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0.A.1162/2017 

Bhandare 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Malt & ors. 	 ... Respondents 

1. Heard Ms. M.A. Gowalani, learned Advecate 
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned 
Presenting Officers for Respondents. 

2. The present O.A. has been preferred by the 
Applicant viz. Jyoti Vikas Bhandare with limited prayer 

for direction to Respondent No.1 to consider her 
representation dated 812/2016. 

3. The. Applicant is daughter-in-law of deceased 
Shahaji Tayappa Bhandare, who died on 24.04.2008 in 
harness. The application made by the Applicant for 

appointment on compassionate ground was rejected 
on the ground that the application was not made 
within one year. It was communicated by Desk 

Officer, Industry and Labour Department, Mantralaya, 

Mumbai by order dated 15.07.2015. Thereafter, the 
Applicant again made a representation to Respondent 
No.1 — Secretary, Industry and Labour Department, 

Mantralaya, Mumbai on 08.02.2016 requesting to 
place the matter before High Powered Committee for 

condonation of delay and appointment on 
compassionate ground. 

4. The learned Advocate for the Applicant urged 
that the communication dated 15.07.2015 as 
informed by Desk Officer is not the decision taken by 
the competent authority, and therefore, she had 
again made representation on 08.12.2016 for 
reconsideration of her claim by competent authority. 

It is on this background, the limited prayer is made in 

0.A.to direct Respondent No.1 to consider and decide 
her representation dated 08.02.2016. 

5. Shri A.J. Chougule, learned P.O. for the 
Respondents fairly conceded that the prayer being 
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limited'one, be considered. Therefore, this O.A. can 

be disposed of by issuing suitable directions to 

Respondent No.1. 

6. The O.A. is disposed of with directions to 

Respondent No.1 to consider and decide the 
representation - made by the Applicant dated 
08.02.2016 in the matter of grant of compassionate 
appointment within three months from today and 
communicate the decision to the Applicant • 

7. The learned P.O. shall communicate this order 
to Respondent No.1 for necessary compliance. No 

order as to costs. 
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Shri S.D. Gulekar & Ors. 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Malt & ors. 	 ... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri M.R. Patil, learned Advocate for 
the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned 
Presenting Officer fdr the Respondents. 

2. This 0.A.475/2018 has been filed for fixation 
of pay in view of anomalies in the pay structure of 
Laboratory Assistants working in Government 

Colleges and other institutions in the State of 

Maharashtra. According to Applicants, though they 

are on duties, their qualification, experience, etc. are 

the same, there is a disparity in pay structure of 
Laboratory Assistants in Govt. Colleges and other 
institutions in the State of Maharashtra. 

3. The O.A. has been made to get the relief of 
deciding the representations made by the Applicants 
with the Respondents from time to time. The O.A. 
has been filed on 25th  May, 2018. 

4. M.A.268/2018 has been filed for condonation 
of delay caused in filing the O.A. According to the 

learned Advocate for the Applicant, it being continued 
cause of action, that is in fact no delay and in spite of 

making representations from time to time with the 
Respondents, no action has been taken by the 

Government, and therefore, there being no other 

choice, they have approached this Tribunal by filing 
the present O.A. under Section 19 of the 
Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985. 

5. The learned Advocate for the Applicant also 
placed reliance on the Judgment of Hon'ble Supreme 
Court in Union of India Vs. Tarsem Singh reported in 
(2008)8 SCC 648 wherein it has been held as under : 

"Where a service related claim is based on a 
continuing wrong, relief can be granted even if 
there is a long delay in seeking remedy, with 

reference to the date on which the continuing 
wrong commenced, if such continuing wrong 
creates a continuing source of injury'." 
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6. At this stage, Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned P.O. has 

filed the reply to the M.A. opposing the application on 

the ground of limitation. The same is taken on 

record. 

7. In so far as the delay in filing O.A. is 

concerned, the perusal of record reveals that the 

representations made by the Applicants with the 
Respondents are not decided. There being disparity 
in pay structure in respect of similarly placed 
employees, there is continuing cause of action, in 

view of Judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court in Union 

of India Vs. Tarsem Singh cited supra. 

8. It is thus quite clear that, before coming to this 

Tribunal, the Applicants have made representations 
with the Respondents to address their grievances and 

ultimately, there being no response from the 

Government, they filed the present application. 

9. It being continuing cause of action recurring 

day to day, the delay is condoned. 	The Misc. 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

Original Application No.970 of 2018 

D.K. Shinde 	
) ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	
)....Respondent s 

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

Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned .P.O. for the Respondents. 

CORAM : 	Shrl A.P. Kurhekar, Member (J) 

DATE : 30.10.2018. 

ORDER 

1. 
Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. 

Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
The matter pertains to suspension by order dated 1.06.2016 passed by the 

Respondent No.1 whereby the Applicant is suspended from the post of Talathi. 

3. At this stage, learned Advocate for the Applicant sought 

of para no.10(b) seeking directions to the Respondent No.3 

decision taken, if any, on his appeal which was heard on 9.10.201 

4. It is very surprising that though the appeal seems to 

9.10.2017, the period of one year has been passed but 

communicated to the Applicant. 

5. 
Interim relief sought therefore is just and deserves to be granted. 

6. 
Respondent No.3 is directed to communicate the decision taken, if any, on 

appeal filed on 3.10.2017 against the suspension to the Applicant and also inform about 

the same to this Tribunal by the returnable date 

7. Issue notice returnable on 4.12.2018. 

interim relief in terms 

to communicate the 

7 by the Government. 

have been heard on 

the decision is not 
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8. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage and separate notice for 

final disposal shall not be issued. 

9. 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. 

10. 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. 

11. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed post/courier and 

acknowledgement be obtained and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the 

Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of compliance and 

notice. 

12. In case notice is not collected within seven days and if service report on affidavit 

is not filed three days before returnable date, OA shall stand dismissed without 

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

13. 5.0. to 4.12.2018. 

14. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed. 

15. Learned P.O. for the Respondents is directed to communicate this decision to 

the Respondents. 

ky- 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 
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M.A.583/2018 in C.A.189/2018 

Shri Sarjerao D. Patil 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri K.T. Pawar, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The Misc. Application No.583/2018 is filed for 
restoration of 0.A.189/2018 which was dismissed for 
default in view of conditional order passed by this 
Tribunal on 12th  October, 2018.. The Respondent 
Nos.1 to 3 were served, but Respondent No.4 was not 
served. The Applicants did not collect the notices for 

the service of Respondent No.4, and therefore, the 

O.A. came to be dismissed in view of conditional 
order. 

3. Now, the learned Advocate for the Applicant 
prayed for restoration of O.A. and undertakes to take 
steps immediately for the service on Respondent 
No.4. 

4. The O.A. No.189/2018 is restored to the file. 
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O.A.475/2018 

Shri S.D. Gulekar & Ors. 	 ... Applicants 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri M.R. Patil, learned Advocate for 

the Applicants and Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The learned Advocate for the Applicant 

pointed out that the representations of the Applicants 

addressed to Respondent No.1 on 01.03.2017 are yet 

to be decided, and therefore, direction be given to 

Respondent No.1 to decide the same within a 
stipulated time. 

3. The learned P.O. concedes to the position 

that direction be issued to consider and decide the 

representation dated 01.03.2017 (Exh. 'A-12', Page 73 

of the P.B.) within reasonable time. 

4. 	In view of submissions advanced at the Bar, it 

would be appropriate to direct Respondent No.1 to 

consider and decide the representation dated 

01.02.2017 in respect of disparity in pay structure. 

With these directions, the O.A. needs to be disposed 

of. Hence, the following order. 

The O.A.475/2018 is disposed of with direction 

to Respondent No.1 to consider and decide 

the representations made by the Applicants 

dated 01.03.2017 in respect of disparity in pay 

structure within four months from the date of 

order and it be communicated to the 
Applicants accordingly. 	If aggrieved, the 
Applicant can challenge the decision on their 

representation before appropriate forum, as 

may be permissible in law. 

6. 	No order as to costs. 

\ te 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member-1 

30.10.2018 
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to : 30.10.2018 

L.A. Damale 

	O.A.No.645 of 2017 ....Applicant 

lersus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 Respondents. 

i
Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate 

or the. Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned 

resenting Officer for the Respondent No.2. None for the 

espondent No.l. 

