually. It has transpired that the Respondent No.1 or 3 had not 

instructed the learned P.O. in whatever manner and extent. Despite, the learned P.O. 

for the Respondents prayed for time representing that instructions were still awaited 

from Respondents No.1 and 3. 
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6. 	It has to be noted that on 21.06.2017, while passing the order, this Tribunal 

initially recorded as follows:- 

Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri R.M. Kolge was called to state as to 
when Respondents were served the notice. 

4. 	Learned Advocate for the Applicant answered as follows:- 

The Respondent No.1 was served on 6.6.2017 and the Respondents 
No.2 and 3 were served on 31.05.2017. 

8. In the present case the issue is of very stern action of summary dismissal under 
Article 311(2) (b) of the Constitution of India, therefore approaching learned 
P.O. on the day of hearing is wholly inappropriate. 

9. The negligent and reckless attitude shown to the Tribunal's notice, by the 
Respondents is grave so also it is serious as far as the Respondents No.1 and 3 
are concerned. 

10. The Superintendent of Police, Kolhapur is called to show cause as to why he 

should not be directed to pay costs of Rs. 25,000/- personally towards his 
failure to respondent to the notice before due date and towards his failure to 
furnish affidavit before due date. 

11. Through Respondents No. and 3 are formal parties yet their attention to the 
case is imperative. Therefore, Respondent No.1 and 3 shall furnish report as to 
what steps they would take to avoid failure to contact learned P.O. and cause 
appearance in the 0.A." 

(Quoted from the order dated 21.06.2017.) 

7. 	Today, Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents has 

states that:- 

(a) Two affidavits affirmed by Shri Sanjay Mohite, Superintendent of Police, 

Kolhapur, the Respondent No.2 one on merits and another answering notice 

of costs, are received. Shri Sanjay V. Mohite, Superintendent of Police, 

Kolhapur is also present. Both affidavits brought by Superintendent of 

Police, Kolhapur are found to be incomplete and unsatisfactory and 
therefore, time to file proper affidavit-in-reply is required. 

(b) Instructions are still awaited from Respondent No.1, Additional Chief 
Secretary, Home Department, Mantralaya. 

(c) As far as Respondent No.3, Special Inspector General of Police, Kolhapur is 

concerned instructions are received in the form of a letter, but those are not 

adequate and she would like to speak to the concerned officer to secure 
appropriate instructions. 
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8. Learned P.O. was called to furnish instructions / letter received from the 

Respondent No.3, Special Inspector General of Police, Kolhapur. Learned P.O. has 

tendered copy of letter received from Respondent No.3. Relevant paragraph of the 

letter reads as follows:- 

"At the outset, we request to pray apology of the Chairman and members of MAT 
Mumbai Branch for not filing appearance in 0. A. on 21/06/2017 i.e. date of first 
appearance in the matter. I submit that it was not intentional omission on our part, 
nor due to negligence. However, it was only because this office is made a formal party 
to the 0. A. We undertake not to commit such mistake in future & assure to take 
prompt and immediate action, take appropriate steps by communicating P.O. to do 
the needful/ as per direction of the Hon'ble Tribunal as well as of your office. I have 
filed appearance as respondent no.3, which may kindly be filed in the matter." 

(Quoted paragraph from letter dated 07.7.2017) 

9. The letter does not disclose or accompany copy of office order etc. by which 

Respondent No.3, Special Inspector General of Police, Kolhapur has issued directions 

laying down the procedure to deal with the Court / Tribunal matters to ensure that the 

matters are brought to his notice preferably on the same day and the manner in which 

the matter should be followed up thereafter etc. 

10. We find that Respondent No.1, Additional Chief Secretary, Home Department 

has not come forward with any response whatsoever. Therefore, learned P.O. was 

called to state as to whether the office of Respondent No.1 was informed / 

communicated about the Tribunal's order. 

11. Learned P.O. states that letter dated 28.06.2017 was sent to the office of 

Respondent No.1, Additional Chief Secretary (Home Department), and, instructions are 

still awaited and learned P.O. for the Respondents requests for four week's time. 

12. Requesting four week's time in the background that the Respondent No.1 has 

totally neglected to the proceedings is highly inappropriate. 

13. 	In the aforesaid background we wish to observe as follows:- 

(a) We record our grave dis-satisfaction towards the failure of all Respondents, 

to attend to the O.A. and by the Respondent No.2 with due diligence. 

