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IN THE MAHARASHTRA A.DMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 
	 of 20 
	 DISTRICT 	

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 
..... RespondentJs '  

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal's orders 
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----f1707776  fet• the Responclerits 

C.A.85/2016 in 0.A.284/2016  

Shri V.V Wadekar 	... Applicant 
V/s. 

The State of Mah. es ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Goha,d, 
the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

An order dated 25th October, 2016 (today) 
is presented for our perusal. The same is taken 
on record. The Applicant has been promoted, 
and therefore, the sting of the contempt 
proceeding has been blunted. While disposing it 
of, we <make it clear that the Applicant shall be 
at liberty to make an appropriate application, if 
so advised for deemed date which if and when 
presented shall be dealt with appropriately and 
expeditiously. No order as to costs. 
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C.A.80 2016 in 0.A.517 2015 

... Applicant 

CORAM : 
Shri. RAJIV AGAraAL 

Chalrman) 
Sivi R. MALIK. (1.4cm.ber) 

App 
....... 

AdvocAie 
. 	..... 

to. the Rtspondents 

S,  0 • 4-0  16—  II I (4%  '
• 	 ..... ...... 

Shri R.B. More 
V/ s. 

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

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, 
the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

We hasve perused the order of this 
Tribunal presided over by the Honble Chairman 
of 26th April, 2016. The learned PO submits that 
the matter was carried to the lion'ble High 
Court, but no stay has been granted. In the 
meanwhile, the matter has been processed, but 
there are some objections of the AG which are 
being addressed to. In this set of circumstances, 
she submits that three weeks time needs to be 
granted for compliance. 	

We should have 

thought that there should be an Affidavit setting 
out these facts, but we still in the interest of 
justice grant last change for compliance making 
it clear that if the compliance is not made by 
then, there will be no other-go but to proceed 
further in the contempt matter. ,  

• 
S.O. to 15th November, 2016. 
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(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

Shri S.B. Pawaskar 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	
..Respondents 

Heard Shri B.A.Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate for the 

applicant prays for adjournment on the ground that he 

wants to prepare. 

(Presenting Officer 
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C.A.87/2016 in 0.A.44/2016  

Shri T.P. Rathod 	 ... Applicant 
V/s. 

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

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the 
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. 
Gaikwad, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

In our opinion, a show cause notice for 
contempt is required to be issued just for the 
asking. We made the order on 9.8.2016 in 
finally disposing of the OA. 	The present 
Respondents alleged Contemnors Were directed 
to convene a meeting of the review DPC to 
consider the case of the Applicant for promotion 
to the post of Executive Engineer on the basis of • 
the select list of 1.9.2014 as per our 
observations therein. Time of one month was 
given for compliance.• That time expired on 
10.9.2016 (in fact 09.9.2016 itself). The 
Contempt Application for intended contempt 
action was served on the alleged Contemnors on 
30.9.2016. The learned PO Smt. Gaikwad now 
informs that on 17th October, 2016 which is just 
the other day, a Writ Pettion has .been lodged 
and it will come up before the Hon'ble Bombay 
High Court on 21st November, 2016. In fact, she 
seek deferment of any order being made 
here 

It is absolutely clear that the Writ Petition 
was 1 dged as recently as on 17th October, 2016. 
There is no order of stay from the. Hon'ble High 
Cour . The order on the OA is such as was 
caps le of being complied with, subject to rights 
and c ntentions even if the Writ Petitino was in 
contemplation. We are absolutely clear in our 
mind that there is just no cause made out to 
stay our hands in the matter. The orders of the 
judicial forum are required to be complied with 

[PTO. 
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and that would be so even if challenge thereto 
was contemplated because at least in the cases 
like the present one, the Respondents would not 
have got concluded irretrievably, if they had 
complied with the order of this Tribunal. For the 
present, we decide against issuance of the show 
cause notice to the 2nd Respondent - Chief 
Secretary and direct the show cause of initiation 
of contempt action to the Respondent No.1 -
Shri Ashish Kumar Sinh, Pricipal Secretary, 
PWD, State of Maharashtra returnable on 16th 
November, 20160 iidast. 
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