As the pleadings are completed, the matter is 

dmitted and kept for final hearing after vacation on 

8.11.2018. 

5.0. to 28.11.2018. 
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O.A.No.876 of 2017 

iR. Sonkavade 	 ....Applicant 

ersus 

hehe State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

Heard Shri A.V. Sakolkar, the learned Advocate for 

he Applicant mid Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned 

DATE 	\‘ 	 resenting Officer for the Respondents. 

T 

1. 	At the request of the learned Advocate for the 

pplicant, adjourned to 28.11.2018. 
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Versus 

The State Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

Presenting OffTher 	  

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.509 of 2018 

P.S. Kumbhar 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2. 

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant requested for 

extension of time to serve notice on newly added 

Respondent No.3. 

3. By order dated 24.10.2018, leave was granted to 

implead the Respondent No.3 and notice was issued 

returnable on 30.10.2018. But learned Advocate for the 

Applicant could not serve the notice to the Respondent 

No.3 within time, being short. 

4. The learned Advocate for the Applicant requested 

for extension of time to serve the notice 

5. Hence, time is granted to serve the notice en 

Respondent No.3. 

6. 5.0. to 20.11.2018. 
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Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.488 of 2018 
N.R. Mishra 

....Applicant 
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Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The matter pertains to non-releasing of Pensionary 

Benefits which were withheld on account of non passing 

Marathi Language Examination by the Applicant. 

3. However, during the pendency of the application 

Government by order dated 19.10.2018 granted 

exemption to the Applicant from passing Marathi 

Language Examination. Directions were issued to 

concerned department to release all Pensionary Benefits. 

4. Thus, in view of the order dated 19.10.2018 there is 

no hurdle in granting of all Pensionary Benefits. 

5. The Applicant has retired on 15` July, 2015 and the 

period of more than three years is over but the Applicant is 

deprived from getting Pensionary Benefits. 

6. Needless to mentions that in view of the said order 

dated 19.10.2018, pensioanry benefits needs to be 

released immediately. Therefore, this O.A. can be 
disposed of by giving suitable directions to the Respondent 

Nos.1 & 2. 

Order:- 

7. Respondent Nos.1 & 2 are directed to release all 

Pensionary Benefits to the Petitioner expeditiously latest 

within two months from today. 

8. Original Application is disposed of in term of above 

directions. No order as to costs. 

(A•P• Kurhekar) 
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	 Member (J) 
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Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.740 of 2018 

A.N. Deokare 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

holding for Dr. G. Sadavarte, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The present O.A. has been filed challenging the 

order of punishment imposed upon the Applicant by order 

dated 17.04.2018. The Applicant is serving as Block 

Education Officer, Nanded. In Departmental Enquiry 

punishment of reduction in salary by two steps for six 

months has been imposed. 

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents raised objection 

on the point of jurisdiction as the Applicant is serving at 

Nanded and therefore, the application challenging the 

punishment should have been made at Aurangabad Bench 

of this Tribunal. 

4. Learned Advocate for the Applicant appearing on 

behalf of the Dr. G. Sadavarte requests for passing 

appropriate order. 

5. The Applicant is residing -and serving at Nanded. 

Therefore, application needs to be presented before 

Aurangabad Bench. 

6. In In view of the above terms, original Application is 

disposed of with liberty to the Applicant to file fresh O.A. 

before appropriate bench. No order as to costs. 
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Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.310 of 2018 

S.B. Kashid 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE .20  
2. Respondents have already filed reply. 

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant does not want 

Alta ean-"--  to file affidavit-in-rejoinder. 
ANC;r:. 
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4. As the pleadings are completed the matter is 

admitted and adjourned for final hearing on 4.12.2018. 

5.0. to 4.12.2018. 

AdUS.O. to OP- ciutt\ 
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Date : 30.10.2618 

O.A.No.528 of 2018 

V.V. Kabade 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri A.U. Sakolkar, the learned Advocate 

holding for Shri A.U. Patil, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned P.O. holding 

for Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Chief Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	The matter pertains to transfer. However, during 

the pendency of this ihifahili
if11 

e Applicant has been 

promoted and posting has already been given. 

3. Today, learned Advocate for the Applicant has 

tendered the order of promotion dated 17.10.2018. 

4. In view of the above, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant states that the cause of action does not survive 

and therefore application be disposed of. 

5. As no cause of action is survived, Original 

Application is disposed of. No order as to costs 

kit 
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Date : 30.10.2018 

is 

1 rdnif 

O.A.No.323 of 2017 

Dr. V.U. (sane 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. None for the Applicant. Heard Snit. K.S, Gaikwad, 

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. On perusal from order dated 15.11.2017 to 

6.06.2018 it reveals that the Applicant as well as his 

Advocate are continuously absent. 

3. However, one chance is granted to the Applicant to 

take necessary steps. 

' = 19" ttlf Arrioent 

..L.k 	.  
5.0. to 5.12.2018. 
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Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

Advocate 	  

yen:us 

The State of Mn harashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Offiter 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.509 of 2018 

P.S. Kumbhar 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2. 
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2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant req uested for 

extension of time to serve notice on newly added 

Respondent No.3. 

3. By order dated 24.10.2018, leave was granted to 

implead the Respondent No.3 and notice was issued 

returnable on 30.10.2018. But learned Advocate for the 

Applicant could not serve the notice to the Respondent 

No.3 within time, beindshort. 

4. The learned Advocate for the Applicant req uested 

for extension of time to serve the notice. 

5. Hence, time is granted to serve the notice on 

Respondent No.3. 

6. S.O. to 20.11.2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 

sba 

[MT) 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram. 
Appearance, Tribunal's m dors or 
directions and Reffnitnir's orders 
-------- 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.583/2018 

Shri SarJerao D. Patil 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri K.T. Pawar, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. In view of order passed in M.A.583/2018, this 

O.A. is restored today. 

3. Issue notice to Respondent No.4 returnable on 
5th  December, 2018. 

4. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at 

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

5. 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. 

6. 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. 

7. The service may be done by Hand Delivery / 
Speed Post / Courier and acknowledgement be 

obtained and produced along with affidavit of 

-7.} aRnt 

	

	 compliance in the Registry within one week. 

Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance 

•  T ' 	 and notice. 

for t+a, 	 8. 	In case, notice is not collected within three 

( P 	
0 to 	 2"- 	

days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days 

	

- 	 before returnable date, Original Application shall 
fr/4.7 

	

	 stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and 
papers be consigned to record. 

9. 	5.0. to 5th  December, 2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member-1 

30.10.2018 

DATE _So\ 11MS 

Iskw) 
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MEMBER (A) 
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Align.° canc.. eributar, 01 JCL'S or 

ret..00th, anal lit gistrtt, 	ordt.r:, 

Date 30.10.2013 

0. A. No.859 of 2018 

R. D. Kekan 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

the Applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. seeks short adjournment. 

3. S.O. to 01.11.2018. 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO 32 OF 2018 

IN 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 1044 OF 2015 

Dr Sudhir S. Dusane 

Versus 

Dr Pradeep Vyas, 
Principal Secretary, Public Health Dept, 

DISTRICT : JALGAON 

)...Applicant 

) Respondent 

Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for the Applicant. 

Ms Archana B.K, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

CORAM 	 Shri Justice A.H Joshi (Chairman) 
Shri P.N Dixit (Member) (A) 

DATE 	 30.10.2018 

PER 	 Shri Justice A.H Joshi (Chairman) 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for the Applicant and Ms 

Archana B.K, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents 

2. Learned P.O has tendered affidavit in reply affirmed by Contemnor Dr. 

Pradeep Vyas, IAS, Principal Secretary, Public Health Department, Mantralaya, 

Mumbai. 

3. This Tribunal had called upon the Contemnor to file affidavit towards the 

cause disclosed in para 2 of the order dated 4.10.2018. 

4. 	Para 2 of the order dated 4.10.18 reads as follows: 

"2. Dr Pradeep Vyas, Principal Secretary, Public Health Department who 
is named as Contemnor is called to show cause as to why he should not 
be personally saddled with costs for failure to respond to notice dated 
25.8.2018, Exh. C, page 17. Dr Pradeep Vyas, Principal Secretary, is 



2 	CA 32/2018 in 0.A 1044/2015 

also called to show cause as to why cognizance of contempt should not 

be taken against him." 
(Quoted from para 2 of order dated 4.10.2018) 

5. Despite the fact that specific direction was given, the affidavit which is 

tendered today fails even to touch the question as to why cost should not be 

Imposed. 