(b) Respondents No.1 and 3 were expected to be alive and conscious to the 
position as to what this Tribunal had recorded in the order dated 
21.06.2017. Fact that the Respondents No.1 and 3 are formal parties, did 
not meant to create license in favour of the Respondents to ignore / 



4 

disregard the notices or orders of Court or Tribunal and be indifferent or to 
neglect in attending to the proceedings. 

(c) Whenever action by way of defence or follow up is liable to be taken by 
subordinate officer, higher officer cannot and ought never take a stance 

that the said higher office or officer is formal party. Such attitude and 
approach is derogatory to the public interest and is in grave departure 
from duty as a superior office/ officer or the Department. 

(d) Every higher officer has to bear in mind that, whenever any subordinate 

officer does not defend the case with proper spirit and diligence, 
ultimately the Government suffers. 

(e) These Respondents are / were expected to read the O.A. / Application / 
Petition, whatever, exert to understand the case, and decide to take 

suitable stance, than to choose to remain indifferent and supine with a 
belief or notion that subordinate officer shall defend the case. 

14. 	In the premises discussed in foregoing paragraphs, we pass the following order:- 

(I) 	Respondents No.1 to 3, Additional Chief Secretary, Superintendent of 

Police, Kolhapur and Special Inspector General of Police, Kolhapur 
respectively, are directed to file their own affidavit apart from affidavit-
in-reply as may be necessary to defend the case, on following points :- 

(a) Dates when notices / various orders of this Tribunal and letters were 
received / inwarded in the office. 

(b) Who is the Officer who has attended to notice of O.A. and related 
papers first in sequence? 

(c) The date when the notice of O.A. and subsequent correspondence 
was attended to by any officer prior to the Respondents concerned. 

(d) The date on which various papers/ letters/ notice / orders were 
brought to the notices of Respondents concerned. 

(e) Date on which Respondents gave instructions / directions to learned 
P.O., along with copy of endorsement in office files and when were 
letter / letters send to learned P.O.. 

(f) What steps / procedure would be laid down to cause quickest 

attendance and response to orders / notices / letters relating to 
Court / Tribunal. 

(II) Affidavit answering points narrated in foregoing clause be filed on or 
before 11.08.2017. 

15. 	Learned P.O. is called to state as to whether it would be possible to 

communicate this order. 
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16. Learned P.O. undertakes to communicate this order to the concerned officers. 

17. In view of the foregoing, 5.0. to 07.08.2017. 

18. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. 

(R 'Iv Ag 	 (A.H. Joshi 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

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 021RitOlseid4rOf 2017 

Shri P.H. Sawakhande  
V/s. 	 ... Applicant 

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri 
Khaire, Spl. Counsel for the Respondents. 

The learned Spl. Counsel is instructed by 
Shri Anish Parshurame, Deputy Secretary, 
Urban Devlp. Dept., Mantralaya, Mumbai 32. 

The interim relief herein sought is in 
relation to the transfer of the Applicant from 
Rahimtpur, Dist. Satara. His present posting 
has not been given so far. Its successor has been 
appointed and I am informed that the successor 

has taken over as such. I, however, make it 
clear that in as much as the Tribunal has got 

the power to make mandatory orders even at 
interlocutory stage the fact that the Successor 

has taken over will not by itself will be sufficient 
to at all. If the fact and facts at issue demand 

an appropriate order even of mandatory nature • 
could be made at the appropriate time. Original 
file has been furnished for my perusal. I have 

perused it. It is also signed by the Hon'ble CM. 

An inspection thereof was afforded to the 
learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar as well. 

I have also .perused the Affidavit-in-Reply 
which is for the purpose of opposing grant of 
interim relief. I do not think it to be a complete 
Affidavit-in-Reply. 

The learned Advocate in insisting for grant 
of interim relief invites reference to the fact that 
from the file, it would appear that Civil Services 

Board was not constituted. In other word, there 
was no recommendation in the matter of 
transfer of the Applicant. He further told me that 
on 03.07.2017, the Applicant himself was given 
an inspection of the file and in fact it was not 
that 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal's orders 

Ad-Most f,'-!dr. Applicant  

	.1? ' 	 Q--■ 

ftir the Repondests 
50- C_c5 

At. To.... ?-.—.../111- 	1 	 
N41 	P'14°'  

File which is before the Tribunal now. The 

learned Spel. Counsel retorts that the file in 
question was never shown to the Applicant viz. 