6. The show cause against cognizance of contempt to which reply is given 

states that the file was being processed, etc. 

7. In these premises for the present, we propose to deal with aspect of cost 

only. 

8. The fact that the notice sent by applicant's advocate in the name to Dr 

Pradeep Vyas delivered in the office of Contemnor on 25.8.2018, is not replied. 

9. Contemnor has failed to comment as to why the Advocate's notice has 

not been attended to/replied. Reply towards reason due to which Advocate's 

notice remained unattended is not furnished. It appears that the contemnor is 

prepared to pay cost, lest, an I.A.S Officer of the rank of Principal Secretary 

would not have omitted to pay attention to the show cause specifically issued. 

10. The affidavit even does not contain a statement as to what steps would 

be taken to avoid lack of advertence to party's or Advocate's notice of proposed 

action for contempt. 

11. Therefore, we propose to impose on him cost of Rs. 10,000/- which shall 

be paid by him personally within four weeks. 

12. In so far as aspect of taking cognizance is concerned, we wish to express 

that the Government is often starving for want of good legal advice. This 

happens, not because good legal advice is not available, but also because most 

of the times it is not taken. 

13. Had advice been taken, anybody would have guided the Government that 

it was duty of the contemnor to place on record, plead and disclose the date of 

knowledge of order to be complied with, disclose whatever steps were taken, 

time lost in movement of file and if there be some explanation for failure to 



3 	C.A 32/2018 in 0.A 1044/2015 

attend to the order and its compliance Lapses, if any could have been candidly 

explained with an undertaking and assurance to overcome the delay in future. 

Nothing of this sort is coming forward. 

14. We are conscious of the fact that the Government often starves of 

prudent and good legal advice. Therefore, we propose to give one more 

opportunity to the contemnor to offer any explanation to avoid an action of 

contempt. 

15. We, therefore, suo moto adjourn the matter by four weeks leaving to the 

wisdom of the contemnor to file additional affidavit if advised. 

16. 	S.0 to 26th November, 2018. 

17. Steno copy and Hamdast is granted. Learned P.O is directed to 

communicate this order to the Respondents. 

CC1C9g—17  (P. Disk) 	 (A.H Joshi, 
Member (A) 	 Chairman 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 30.10.2018 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 

H: \ Anil Nair \Judgments \ 2018 \ Oct 2018 \ C.A 32.18 in 0.A 1044.15 Int order, DB. 10.18.doc 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO 31 OF 2018 

IN 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 102 OF 2016 

Dr T.A Jadhav 

Versus 

Dr Pradeep Vyas, 
Principal Secretary, Public Health Dept, 

DISTRICT : NASIK 

) . Applicant 

)...Respondent 

Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for the Applicant. 

Ms Archana B.K, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

CORAM 	 Shri Justice A.H Joshi (Chairman) 
Shri P.N Dixit (Member) (A) 

DATE 	 30.10.2018 

PER 	 Shri Justice A.H Joshi (Chairman) 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate for the Applicant and Ms 

Archana B.K, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents 

2. Learned P.0 has tendered affidavit in reply affirmed by Contemnor Dr. 

Pradeep Vyas, IAS, Principal Secretary, Public Health Department, Mantraiaya, 

Mumbai. 

3. This Tribunal had called upon the Contemner to file affidavit towards the 

cause disclosed in para 2 of the order dated 4.10.2018. 

4. 	Para 2 of the order dated 4.10.18 reads as follows: 

"2. Dr Pradeep Vyas, Principal Secretary, Public Health Department who 
is named as Contemner is called to show cause as to why he should not 
be personally saddled with costs for failure to respond to notice dated 
25.8.2018, Exh. C, page 12. Dr Pradeep Vyas, Principal Secretary, is 
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also called to show cause as to why cognizance of contempt should not 
be taken against him." 

(Quoted from para 2 of order dated 4.10.2018) 

5. Despite the fact that specific direction was given, the affidavit which is 

tendered today fails even to touch the question as to why cost should not be 

imposed. 

6. The show cause against cognizance of contempt to which reply is given 

states that the file was being processed, etc. 

7. In these premises for the present, we propose to deal with aspect of cost 

only. 

8. The fact that the notice sent by applicant's advocate in the name to Dr 

Pradeep Vyas delivered in the office of Contemnor on 25.8.2018, is not replied. 

9. Contemnor has failed to comment as to why the Advocate's notice has 

not been attended to/replied. Reply towards reason due to which Advocate's 

notice remained unattended is not furnished. It appears that the contemnor is 

prepared to pay cost, lest, an I.A.S Officer of the rank of Principal Secretary 

would not have omitted to pay attention to the show cause specifically issued. 

10. The affidavit even does not contain a statement as to what steps would 

be taken to avoid lack of advertence to party's or Advocate's notice of proposed 

action for contempt. 

11. Therefore, we propose to impose on him cost of Rs. 10,000/ - which shall 

be paid by him personally within four weeks. 

12. In so far as aspect of taking cognizance is concerned, we wish to express 

that the Government is often starving for want of good legal advice. This 

happens, not because good legal advice is not available, but also because most 

of the times it is not taken. 

13. Had advice been taken, anybody would have guided the Government that 

it was duty of the contemnor to place on record, plead and disclose the date of 

knowledge of order to be complied with, disclose whatever steps were taken, 

time lost in movement of file and if there be some explanation for failure to 
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C.A 31/2018 in O.A 102/2016 

attend to the order and its compliance. Lapses, if any could have been candidly 

explained with an undertaking and assurance to overcome the delay in future. 

Nothing of this sort is coming forward. 

14. We are conscious of the fact that the Government often starves of 

prudent and good legal advice. Therefore, we propose to give one more 

opportunity to the contemnor to offer any explanation to avoid an action of 

contempt. 

15. We, therefore, suo moto adjourn the matter by four weeks leaving to the 

wisdom of the contemnor to file additional affidavit if advised. 

16. S.0 to 26th November, 2018. 

17. Steno copy and Hamdast is granted. Learned P.O is directed to 

communicate this order to the Respondents. 

• 

(6141(( '(ir 

11).N Dixit) 
Member (A) 

Place : Mumbai 
Date : 30.10.2018 
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair. 

H: \ Anil Nair \Judgments \ 2018 \ Oct 2018 \ C.A 31.18 in O.A 102.16, Int order, DB. 10.18.doc 
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IN THE MA HA RASHTRA ADMINIS luAu GI\ L 1 1 crii; 
IV! El MBA 

Original Apidicatiut, No 

(Ark 

 ut 20 

SLatt• 	 ti 	dud uti 

t edentird4 

Alidnoranda of Codun, 

Appeal once. la '[Curia is .01 den, or 
dirdidions and Regis-true, orddeN 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0. A. No.866 of 2018 

DAT: 	3(2.11d1 • 

Horrgisitildfi.daigimrancert) 
Ho' atin P. N. Dixit Member (A) 
ilEff:;.*LttilliCyg • 

Adsc,:a(3 for Me Applicant 

shrusmt.s 	e  ei—ctv-e42)•001  
Pr: for the Responder* 1/2 

1 	' -41.4J S.O. t 	2i 1:3 

P. M. Nalla 	Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri R. M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Ms S. P. Manchekar, the learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant proposes to 

have hearing on interim relief and seeks circulation for 

hearing before the Division Bench. 

3. 5.0. to 31.10.2018. 

5r<itic4—  
(P. N. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 

VSM 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVK J  R) t) 
MUMBAI 

Original Application Sc,. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

'Phu 	Maharashtra and c.i rc 

(Presenting Officer 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cratr, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's order,  

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.729 of 2018 

s 

DATE 001 \ 1) \ (1  
CORAM 
inelhaXIT:(ctietraw_ spALca_c_li 

APPEAR E: 
.shwsrn t • ttdiAct-inA (incz,620-.0 

Advocate for the Applicant 

ShriL,SarT:.,135,a-
.—c--7Ftevr.O. for the Respond 

Acif./S.O. to 	9    1.1.)  1 1  

V.V. Doke 	
....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Smt. P. Mahajan, the learned Advocate for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The matter pertains to suspension which is under 

challenge. However, today, learned P.O. has tendered 

letter issued by Government dated 30.10.2018 informing 

that the proposal for reinstatement of the Applicant Is 

under consideration of the Government. 