the file which is now before the Court, I make it 

quite clear to both the sides that at present I am 
faced with instance of word against word. What 
does happened is that the file is now before the 
Tribunal. A copy thereof be furnished to the 
Applicant and as far as the learned Advocate's 
contention is that the officer who had given 
inspection is present in the Court and his name 

is Shri Milind Kulkarni. Now, all these facts 

have come on record and I made it clear that in 

the face of insistence on urgent relief the 

required affidavits must be filed on the next date 

and arguments of both the sides are left open. 
Learned Advocate Shri Bandiwadekar 

refers me to the judgment in the matter of OA 
No.518/2015 (Dr. Ajit Gawali V/s. State of 

Maharashtra) dated 07.10.2015 (Hon'ble the 
Chairman). He also mentions to me that in the 

matter of constitution of Civil Services Board, 
there are few other judgments of this Tribunal 

and the Government Circular dated 11.02.2015 
also. I make it clear that all these aspects of the 
matter as well as submission of the Shri D.R. 
Khaire, the Spl. Counsel that the transfer has 

become necessary on account of the conduct of 

the Applicant which he described as 

unbecoming of Government servant are all left 

open and will be dealt with subsequently but 
today there is scanty material and therefore, I 

made it clear that necessary' facts must be 
adduced by both the sides so that &appropriate 
view in the matter could be taken. The 

espondents must also make sure that in the 

Affidavit that they may file on the next occasion 
they deal with, the points raised in the Original 
Application keeping the issue of interim relief 
open the Original Application stands adjourned 

to 24.07.2017. 

( • • Malik) \ 	• 11-- 

Member (J) 
10.07.2017 

: 
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C I'. J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 

(FM.-  IN THE IVIAHA_RA 1' SHRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MA(-F-2 E. 

 
MTJMBM 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

1N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

directions and Registrar's orders Tribunal' s orders 

   

 

Q.A. IsTo-6-23 Or201-7- 

 

  

S ri S.G. Shinde 
Vs. 

T e State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Advocate for 
t e Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting 

ficer for the Respondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 10.8.2017. 

3. 	
Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this 

stage and separate notice for final disposal need not be 
is.ued. 

4. 	Applicant is authorized 
R spondents intimation/notice 
a thenticated by Registry, along 
of O.A. Respondents are put to 
b taken up for final disposal 
haring. 

and directed to serve on 
of date of hearing duly 
with complete paper book 
notice that the case would 
at the stage of admission 

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the . 
aharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 

1''88, and the questions such as limitation and alternate 
edy are kept open. 

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed 
past/courier and acknowledgement be obtained and 
p w oduced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 

thin one week. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

PATE: 	ell') 9-431  

Hon' bt; Jusiice Shri 6. H. JoshiSFaiimin)1  

flon'blc Shri iN4Sti4gk e-r)T9 

APPEARANCE 

   1-11I1 C\e4  'r 

Advocale 44- the Applicant ,
•

Shri 	: .... 1<sfk.:. 
C.P.O / N). for the Respendent/s 

e, Tn.. . 1.17) 

S.O. to 10.8.2017. 

(R iv Aga Cr 	 (A.I I. Joshi, J) / • 	' 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

10.7.2017 	 10.7.2017 
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DATE.: 	101  71 •-.51  

Ja(chair anJ 

	

Hon '1,i^ 	14+‘nj_477-1T-4:42A. 

APPEARANCE  

Nir..f.MYIAIA)4c14.1r 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Sitfi-'Srut. •  K.:6 -  
&Eta/ P.O. for the Responthint/s 

	

44%). rk-f• 	,r-eY 	<4,r,e1.0 
ko11.-Tr,  	1'1115-eta  

4. 	S.O. to 12.07.2017. 

Ag wa 	 (A.H. Jos 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

P J Piligt 	el)01,1ifIfY 	,WIN 
IN THE MAHAnASHTHA A.131VIINISTII,Arr 

1$11111113AI 
M,A,/11,4110,A, No, 	 of 20 

I N 

Original Application No, 	
of 20 

?Mato CONTINUATION 

Min Notes, Off►eo Mamoranda of Corom, 
Appentenee, Tribunatl ordcroi or 

eflitiotionn and iteglgirutott ordorm 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

ISpL AINI-F-'2 E. 

IBIJNAT, 

O.A.No.524 of 2017 

R.D. Pawar & Ors. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicants. 

Respondents. 

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

Advocate for the Applicants, Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Shri J.N. 

Kamble, the learned Advocate holding for Shri N.P. Dalvi, 

the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.1. 