3. 	
As such the mater being under consideration of the 

Government, the decision be likely to be issued within 11111-3 

days. 	 tiz 
4. Learned P.O. for the Respondents is directed to 

take instruction and inform this Tribunal about further 

development in the matter. 

5. 	S.O. to 2.11.2018. 

(A•P. Kurhekar) 
Member 0) 

ba 
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D.S. Patil 
S.D. Salunke 
A.G. Pat': & Ors. 
S.J. Shinde 
S.P. Patil 
U.S. Patil 
S.S. Roopnawar 

(O.A.No.1030 of 2017) 
(0.A.No.1031 of 2017) 
(0.A.No.1032 of 2017) 
(O.A.No.1033 of 2017) 
(0.A.No.1034 of 2017) 
(O.A.No.1049 of 2017) 
(0.A.No.1050 of 2017) 

....Applicants 
Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri Kishor Naik, the learned Advocate 

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

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The matter will be heard on the next date i.e. on 

1.11.2018 without fail. 

(fi P J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIS TR A T E T t -0 
MAMBA I 

Original Application No 	
of 20 

(Advocate 	  

The Stnt Alaharashtrii 

( PresentingOfficer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda or Comm 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Appearance, tribunal's onion) or 	
1 

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.1030 of 2017 with O.A.No.1031 of 2017 with 
O.A.No.1032 of 2017 with O.A.No.1033 of 2017 with 
O.A.No.1034 of 2017 with 0.A.No.1049 of 2017 with 

0.A.No.1050 of 2017 

DATE 301101I8  
QORAN1 

reentir)Thkaak.bpn_cr  ) 

APPEAR CE: 
Noa<  

3 pwat 

Advocate for the Appiffeent 

____crp7orP.o. for the Respondent/s 

Adj./S.O. to 	l I 1 I  lie" 
3. 	At the request of the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, S.O. to 1.11.2018. No further adjourn a 
_MEn 

 will be 
given thereafter. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (J) 

sba 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Canna. 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders Trib 	s orders 

   

Date : 30.10.2018 

0.A.No.968 of 2018 
Dr. S.D. Bhosale 

....Applicant 
Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 
.....Respondents: 

Heard Smt. P. Mahajan, learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 1.11.2018. 

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not bd 

issued. 

4. 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. 

S. 	
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. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three days and 

if service report on affidavit is not filed three days before 

returnable date, OA shall stand dismissed without 

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

8. S.O. to 1.11.2018. 

314Nkf‘Y 
\oh- 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 
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'0(7 P ; J 2260 (A) (50.1)00 2 2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA A DMIN1STR 	11  

M11.1MB A I. 

Original Application NO. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

The -tale 	‘THlwrashi 	I 

(Presenting Office • 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Co non 

Appeatance. Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.825 of 2017 

S.S. Sawant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

1. 	Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

t / . 

....Applicant 

Respondents. 

2. 	By order dated 27.7.2018, the Respondent No.3 

was directed to reconsider the order of dismissal in the 

light of the judgement of Hon'ble High Court and take 

decision within the period of two months from the date of 

this order. 

3. However, till date no communication has been 

filed. 

4. At the request of the learned P.O. for the 

Respondents, two weeks time is granted to file short 

affidavit about the decision of the Respondent No.3 in 

terms of order dated 27.7.2018. 

5. S.O. to 20.11.2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 
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AppearanCe, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

DATE e 04\ \  
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510L't sive ,■ 

P.P7EARANCE:  
SI" t;;410-----ZP‘-  ' cacip-APC,49241lkag'-  

Pci ,focete for tilla Appfloant 
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IN THE MAITARASHTR A A DMINISTR A T 
MUMBAT 

Original Application No. 

(Advocate 	  

The Sua 0 of 1. ,̀1al .ashtra an.11 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. In thes matter by way of interim relief the 

suspension of the Applicant has been stayed. In view of 

the order of stay, the salary of the Applicant required to be 

paid. However, it looek not paid yet. 

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents has tendered 

letter of Chief Administrative Officer, Directorate of Health 

Services, Mumbai dated 30.10.2018 whereby directions 

have been issued to release the pay and allowances from 

3.4.2018. 

4. However, Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant pointed out that the 

suspension order has been stayed by order dated 

27.3.2018 and therefore, pay and allowanced needs to be 

paid from the date of stay order i.e. on 27.3.2018. 

5. In view of this, learned P.O. seeks two weeks time 

to clarify as well as to file reply to the O.A. 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0.A.No.267 of 2018 

Dr. M.K. Barve 	 ....Applicant 
Versus 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

6. 	S.O. to 28.11.2018. 

 

(A.R. Kurhekar) 
Member DI 
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office Notes, Office Mentorancla of Coruin. 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
	

Tribunal's orders 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

M.A.No.578 of 2018 in O.A.No.336 of 2018 

R.D. Akrupe 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jadgale, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 19.11.2018. 

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be 

issued. 

4. 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 M.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. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three days and 

if service report on affidavit is not filed three days before 

returnable date, MA shall stand dismissed without 

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

8. 	5.0. to 19.11.2018. 

\ILP 
\SA 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member CO 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Conlin. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

M.A.No.535 of 2018 in O.A.No.901 of 2018 

S.A. Mhamunkar 	Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri P.L. Rathod, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Shri S.D. Dole, the learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 4.12.2018. 

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be 

issued. 

DATE rao\ lolIZ  
:CORAM 
Aortie SW-Rifraleemberi-A-.  siva  is\  k) vairtittAis__: , 

Watt ecTX 

4. 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 M.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. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within seven days 

and if service report on affidavit is not filed three days 

before returnable date, MA shall stand dismissed without 

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

8. S.O. to 4.12.2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 

sba 

Admin
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coro,. 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

DATE v)ok 	IZ  

c±C1f3,ANi 

FIT945 44-4-  
APPEARANCE: 
sprit srat---  A .(3:73.) 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shria,gert'  S 'DCAC-
._-43-.-FT1775..0. for the! Reser:Omits 

ArUS.O. tO .  <i //Zit • 

• 

A:11  

abillititAtocaL 

aLlryztta.,  

sba 

2 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.965 of 2018 

5.5. Nimangare 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

Heard Shri A.A. Deshpande, learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Shri S.D. Dole, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 4.12.2018. 

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be 

issued. 

4. 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. 

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. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within seven days 

and if service report on affidavit is not filed three days 

before returnable date, OA shall stand dismissed without 

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

8. 5.0. to 4.12.2018. 
‘tr7 

(A.R. Kurhekar) 

Member (1) 

Admin
Text Box
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APPEARANCE:  
Shri4SP4--- S ktich  
A velk_awd- tk Pent-8) Ofr 
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chi-'  A Z.  c-ke'n-- 	 
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jbin lo['n.0 
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DATE  oI P\  
COMM 
kw's* 

R • 

2 

orrice Notes, Office Memoranda of Conan. 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

'Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.930 of 2018 

P.Y. Shinde 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri P.Y. Shinde, Applicant in person and Shri 

Chougule, the learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 4.12.2018. 

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

stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be 

issued. 

4. 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. 

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. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within seven days 

and if service report on affidavit is not filed three days 

before returnable date, OA shall stand dismissed without 

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

8. S.O. to 4.12.2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 

sba 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



iC C.P ) J 2260 (A) (50.000-2-2015) 

IN THE NLAHAR,A SUTRA ADMINISTRA11I  
MIJMBAI  

Original ApPlication No. 	 f 20 

(Advocate 	  

)) tes 

The State of Maharashtra and 

!:Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of ( 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders Or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.112 of 2018 

J.P. Madye 	Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	None for the Applicant. Heard Shri S.D. Dole, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE 2.1.11211. 
CORAM 

sly 	
( lton't 1\31141-R=traryikcp  

tiltSte•en_C-t- 

APPEARANCE:  n  
--Shetsi-refrt 	 (!oc51---  

Advocate for for tho AprNoent 

Shrizpitc--  5 . D 	012  

---GrReff" O. for the Respondentts 

AJI.15.0. to 	le if  

2. The Respondents have already filed affidavit-in-

reply. 

3. As the pleadings are completed the matter is 

admitted and fixed for final hearing on 4.12.2018. 