2. At the request of learned Advocate Shri J.N. 

Kamble appearing for M.P.S.C. prays for time. 

3. Time granted as prayed. 
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jiv A rwal 
Vice-Chairman 

10.7.2017 

S.O. to 9.8.2017. 

(A.H. Jos 
Chairman 
10.7.2017 

DATE : 	017)1-01 7  - 

COMM : 

Hnn'ble, Justice 	 ( 	Tzar,  
Hon'hlc Slid 	 .eistr  -A7  
APPEARANCE : 

Shri/SPit 	•  *9 	ivet.✓62-  

A dvor.:alz for the Applicant 

Al+ni-iSrn1. •  A'It/r-kr'c O' V •  
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent's 

Adj. To 	1142417' 
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O.A. No:606 of 2017 
Shri P.P. Raniteke & Ors. 

Vs.  

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of CoraM, 

Vpcaraace, Tribunal's arders or 

y4ei Regis••no-' cyders 

Heard Dr. Shri Gunratan Sadavarte, learned 
Advocate for the Applicants and Sint. Archana B.K., learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 9.8.2017. 

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

4. Applicants are 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 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. Applicants are directed to file affidavit of 
compliance and notice. 

7. According to the applicants issue involved in this 
case is governed by law and principles as laid down by the 
Hon'ble High Court in Writ Petition No.3396 of 1999 
decided on 28.6.2000, which shall suffice if the respondents 
are called to explain at the first stage as to whether there 
exists any legal impediment in deciding the present OA, in 
keeping with and on the lines referred in the writ petition 
referred to above and Exhibit 'I' page 129 of the OA. 

8. The Secretary, Public Health Department is directed 
to look in the matter and file his own affidavit. 
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ClajjaQ 4(7) 

APPLAkAWE : 

Advvcat.t-az the Applicant 

A(1)1\-41 127 46  
G=1".;),..7ftrA 	the. Respondent/s 

41-1  . 	4:QfP-J  

cco4f? 

. 	s 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

10.7.2017 	 10.7.2017 
~gl) 

(G.C.P.) J 2260(13) (50,000-2-2015) 
ESpl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A /R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

1N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cotam, 

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

  

Tribunal' s orders 

 

M.A. M1274 of 201 / in O.A. No.606 of 201'/ 

SI ri P.P. Ramteke & Ors. 	 ..Applicants 
Vs. 

he State of Maharashtra &Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Dr. Shri Gunratan Sadavarte, learned 

dvocate for the Applicants and Smt. Archana B.K., learned 

esenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2 	By this MA, the Applicants are seeking leave to sue 

J intly. For the reasons stated in the MA, leave to sue 

J intly as prayed for is granted, subject to the Applicants 

ying requisite court-fees,- if not already paid. 	MA 

sposed off accordingly. 
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S.O. to 11.8.2017. 

I) 
ce-Chairman 
10.7.2017 

(A.H. Joshi, J.) 
Chairman 
10.7.2017 

(G.C.PJ J 2260(B) (50,000.-2-2015) 
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. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

U.A. No.610 of 201 / 	 

 

S ri N.J. Bharmale 
Vs. 

T e State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri P.N. 
Applicant and Shri K.B. 
for the Respondents. 

Patil, learned Advocate for the 
Bhise, learned Presenting Officer 

Issue notice returnable on 11.8.2017. 

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this 
ge and separate notice for final disposal need not be 
ued. 

3,  
st 
is 

4. 

a 
0 

b 
h 

6. 

pr 
w 

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

aring. 

5. 	- This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the 
aharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 

1 88, and the questions such as limitation and alternate 
re edy are kept open. 

The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed 
st/courier and acknowledgement be obtained and 
duced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 

thin one week. . Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 
mpliance and notice. 

1)A.TF - 	I o \,)2-0? 
CO1iAlvt 
pnil 'hie Justice Slit4A-ll 

•Horc17.1c9.1.7i 

APPEARANCE 

AdV6C.AC." far the Applicant 

Shri /5r0-..  /44b - IN5L-
C.4?.0 / l'O. for the Respondent/s 

At. TO..-111.2121!2:, ... ............ 
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(C.C.P.) J 22G0(B) (50,000-22615) 
ESpl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
. MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

N 

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 

 

 

S ri S.P. Khot 
Vs. 

e State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri S.P. Khot, Applicant in person and Shri 

B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2 	After hearing for some time, applicant states that he 

ould like to collect some more documents and thereafter 

fi e fresh OA with proper reliefs. 

3 	OA is disposed off as withdrawn with liberty to file 

f -sh OA and as advised. 
DATE 	0 7  9312 
CORAM; 

flon'hicityttic ShriA. H. oshil ha rman) 
Han'bio car 	 v: 	4, Vi9 

APPEARANCE :  

.Advocate for the Applicant 

.Shri /Srat.-1  
- C.f.° / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

;II To 	01 1, 41;094...a CP 

iv A 	 (A.H. Joshi, 	J 
ice-Chairman 	 Chairman 
10.7.20.17 	 10.7.2017 
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Atiiiwnte fnv  the Applicant 

‘<"0 13/r\  
4". 	for the Resnundernis 

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

4I,('I'i 4 21/01§lii ltin.000 .2.woiro 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAT 

1801.. MA'1'.1.%2 E, 

TRIBUNAL 

M.AI•AJC,A, No, 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No, 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHE7t,T NO. 

Moo Notoo, Onus Momorand■ of Comm, 
Appoarunoo, Tribune§ ardor§ or 

diroationm and flogietrues cram' 
orders 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

O.A.No.15 of 2017 

N.G. Bhoite 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri L.S. Deshmukh, the learned Advocate for 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for 

the Respondents prays for 10 days time for filing affidavit-

in-reply, pursuance to, the order passed by this Tribunal 

dated 27.06.2017. 

3. Time granted as prayed. 

4. S.O. to 21.07.2017. 

1a1719-#1  

Si i A.H.Joshi (Chin a 
Vie 

EARANCE: : 

ahn, 

r (R 'iv Aga a) 	 (A.H. os 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 
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• 2. 	At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 12.7.2017 for 

reporting compliance. 

(R jiv A rwa 	 (A.H. Joshi, J 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

10.7.2017 	 10.7.2017 
(sgj) 

(C) C I' ) 	2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 
- 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. 

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

s orders 

C.A. No.7 
O.A. No.956, 957 & 958 of 2014 with 

R.A. No.2 of 2016  

Shri S.T. Tiwari & Ors. 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicants 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE: 	id)7gel 
CORAML: 

Hon'Ve Jw;iicc S ri 	Jo hi Cba 
Hon-Mc  8hfl M 

APPEARANCE :  

Advocate fix the Applicant 
Shri 	 ..  
C.P.0 / P.O. for the RetpondenOs 

........ ........................... 
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DATE: 	161 	94?))  

Ilan i~lo Justice Shri A, II Joshi ( 
Hon'bIc• Ski 1 

AlTEARANCE  : 

Shrif 	Psr\i' 	Ai.`  

Adverxte for the Applicant 

Shri /!•itot: •  tlx-r<9 NrAlri  
c.p.0 P.O. for ttic P.,.!spondentis 

cKanAnta_14. 144.  

	

Ad,.  Ta 6474 	 kel t'.  
0-2-1 .017. 

(P4(4j.Viv A 

Vice-Chairman 
(A.H. Jos 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

O.A.No.292 of 2017 

I.A. Shaikh & Ors. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

...Applicants. 

Respondents. 

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

Advocate for the Applicants, Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the 

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents and 

Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for added 

Respondent. 

2. 	Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicants states as follows :- 

(a) Enlargement of time for carrying out the 

amendment to implead the added Respondent 

in the array of Respondents be granted. 

(b) Permission file rejoinder be granted. 

	

3. 	Enlargement of time by one week is granted. 

Permission to file rejoinder is also granted. 

	

4. 	Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for 

added Respondent prays for four week's time filing 

affidavit-in-reply. 

	

5. 	Time granted as prayed. 

6. 	Added Respondent Shri C.T. Chandratre, the 

learned Advocate to waive service. 

5.0. to 22.08.2017. 

prk 
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4. 	S.O. to 22.08.2017. 

(R iv Ag 	 (A.H. Joshi 	J 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

2 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

O.A.No.358 of 2016 

S.B. Hargugade & Ors. 	 ....Applicants. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Smt. V.K. Jagdale, the learned Advocate 

holding for Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents prays for time for filing affidavit-in-

reply. 

cGRAM : 

Hon'ble Jo.slice S riA H 

Hon'h!e Shri 
Jeshi (Ch i ata4c)  

APPEARANCE 

3. 	Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that she 

would find out whether it is necessary to file affidavit-in-

reply and if necessary the same will be filed within four 

week's. 