4. 	S.O. to 4.12.2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 

sba 

Admin
Text Box
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IN THE MARARA SUTRA ADM INI S TR A 1' E 
MIJMI3AI 

Original Application No 
	 of 20 

( Advocate 	  

Ma-hat-ash ti 	t ai 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coral!,  

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0.A.N0.1044 of 2017 

N.G. Chopade 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

As the pleadings are completed the matter is 

admitted and fixed for final hearing. 

3. The present matter is short and the matter being 

on 2017 needs to be decided at the earliest. 

4. Hence, the matter be kept for final hearing high on 

board on 27.11.2018. 

\M!  

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member (1) 

sba 

DATE ac \ 10 \ \  
COMM 
1211? Shs-Rfraetieber)-k 
a 	• Pr • 

Nuaocca..c,r 
APPEARANCE: c  
WF /scat— 	-rosvu  

11/4 •1• ocato for the Applicant 

C. 

..?St'erer-lt PlA-CSNalP-Os cad-4  • 
P la/P.O. for the Respondent/s 

is.o. tip 	H 153  

H 
OE 
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rp CPT J 226C (A) (50,000 —2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV 	0 
MUM)3AT 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

The Stale of Maharashtra aml err-!r  

(Presenting Officer 

orrice Notiei, Office Memoranda of Coram 

Appearance, Tribunal's-  orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 
O.A.No.617 of 2018 

DATE a 
LORANI 

sh1V-PWORrafAteterbetYk- 
Sio 	th-Q-141;44Akeod 

AP P EARANE: 
shw 	C.. H • 979,141A-12: 

Advocate for the Applicant 

1:4 - s • C.--c-C6,  
---C7797e/P.O. for the Rescondent/s 

MILS O. to  2-7 II )C e ' 

S.V. Pardeshi 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri S.H. Pandhre, the learned Advocate for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Today, short affidavit-in-reply has been filed on 

behalf of the Applicant in respect of the issue of 

suspension raised by the Respondent in their reply. 

3. Basically, Applicant is challenging the transfer order 

dated 30.5.2018. However, in the reply it is contended 

that during of the matter, Applicant has been suspended 

by order dated 20.7.2018. 

4. In the background, learned Advocate for the 

Applicant seeks time to take proper instructions from the 

Applicant and to decide as to whether he wants to 

continue with the O.A. in view of suspension of the 

Applicant. 

5.0. to 27.11.2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (J) 

sba 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

DATE 	t\ 8  
CoRAM 
Frio, ntle 

• 	, 

4. In the meantime, liberty is granted to the Applicant 

to file rejoinder. 

5. S.O. to 30.11.2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 

C I' J 22(10 (A) (50(000-2-M5) 

IN THE MAHARASHTR.A ADMINISTR 	r, 

MUMBAI 
cat I Po 

2 F. 

Original Application No 	 of' 20 

(Advocate 	  

The St l  NIallaraslitrn an,I 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Tr il) 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0.A.No.797 of 2017 

Dr. P.M. Patil 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri M.R. Patil, learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The Respondent Nos.1 & 2 have already filed their 

affidavit-in-reply which is at page No.140 to 170. 

3. As the pleadings are completed, the matter is 

admitted and kept for final hearing on 30.11.2018. 

APPEARANCE:  , 
Shiti-Sw&C ... ?sit 	 

Acii,c,:iata for Via Aprftent 

ShrILSP*--r.  ft 	eke 	 
—Cd-n:firri.O. for the Fiespcnden 

Arfri.15.0. to  80 	'kV? .  

sba 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN.-EST-RAT! V 
MUMBAJ 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

The Sure of Maharashtra Jill 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearallee, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

O.A.No.629 of 2018 

T.B. Vhanmane 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the 

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Respondents have already filed reply which is at 

page no.67. DATE 31)\ t\ ‘3  
CORAM 

Egre Q 

APPEARANCE: 
. : . 

), rocate for tho Applicant 

_SI)-ret!rtt • (Ac,fr-citestfic\ a-k - 
,-G-.P:171).Q. for t Rcscnc delttis 

0 .1\-• 	cal  
A1.13.0. to 	 

3. As the pleadings are completed the matter is 

admitted and adjourned for final hearing on 5.12.2018. 

4. In the meantime, liberty is granted to the Applicant 

for file rejoinder, 

5. S.O. to 5.12.2018. 

(A.P. Kurhekar) 
Member (1) 

sba 

lec,&..CA) 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-
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CORAM 

ittorte-"tef"4.  
APPEARANCE_•  

Advocate fa.  to Appfloent 

shrr' 	 
.C,P-1,115.4 .0. for the Respond nits 
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(10  

2 

Office Notes, Office MeITIOFunda of Canna. 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

nal' s orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0.A.No.266 of 2018 

K.S. Kulkarni 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 Respondents. 

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

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The issue involved in the matter is about grating 

time bound promotion and consideration of earlier 

temporary service along with regular service of the 

Applicant for time bound promotion. 

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant invited my 

attention to various judgments passed by this Tribunal, 

confirmed by the Hon'ble High Court and Hon'ble Supreme 

Court to point out that the legal position is ROA- nd the 

Respondents are killing the time depriving the Applicant 

from Time bound promotion. 

4. Whereas, the learned P.O. for the Respondents 

submits that the matter is under consideration at 

Government level and it may take some time to take final 

decision. 

5. Learned P.O. for the Respondents requests for 

three weeks time which is opposed by the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant. 

6. It appears that the issue raised 
/.t in

ft resent O.A. was • O resent 
 

subject matter of earlier O.A.s and granted to the 

Petitioner in these matters. 

7. Inspite of this, learned P.O. for the Respondents 

sought to contend that the facts of the these matters are 

slightly different and therefore, he wants to file reply. 

8. Three weeks time is granted to file reply as a last 

chance. 

9. On the next date the said matter will be taken for 

final hearing. 

10. 	5.0. to 27.11.2018. 

■Oru>  

(A.P. Kurhekar) 

Member (1) 

Admin
Text Box
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corallt. 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

lions* Justice Shd A. H. Josh( (Chairmen) 
Hon'ble Slid P. N. Dixit Member (A) 

8SPhrli rAre  tit.'.. 
	
f ;, 

"a1,0 C ekte e13t4 
Advocate for the Applicant 

tin \-ctlioilfrbi )6° 
C.P DiP.O. for the Respondent's kt OA:G.F.  

Ac4.15.0.to 

0 4de fri-1,c 
e-R; 	colutuol 

5.4,0_,) 5 11;11M 

 

2 

0. A. No.40 of 2018 with M.A.214/18 with 

M.A.215/18 with 0.4.41/18 with M.A.216/18 with 
M.A.217/18 with 0.A.57/18 with 0.4.161/18 with 
0.A.163/18 wotj 0.A.332/18 with 0.A.347/18 with 
0.4.348/18 with 0.4.349/18 with 0.A.357/18 with 
0.A.361/18 with 0.A.381/13 with 0.4.382/18 with 
0.4.383/18 with 0.4.425/18 with 0.4.443/18 with 

0.4.510/18 with 0.4.512/18 

M. C. Patil & Ors. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

1. 	Heard Shri Akash Katecha holding for Shri A. R. 

Rathod, the learned Advocate for the Applicants 

(0.A.Nos.40, 41, 347, 348, 349/2018), Shri C. T. 

Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the Applicants (0. A. 

Nos. 57, 443/18), Shri C. R. Nagare, the learned Advocate 

for the Applicants (O.A.Nos.161, 163, 332, 361, 381, 382, 

383, 425, 510 & 512/18), Shri K. R. Jagdale, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant (O.A.No.357/18) and Ms S. P. 

Manchekar, the learned Chief Presenting Officer, Shri N. K. 

Rajpurohit, Smt. Archana B. IC, Ms N.G. Gohad, Snit. Kranti 

Gaikwad, Shri K. B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents, Ms V. Maindad holding for Shri A. A. 

Desai, the learned Advocate for the Respondents 

(O.A.392/18-Res.74, 86, o.A.381/18 —Res.18, 6, o.A.41/18 

— Res.18, 6, O.A.443/18-Res.4 to 7), Shri N. P. Dalvi, Spl. 