4-1<- 	#1-4,v,  • 
Ald9e Ateel7r the Applicant 

eStLpi4.-Sint. ; .... k,13 	c.A.1.1<tioc.4).  c.p.0 i p. O. for the Resporident/s 

Adj. To 	0-11 $) mjT  
prk 
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-CORAM 

ilen'hie Justicchri A. H Joshi 	ii 
.14.0ble 

-APPEAR:Y.4(T : 
■ 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri /Smr, A405'  

V 
(R jiv Ag 	 (A.H. Jos 	.) 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

41: P j ;motto itinmoo- 
MAT,I,..2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADIVIINISTRATPTE TRIBUNAL 
1VIUMBAI 

M.A1H.A./C.A. No, 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHF7T NO. 

Office Note., Office Momoroodo. of Corm, 
APPooranoot TrIbunol'm °micro or 
direetion‘ and Rogiotrur's ordoro 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

O.A.No.244 of 2017 

V.R. Koli 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri V.R. Koli, Applicant in person and Shri 

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

Respondents. 

2. Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer, for 

the Respondents states the B.C. Cell is expected to certify 

the vacancies on or before 21.07.2017. 

C.P.0 / P.O. for the RespondenUs 	
3. 	In view of the foregoing adjourned to 28.07.2017. 

Adj. To 

 

'.2.  g7i'l 17^ 

 

  

  

prk 
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(Ra v Aga al) 

Vice-Chairman 

l'i J 22011(11) !KOMI. 41.201, 	
ISpl. MA'l -Y-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATI77E TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHT NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's ()Mora or 
dfreations and Registrar's orders 

Tril:7-777'Y ;7,1:Jet's 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

O.A.No.309 of 2017 

P.B. Wankhede 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri P.B. Wankhede, Applicant in person and 

Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

DATE: 	10\7)12 
CORAM 

Hen'He Shri 	 •, 	• 	) 

ArTEARANcE 

Sh• 	wawil4le-4(-- Atflo'n 

Advocate fur the Applicant 

<S4tri-/San. •  S -5m1.NE,r .......... 
c.+'.@ / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

,Adj. To. .. ......  9-617'  

flon'h!c Justice S 	 an L&. H. J.shi (CtkViri 
2. 	Applicant is present and he states that his lawyer is 

not available and prays for adjournment. 

3. 	Adjourned to 31.07.2017. 

(A.H. Josh J.) 
atej-Hrtuv  

Chairman 
prk 
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FARAD CONTINUATION SIIVET NO. 

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

ers 

S.S. Gaikwad 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri S,S. Gaikwad, Applicant in person and 

Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

Adjourned to 31.07.2017. 

V 

(R 'iv Ag 	a 	 (A.H. Jo 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairm n 

2. 

prk 

«i.c p 	J aauuii. i fisomoo, 	 iSpl.• MA•1-1,-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARA.STITRA. ADMINISTRATr7F,_ TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

O.A.No.369 of 2017 

DATE t_______10.1211.2__ 
CQEAM 

Herr Mc Justice Sttti.A H Josh.  
Hon 'hie Shri 

APPEARANCE : 

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

Advocate ffvol 	pplicant 
44.tri-/Snit. 	5̀A 	InIPn 5e1I l  
C.P.0 / Y.O. for the Responcientis 

0.71)7' 

it a 

Adj. To 
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Time granted. 

4. 	Adjourned to 04.09.2017. 

(R iv Aga 	 (A.H. Joshi J.) 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

prk 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

M.A.No.73 of 2017 in R.A.No.04 of 2017 in 

O.A.No.275 of 2010 with 

R.A.No.04 of 2017 in O.A.No.275 of 2010 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicants (Org. Respondents). 

Versus 

Dr. B.B. Birajdar & Ors. 

Respondents (Org. Applicants). 

1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaiwad, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Applicants (Org. Respondents) and Shri D.B. 

Khaire, the learned Special Counsel for the Respondents 

(Org. Applicants). 

2. Smt. K.S. Gaiwad, the learned Presenting Officer 

for the Applicants (Org. Respondents) prays for 

adjournment of six week's. 

DATE 	6b) ).2  

norc!,;:c. ii;stice 	H.1 shi (C air 	) 

. „ 	. viC) 

AN 'k,RANCE : 

k<•,3 ev-tkik)e--61 I-4  • fo 

	

.r-'74r2V-el:;t?e f c ilia Applicant 	Or) • iq 4 

P'0?-1/-Kg,irL  
F.O. for the Ropondent's Coo) .0019 

TP 	;4.11 9-1617'  
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DATE:: 	tg7) 941 2  
"c Oi.ZAki...: 
pr, n  hiejr<tiolo,  so Shr; A. Ha...A.1' oshi lAiz„? 

..,.,.,,, Sin I !t.i?-blr. Ice-ithGglar (Member) 

ANCE : 

ft\ 	L4.Pew. 

0...pplcalit-5-17. 	P44' 

4!-Itri-tSrri  flesh It)  
C +0 	fo rlle Rospoo.,.lentis 

' tii To 	0 	I .A 	 S '4/Y1  i*--4  

e-tiKe_t4 	ham. t 
J\11e_ NArce_ 

2 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

O.A.No.362 of 2016 

B.R. Patil 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri M.B. Kadam, the learned Advocate 

holding for Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate Shri M.B. Kadam states as 

follows :- 

Though he had made a request to amend the O.A. 

by way of substitution, now he does not want to 

carry out the amendment, as he is happy with the 

averments already made. 

3. By order dated 23.01.2017 we had granted leave to 

amend the O.A. by way of substitution. In view of the 

statement of learned Advocate in foregoing paragraph 2, 

the order of amendment by way of substitution is now 

recalled. 

4. Since Applicant pleads and bangs upon the ground 

of observance of principles of natural justice in the process 

of enquiry, O.A. is admitted.  To come up for hearing in 

due course. 

(124jiv Ag 	 (A.H. Joshi 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

prk 
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DArig:  1017/1 '7 	 
coitAy: 

The Sur-Rejoinder, if any, must be filed on 
that day and not thereafter. 

S.O. to 02.08.2017. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
10.07.2017 

(vsm) 

C1,011 1 d WINC)11-.11 

IN TIIN MAHARAil * TRA ADMINISTRATIVU THILIUNA14"4"  
AUJIVIRAI 

MAIR,A,AD,A, No, 	 cif 20 

IN 

Original AnallUaIlan 	 al' 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION ElliEUT NO. 

0.1(ive Nocol, Oftioo MOR10111101M or VarRoi. 
Appgarmovu, Trihonol's orOurs or 
dirootiwo and figgignaeo orcluro 

 

 

O.A. No.312 of 2017 

 

 

Shri V.D. Pitrubhakta & Ors. ... Applicants 

V/s. 

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

   

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 
learned Advocate for the Applicants and Shri 
A.J. Chougule holding for Ms N.G. Gohad, the 
learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicants undertakes to file 
Affidavit-in-Rejoinder during the course of the 
day. On this statement, the Original Application 
is admitted and appointed for final hearing on 
02.08.2017. 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corsim, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' a orders 

O.A. No.615 of 2017 

Smt. S.M. Pawar 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri G. Sadavarte, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms N.G. Gohad, 
the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

Issue notice returnable on 24.07.2017. 

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

n,tdd : 

f10.ce 'Atli a 
• 	 (N'Tc.,A..nr) 

G- 

AiV1 ,̀1ktitC F-*,"te A71,16flat 

--F4,1.44-,-221 	G-  ..R. "C5 LCO 

------C-TftPfITO. for the Renpondonts 

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 orde'red 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.O. to 24.07.2017. Learned P.O. do 
waive service. 

(R.B. Malik) k7 ) 
Member (J) 
10.07.2017 

vsm 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADmINISTRArr T 
MUMI3AJ 

I 	"2" 

'if TT „LA 1f , 

MA./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No, 	 of 20 

FARAD CONT INUATION 

tenet+ Notec Office Memoranda of Corer', 
Appearnace, Tribunal's orders or 
tIlreations and Ilegistrae's orders 

0.A.333/2016 

BATE 

OORhh 

'Ari R. 13. MALI- is: (7 

APP.t'AilANIT : 

• ,P2-1Ac6-; c-0,21-60-1- `a4- r!G9Fw 	CS MV, 

AttIPC*41,2 fir 

lilt Ruspondeiri. 

Mr. M.A.M.U. Qureshi 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the 
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

The learned PO is being instructed by Mr. P.M. 
Balkande, Section Officer, Home Department. 