Counsel for M.P.S.C., Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 

Advocate for Respondent No.4 (0.A.57, 161 & 163/18) and 

Shri S. S. Dere, the learned Advocate for Pvt. Respondent 

(O.A.Nos.347, 348, 349/2018), 

2. Learned Advocate Shri Akash Katecha holding for 

Shri A. R. Rathod, learned Advocate for the Applicants 

mentions that identical matter is closed for hearing before 

the Hon'ble Bench at Aurangabad High Court. He, 

therefore, proposes to postpone the hearing till decision 

from the Hon'ble Bench at Aurangabad High Court. 

3. Shri B. A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 

Respondents in O.A. No.57, 161 and 163/18 files his reply 

for respondent no.4. 

Applicants 

Respondents. 

4. 	S.O. to 05.12.2018. 

(P.N. IXIT) 
MEMBER fel 
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Original Application No. 	 of 20 

  

  

(Advocate P-5-0 kt,,u12  

1 at's 

    

•Ps 
The State of Maharashtra to pl pHtl 

(Presenting Officer 	 

      

      

     

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corm, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

  

ilinn! 	1 ( 

  

ate130.10201a 

R. A. No.18 of 2018 0. A. No.668 of 2018 

irector of Medicl Edu. & Ors. 	....Applicants 

DAN or*, 

on'bie ehri P. N. Dlxit Member (A) 
BP—Pra6.KE: 
Shri/Smt. 

Advocate for the Applicant 

StirltSt. (n:4 . 	—t 
Cs AP.O. for the RespoliderES— 

P4/6.0. to ...... ...... 

ersus 

. R. Shaikh 	Respondent. 

1 Heard, Shri A. J. Chougule, the learned Presenting 

fficer and for the Applicants (OH. Respondents) and Shri 

2 	. S. Deshmukh the' learned Advocate thr the Respondent 

( ri. Applicant). 

Learned Advocate for the Respondent (OH. 

Applicant) opposes Ito further adjournment of the matter. 

4. 	5.0. to 01.11.2018. 

4:-Af111  • 
(P. . DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

M 

remeticiti_ . 	Learned P.O. for the Applicant (OH. Respondent) 

eeks adjournment.' • 
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GLIM: 
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Hon'the Vti P. N. Dixit Member (A) 
ARP A 

,rzott ..litNtr.):1 	 M*111614 

Advocate for the Applicant 

ShrliSmt. 	6'15 1-0-€ ' 
P.O. for the Respondent's 

ACV 8.0. to 

eutfq--  ckt,) rt 	int 
4;1,4 kit 	t5  
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(GC P.) 3 2260 (Al (50,000-- 2 2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIsm ATI 
MUMBAJ 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate  . 

The State of NIaliaraslitra 	 - 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram. 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Itegistrar'S orders 

It il(tot 

ate : 30.10.2018 

0. A. No.519 of 2018 

i i[ 

. N. Hajare 	 ....Applicant 

ersus 

he State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

Heard Srnt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate 

r the Applicant and Ms N. G. Gohad, the learned 

resenting Officer for the Respondents 1 to 4. None for 

espondent No.5. 

Learned P.O. files reply on behalf of the 

fiespondent Nos.1 to 4. The same is taken on record. 

Original Application is admitted and kept for final 

earing in due course. 

n 
11 el 

(P. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 

SM 
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C 	J 2260 (A) (50,000 —2-20151 

IN THE MAHARASHTE A ADMIN I S TR ' 
MUMMA I 

Original Application No 	 of 20 

i Advocate 	  

The Htate t Hanish 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of (.01'11m. 
Appearance, tribunal's orders OF 

	 rd 

directions and liegistrur's orders 

12ATE : 	A1,0  i 

OW: 
Hentle-destter&h4444rdesiefIntirninh) 
Honble Shrl P. N. Dbdt Member (A) 

stylisn6E-5TflP 	 Tot  Jake  

Advocate for the Applicant 

ShrilSmt 	01(u-trot- 77/ 
C.., P.O.for the Respondents 

Ac4.1S.O. to 	14 \  

Date : 30.10.2018 

0. A. No.589 of 2018 

H. D. Nagolkar 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri K. R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. seeks adjournment for one week to 

file reply. 

3. S.0, to 26.11.2018. 

C6:1 	;( 
(P. it DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 

VSM 
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G C P ) .1 2260 (A) (50,000— 2-2015) .  

IN THE MAHARASIITIR A A PMINISTR A 
MUM13A1 

Original Application No. 	 0 

(Advocate 	  

t'i'r ,r13 

The SI a 	rf MalwraslItyri :in 

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

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm. 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
- 	- 	- 

DATE: 	;to\ 	(31-  
fig3238M : 
liontle Justice Slid A. H. Jnahi (Chairmen) 
Honble 6h7 R N. DIM Member {A) 

Shrt/Si..°`•\ 

Advocate for the Applicant 

SM!Smt  15-4C- Let tek.  (> 	LA:,_ .1"1  
.-AP.O. for the Respondentser 

AAA S.O. to  	.... .. 
0-101ei pouce_cf 
c_nluukko, , 

s-o)-0 

( 0154\ 
e 	PI) 

'1 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0. A. No.795 of 2017 with O.A. 815 of 2017 

S. P. Jagtap & Anr. 	 ....Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri R. M. Kolge', the learned Advocate for 

the Applicants and Snit Archana B. K. with Ms S. 

Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officers for the 

Respondents. None for Respondent No.4. 

2. Learned P.O. files reply to the amended O.A.. She 

mentions that as far as 0.A.No.815/2017 is concerned, 

the certificate of competency has been sent to the 

concerned department on 24.10.2018 for verification. 

3. Learned P.O. should ensure that the verification 

process is completed on priority. 

4. Meanwhile, learned Advocate for the Applicant 

proposes to file Rejoinder. Permitted. 

5. S.O. to 20.11.2018. 

/..,1  

(P. 4. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 

VSM 
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IN THE MAHARASHTIR A A DMINISTI1 Aim ti; 
MUMBAI 

ffti f:. ;5  I 

Original Application No 	 0120 

(Advocate 	  

revs (IS 

The Stal of Maharashtra -mil oft. I 

[Presenting Office  • 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, 'Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

M. A. No.484 of 2018 with M.A. No.485 of 2018 in 

O.A. No.984 of 2017 

gS213AM: 
Ap rAriairtHowble DTI P. N. Dbit*Seltstte"Pitrairinenr 

Advocate for the Applicant 

SlvitSmt •  '4"  sT .0  f‘f9  
C.F. _43.0. for the Respond, 

Adj.1 S .0. to ........................ 

St" 
oilo(A.94 •1  

vv. 	(9 ' 

R. N. Fulzele & Ors. 	 ....Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri A. N. Naikwadi, the learned Advocate for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicants seeks liberty 

to carry out the amendment for the reasons stated 

there in the 0.A. No.984/2017. 

3. Liberty is granted. 

4. Misc. Application No.484/2018 is allowed. 

5. As far as M.A.No.485/18 is concerned, learned P.O. 

contends that the same should be taken up during the 

final hearing. He seeks adjournment to file reply. 

6. S.O. to 27.11.2018 in M.A. No.485/2018. 

r 
(01 rt 

(P. N. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 

VSM 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA A DIVIINISTR V E CP 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No .  (4' 20 

I Advocate 	  

The State Maharashtra Ohl 11 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

	 Tribd 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30;10;2018 

M. A. No.486 of 2018 with M.A. No.101 of 2018 in 
0. A. No.132 of 2018 

V. S. Zarekar & Ors. 	Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

DATE:  3° 40  ra  
=WA: 
tiontleduelkerS1444Hrelerkfeharien)- 
Fion'bie 6hri P. N. Dixit Member (A) 
,A•P 	114 z: 	, 
ShR/Smtill '  

Ur 

A4.18.0. to 	 

r`l ' 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Sivi/Smt • 	431--  	 
Cki ...P.O. for the Respondent's 

tti  

tiAitocS  -GE, 

tfiklev-v-! • 

	

S 4310 	t 	ttui 

nn ft Ltifvg  CS1 i (-t "911)41  

D-11- Ub 

1. Heard Shri A. N. Naikwadi, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule; the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. proposes to have hearing of the 

matter along with M.A. No.484/18 with M.A.485/18 in 

0.A.984/17 as the issue is similar. 

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant seeks 

permission to withdraw M.A. No.101/2018. 

4. Permission granted. 

5. M.A. No.101/2018 is disposed off as withdrawn. 

6. 5.0. to 27.11.2018 in M.A. No.486/18 in 

0.A.132/18. 

ltrlAP(  

(P. N. DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

VSM 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTR AT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No 	 of 20 

(Ad v oc 

ay-(,(' et's 

The State of Maharashtra an 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of 

Appearance. Tribunal's orders nr 

directions and Registrar's orders 

 

11.00yr 

Date : 30.10.2018 

  

0. A. No.790 of 2018 with 0.A.482 of 2018 

 

V5M 

   

:___LoILthy 
WEN 
14ea:MeJusttabeellitZeimiert) 
Hontble Etr N. Dixit Member 
APPEAln7,  • 	(A) 
Shii-Kyrri 	. ................... . „ 
M• 	. r  1icent 

r‘MCI &let(  L-011A4 

P. 	Responclonlie 61°-̀ 11".  
Adj./ 8.0. io 	14.1/1 

V. R. Thok & Anr. 	Applicants 

Versus 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

Advocate for the Applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, 

the learned Chief Presenting Officer with Smt. Kranti 

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P:O. files reply in O.A. No.482 of 2018 on 

behalf of the M.P.S.C.. 

3. As far as O.A.No.790 of 2018 is concerned, Learned 

C.P.O. proposes to file the same before 26.11.2018. 

4. 5.0. to 28.11.2018. 

c.\ 
$") IL? 

(P. Ni DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

WWI rki ‘,1 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Conn. 

Appearance. Tribunal's orders  0' 

directions and Registrar's orders 

DATE:  30 1 m 119 
QOM 

.---Honthteatellee-g41-Aattatig4Chalrrnan) 
Hon'ble Ehri P. N. Mit Member (A) 

Blvt/S •  VD':  liCk°(144/1-19.1,.. 

Advocate for the Applicant 

W-/Smt. 	tov'tht.Ciacs 
C. P.O. for the Respondenbla 

Adj./ S.O. to  29-1 a  1.1 A 

f: C P J 220,0 LA) (50000 2 201:51 
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#-3 
MUM BA I 

Original Application Ni, 	 of 20 

Advocate 	  

The St 	i' laharashire 

Presenting Officer 	 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0. A. No.815 of 2018 

K. P. Gholap & Ors. 	 ....Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .....Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri M. a. Choudhari, learned Advocate for 

the Applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, the learned 

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O. seeks adjournment for filing the 
reply. 

3. S.O. to 22.11.2018. 

Crf-Wrrl- 
(P. N. DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

VSM 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



Office Notes, Office Memoranda of CO ram, 

Appearance, tribumirs orders Or 
directions and Registrar's order,: 

Qam. 30 loi 
28em: 
klealedeetiee-8/40-44-  int panto Noel* GM P. N. Dixit Member (A) 

/Sren:11,..11.t . ..... . ..... 
Ad►ocate for the Applicant 

shrusmt.: . 	.. kit?, 
-"O for the Reivondentt 

Aar S.O. do .......... ... .. La . .... 

(Presenting Officer 

C P J 2260 (A) (50,000 2 2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA A DMINISTRATIII ' T IC? 

MITMRA - 

Original Application NO. 	 Al 2(1 

I Advocate 	  

The Se al daharasht 

Date: 30.10.2018 

0. A. No.663 of 2018 

A. S. Kurundkar 	 ....Applicant 
Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Ms N. G. Gohad, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. seeks four weeks time to file reply. 

3. S.O. to 22.11.2018. 

Cr Pf! 
(P. N. DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

VSM 



, GCP)J 2260 (A) (50,000 —2 2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA A DIMNISTR 
NUMMI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

t ; r 	f 

(Advocate 	  

Thy Scxlr of Maharashtra and sriI 

(Presenting Officer ' 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Citrate 

Appearance, Tribunal's Orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0. A. No.795 of 2017 with 0.A. 815 of 2017 

S. P. Jagtap & Anr. 
•...Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..... Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri R. M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicants and Smt Archana B. K. with Ms S. 

Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting Officers for the 

Respondents. None for Respondent No.4. 

2. Learned P.O. files reply to the amended 0.A.. She 

mentions that as far as O.A.No.815/2017 is concerned, 

the certificate of competency has been sent to the 
concerned department on 24.10.2018. fr. "ist.;ttat-e1/4.‘ 
3. 

Learned P.O. should ensure that the verification 
process a complete* priority. 

4. 
Meanwhile, learned Advocate for the Applicant 

proposes to file Rejoinder. Pc.r--.2ttte • 

5. 5.0. to 20.11.2018. 

IS1;) 
(P. nit DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 

ono  

V9/1 



The :Stut,,  

Presenting Officer. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Con 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders Or 
directions and ficegistrar's orders 

lk.laharash if 	i 

C ) J 25'60 (Al (50.000-- 2 2015( 

IN THE MAHARASHTR A A DMINI S TR A 1 '1  

MUMB AI 

(3riccinal Application No 	 of 20 

!Advocate 	  

Date : 30.10.2018 

O. A. No.180 of 2017 

R. A. Konapure 	Applicant . 
Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. None for the Applicant. Heard Shri A. J. Chougule, 

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. seeks one week's adjournment for 

filing Affidavit-in-Reply on behalf of the respondents. 

3. S.O. to 19.11.2018. 

(6141-111.  (P. N. DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

VSM 

D8Th: 	t3 '11'6 11  

WREIM 
lelableatelleek3hriela 
Honble Shri P. N. Dixit Member (A) 
Ale/ULMNSeg: 
5'14/Snit • 14D1“-4.1-4 	Seth  c  

Advocate for tn. Applicant 

Shd/Smt. 	, k.V.PAAR„,  
i/P.O. for the Respondent's 

Art/S.O.to 	 V3,3 11 .. 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV fl TR RI I 
MUMBA1 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

tit q 

The Sitttc of Maharashtra 	ri 

l'resenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of I:tint ro. 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018 

M. A. No.384 of 2018 in 0. A. No.695 of 2018 

1 

Rag: 	rteklo\ IS 
GgRAM 
Heatemluetiee-6110-444oebi4Chalonan) 
Hon'ble 6M P. N. Dixit Member ;A) 
APPEARANCE: 
Shrt/Smt • 	C 	- 	con'eut2.4  

Advocate for the Applicant 

CF. 3/P.O. for the Responder* 

Add 8.0. to  ri" " i tar 

N. K. Chavan & Ors. 	Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre , the learned Advocate 

for the Applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, the learned 

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents seeks 

adjournment to file Affidavit-in-Reply. 

3. S.O. to 02.11.2018 

DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 

VSM 



CORAM : 
Kathie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

Af 

 al,: chant 

.t,„mirCyr: 	-1\1\ 4,Y; Chc-V 	 
for Ma Respondentis 

n 	tl•lre-,L-y) _S44 ak 	A4.) 	 

e-oc o ocky*, 	, 

CA(vY■e- 

6 3 / $8 	\k ' 

3!)10) 2-0 LB' 

"ii i  (A.H Joshi, r  
Chairman 

a I 	 . IN O. 

IN 

Original Application No. 

of 20 

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. 

30.10.2018 

0.A 394/2018 with M.A 472/2018 

Shri S.B Rathod & Others 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors 	... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate for the 
applicants, Ms Swati Manchekar, learned C.P.O for the 
Respondent, Dr Gunratan Sadavart, learned anvocate for 
private Respondents and Shri D.B Khaire, learned 
advocate for Res. nos 69, 88 & 161. 

2. Learned P.O has tendered affidavit sworn by Shri 
Venkatesh M Bhat, Deputy Secretary, Home Department, 
stating that:- 

"4. 	I say and submit that rule 3(b) covers 
appointment by selection on the basis of limited 
departmental examination held by the 
Maharashtra Public Service Commission. In view 
of this Government h&s considered that this is not 
a promotion and took decision that as per the 
assurance given in this regard 154 candidates who 
had completed training have to be appointed as 
Police Sub-Inspector." 

3. Learned P.O was called to state as to whether 
orders are issued. Learned C.P.O prays for time to make 
a statement. 

4. S.0 to 31.10.2018. 

Akn 



DATE  :  5 o a) eze  

cORAP.11 
Hontble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APP7A 

ShhiCp-d. 
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AdvocaLe for the Applicant 

Shri/Smt •  -5  -f ,rignoir\P-iven--  
C.P.O/RO. for ihe Respondent's 

Ack/S,O, to 	2? 

NI.A./12.A./C.A. No. 