The Applicant is as retired Police Inspector. He 
retired on 31.i July, 2014. He brought this OA for the 
relief of deemed date of promotion / Pay and allowances, 
etc. Recently, some orders have been issued by the 
Government and both the sides are ad-idem that in so far 

as the post of PI is concerned, 45e issue of deemed date 
and pay 8s Allowances, etc. has worked itself out although 
it appears that the actual payment is still to be made. 
Now, as far as the post of ACP is concerned, the deemed 
date has been granted and that issue has worked itself 
out. However, the learned CPO informs that the Finance 
Department hasreimted the claim of the Applicant and 
that is the onlyavt remains at large. The OA shall be 
heard to that extent on the next date. 

S.O. to 24th July, 2017. 

(R . alik) 	') - 
Member (J) 
10.07.2017 

(skw) 
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IN TIIE IVIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTR A '117-7 77 T. 
MUMBAI 

B JP.J41,1{ 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

1N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUA TT 0 N. 	7 I 'if). 

°Man Not Office Memoranda of Corarn, 
Appouranco, Trihnnal'a ordera or  

direntlena and Regintrar'm ardera 

0.A.284/2017  

Dr. M.A. Waghmare 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & Ors. 	Respondents 

Heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the 
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

Mr. Chougule informs that the Respondents will 
not file any more Affidavit-in-reply. 	The matter is 
adjourned to 12th Jjly, 2017. 

DAIS:  10) .̀+1\  

CORM,C 

Fk.P1:4,,7 Sri P.. 13. MALiK 

Atheflte fbr the App!icat/t. 

F;: 411 rtero:.n...5,ents 

Mij. 	 17  

(R.B. Malik) \ 
Member (J) 
10.07.2017 

(skw) 
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IN THE mAttARAistrrnA ADMINIETEATIVE THIHUNAIA 

M.A.111A.,t.A, No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Origindl ApplIttatio0 No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION MEET NO 

omen Nottk OtIlto Monioratida of tottah, 
Appefiratiet, tribunal's 
directions end Registrar's toilers 

l'etbutte n otiltr* 

O.A. No.211 of 2017 

Shri A.B. Nimbalkar 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Rov."1,1:. 	R. it 	 4---- 
PEAFANCE  

carmicaL 
Attlonstf for 	Applicant 

---eTtrr(3.0. fur the Re prindel(4j 

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S. 
Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for the 
Respondents. 

The learned Advocate for the Applicant 

submits that the Applicant does not want to file 

Affidavit-in-Rejoinder. 

Original Application is admitted and 

appointed for final hearing on 01.08.2017. 

(R7g7M-014- 	) 
Member (J` 
10.07.201' 

(vsm) 

DAB :___1O  H--11(7—  
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DATE : 	 
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tt)  

igno"ote S i F.. 	tvIALIK (Member) „1"----  

AT'PrATI,ANCE : 

Ad7.71c.10 rzst th Avr?lccnt 

_SiirLZ.,S44,44\1-S.  S' 
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V • 	• 	c3L 

402.4x2, 
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E 14  ) d 0',1(10(111 (50,000—g-501R) 	 1814 - MAT-E-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

M.Alli.A./0 A, No, 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Applioat on No. 	 of 9Q 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO, 

office piopes, Office Memoranda of i3orant, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders pr 
directions and Registrar's order* 

Tribunal's orders 

O.A. No.290 of 2017 

Shri D.R. Gujrathi 	 ... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S. 

Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for the 

Respondents. 

The learned Advocate for the Applicant 

submits that the Applicant does not want to file 

Affidavit-in-Rejoinder. 

Original Application is admitted and 

appointed for final hearing on 01.08.2017. 

V_ • 
(Re.13-.1Craliki—t  
Member (J) 
10.07.2017 

Vsm 

le- 
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CORAM.  
Hon'hlilu5tice ShriA losoijh 

APPEARANCE :  
ilA-P.U"14Y  ShriiStrit-. 1 

Advocate cm the Applicant 

C,R0- /AR for the Respondent's 

DAM': 

.,c 
Act3.T......J1171  1417  

2. 	At the request of Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents adjourned to 

11.07.2017. 

(R pv Aga 	 (A.H.1 
Vice-Chairman 	 Chairman 

prk 

1( I' 	0,100031 inndinn 	pun) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUIVIBAI 

Spl,. IVIA1 -F-2 E. 
1E TRIBUNAL 

MA./R.A./0.A. No 	 of 20 

I N 

Original Application No, 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHF7T NO 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Carom, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 	 Tril---"e rders directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 10.07.2017. 

O.A.No.356 of 2017 

K.N. Naik 	 ...Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 Respondents. 

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

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 
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