IN 

Original Application No. 

of 20 

of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearunce, Tribunurs orders or 

directions end Registrar's 'orders 
Tribunal's orders 

Date : 30.10.2018. 

M.A.No.569 of 2018 in 0.A.No.736 of 2018 

D.K. Shinde & Ors. 	
...Applicants. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 Respondents. 

1. 	
Heard Shri M.A. Chaudhary, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned Chief 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	
Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents states that reply 

filed in 0.A.No.736 of 2018 be read as common reply in all 

Original Applications including 0.A.No.734 of 2018, O.A.No. 

787 of 2018, 0.A.No.792 of 2018, O.A.No.793 of 2018, O.A. 

No.517 of 2018, O.A.No.830 of 2018, O.A.No.815 of 2018 and 

O.A.No.804 of 2018. These Original Applications can be 

heard finally. 

3. 	For final hearing S.O. to 31,10.2018. 

(A.H. Joshi J.) 

prk 
	 Chairman 



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI BENCH 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 916 OF 2016 

DISTRICT : MUMBAI 

M.B Patil & Others 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Others, 

)..Applicants 

) ...Respondent 

With 

MISC APPLICATION NO. 463 OF 2018 
IN 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 916 OF 2016 

Shri Ajinkya Padwal 

In the matter of 

M.B Patil & Others 

)... Applicant 
(Ori. Res.no. 9) 

)...Applicants 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Others, 	) ...Respondent 

Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for the Applicants. 

Ms Swati Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

Shri Vagish Mishra i/b Shri Akhilesh Dubey, learned advocate for Respondents 

no 8, 9, 10, 13 & 15. 

CORAM 	 Shri Justice A.H Joshi (Chairman) 
Shri P.N Dixit (Member) (A) 

DATE 

PER 

30.10.2018 

Shri Justice A.I1Joshi (Chairman) 

ORDER 

    

1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate for the Applicants, Ms 

Swati Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Shri 

Vagish Mishra i/b Shri Akhilesh Dubey, learned advocate for Respondents no 8, 

9, 10, 13 86 15. 

2. Learned C.P.O for the Respondents on instructions states that as regards 

the decision on objections to the provisional seniority list, the opinion of Law & 



2 	0.A 916/2016 with M.A 468/2018 

Judiciary Department was sought, which is received and now the file is sent to 

G.A.D for their comments and decision. 

3. 	The Government has been time and again urging before this Tribunal 

that they want to finalize the seniority list so that promotion of officers to higher 

posts can be done as personnel on higher posts are required for election work. 

4 	Therefore, learned C.P.O is directed to take instructions and make a 

statement tomorrow as to the time frame within which G.A.D would conclude 

the action at its level. 

5. Learned advocate for the applicants states that applicants in the Original 	. 
We; r 

Applications are under confusion as to whetheronevance is redressed, because 

they are not being disclosed as to whether the review of seniority of the cadre of 

Tahsildars which was required to be done with reference to provisional seniority 

list for the period 1990 to 1993 dated 3.3.2018. 

6. The anxiety of the applicants appears to be because of lack of supply of 

information. 

7. It shall be appropriate if the applicants make suitable representation to 

G.A.D for considering their grievances, which shall be the right forum. If any 

such representation is made the same shall be taken into account by G.A.D. 

8. 5.0 to 31.10.2018 for statement to be made by learned C.P.O. 

9. Steno copy and Hamdast is granted. Learned C.P.O is directed to 

communicate this order to the Respondents. 

err' 
(A.H Jeer 

Member (A) 	 Chairman 
(P.N !zit) 

Place : Mumbal 
Date : 30.10.2018 
Dictation taken by : A.R. Nair. 

\ Anil Nair \Judgments \ 2018 \ Oct 2018 \ 0.A 9 16 16 with MA 468.18 in 0.A 916.16, mt order, DB. 10 8.doc 



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.921 of 2018 

R.M. Jadhav 
	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

Maharashtra Public Service Commission 
	 Respondents. 

Shri N.D. Pote, 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 P.N. Dixit, Member(A) 

DATE 	: 	30.10.2018. 

PER 	 Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

ORDER 

1. Heard Shri N.D. Pote, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 14.12.2018. 

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage and separate notice for final 

disposal shall not be issued. 

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on Respondent intimation/notice of date 

of hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of 0.A.. 

Respondent is 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. 

Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and notice. 



2 

7. In case notice is not collected within seven days or service report on affidavit is not 

filed 3 days before returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed without 

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

8. Heard on the point of ex-parte ad-interim relief. 

9. Parties agree that it shall be convenient to refer to Set B, copy of answer whereof is at 

page 32 to 39. 

10. 	We have heard this case even yesterday and what had transpired is as follows :- 

(a) Question paper contained 50 questions. 

(b) There were four set of papers. 

	

(c) 	All questions in all four sets were concurrent, except alternation of sequence 
thereof. 

	

(d) 	Examination is with book. 

(e) Answer in the model key to Question No.13 was modified from option of 6 
weeks to option of 7 weeks. 

	

(f) 	The case proceeds on absolute vivid background namely printed copy of leave 

rules as in published in Government publication as well as private publication is 

prescribed by Rules 74(5) text of the said rule is as follows :- 
(5) Leave under this rule shall be admissible in a case of mis-carriage or 

abortion, including abortion induced under the Medical Termination of 
Pregnancy Act, 1971, subject to the following conditions 

(a) the leave does not exceed six weeks, and 
(b) the application for the leave is supported by a medical 

certification. 
(Quoted Rule 74(5), page 38, from MCS (leave) Rules, 1981) 

	

(g) 	According to M.P.S.C., Question No.29 was omitted due to error in its 

formation, which had resulted in misleading candidates while answering. 

	

(h) 	As per Rule 74 of Maharashtra Civil Services (Leave) Rules, 1981 (as are printed 

in the latest Government publication) the period of leave available for mis-

carriage or abortion or medical termination of pregnancy is upto six weeks. 

) 	As per Government Resolution dated 28.07.1995 the concession of leave has 
been extended with outer limit of 45 days. 
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(j) Formation of Question No.13 as referable to duration of "weeks" and than 

outer limit of "days". 

(k) Applicant had answered Question No.13 by filling in the dot of "i". 

(I) 	If reply given by the Applicant which is in accordance with rule as available, is 

accepted 13 candidates would qualify for interview as per present bench mark 

and two candidates would go out of field of consideration as they would fall 

below bench mark. 

(m) Interviews are in process. 15 candidates were to be interviewed today and 15 

candidates shall be interviewed on 01.11.2018. 

(n) Applicant would stand chance for being called for interview as he would fall 

within 13 candidates. 

11. In the aforesaid background, it is evident that the answer attempted by the applicant is 

in concurrence with statutory rules as available as published and as printed. 

12. Since the applicant haS made out the case by demonstrating that he would qualify if his 

reply is accepted, or question No.13 is deleted either. 

13. Hence, Applicant is entitled for interim relief. Denial of relief would result in 

irreparable prejudice. 

14. In view that we have heard the case for ex-parte, ad interim relief, we propose to 

order in such manner that interest of the candidates who are not before this Tribunal as well 

is taken care of. 

15. We, therefore, by way of ex-parte ad interim relief order as follows :- 

(a) M.P.S.C. shall call the applicant for interview and conduct the same. 

(b) All other candidates who stands chance for interview as well as who may be in 

the lisi. chance (13) and also two who may get deleted as well be called for the 

interview. 

(c) Outcome may of interviews be declared but should not be acted upon. 

(d) Further directions as regards declaration of results would be given after 

respondent file affidavit-in-reply. 



prk 

$1t4LCW1C7  
(P. . Dixit) 	 (A.H. Joshi, 
Member(A) 	 Chairman 

4 

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

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

18. S.O. to 14.12.2018. 

DAPRK\2018\10 	\ 30.10 \ 0.A.921-18.doc 
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The Kt 

(PreseniAng 

Offwe 	 C.7 Aleraoranita of 

Appearadoo, Tribunal's orders or 

directions urn RegLitoar's ord. is 

Date : 30.10.2018 

0. A. No.859 of 2018 

R. D. Kekan 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

the Applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the learnea 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. seeks short adjournment. 

3. 5.0. to 31.10.2018. 

41) -Mr' 
(P. N. DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

VSM 

arip3,T t • 3 -51 
C. a;•'.O.. 	car.; 

P413.0.. to 	3  t\i..0)  1-60' 
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