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i 0.A.1162/2017

' Smt. L.V. Bhandare ... Applicant

| Vs. .

: _ The State of Mah, & ors, -« Respondents
1. Heard Ms. M.A. Gowalani, learned Advocate

for the ‘Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned
i Presenting Officers for Respondents.

f 2 The present O.A. has been preferred by thé
' Applicant viz. Jyoti Vikas Bhandare with limited prayer
; for direction to Respondent No.1 to consider her
J representation dated 812/2016.

; 3. The Applicant is daughter-in-law of deceased
F Shahaji Tayappa Bhandare, who died on 24.04.2008 in
f harness. The application made by the Applicant for
appeintment 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,
i Mumbai by order dated 15.07.2015. Thereafter, the
Applicant again made a representation to Respondent
No.l — 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
compassichate 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
O.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.l- 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
kgt
7. The learned P.0. shali communicate this order

to Respondent No.1 for necessary compliance. No
order as to costs.

Sd/-

(A\.,P. Kurhekar)
Member-l
30.10.2018
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T —— MLA268/2018 in 0.A.475/2018

... Applicants

Shri 5.D, Gulekar & Ors.
Vs.
i 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. 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 quaiification, 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 25" 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 Appilicant, it being continued
! cause of action, that is in fact no delay and in spite of
i making representations from time to time with the
J Respondents, no action has been taken by the
I Government, and therefore, there being nc 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 heid 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. opposi'ng the application on
the ground of limitation. The same is taken on
record.

7. In so far as the delay in filing O.A s
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’bie 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.

Sd/-
(A.b. Kurhekar)

Member-)
30.10.2018
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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. Bandiwadeka r, learned Advocate for the Applicant,

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

CORAM : Shri A.P. Kurhekar, Member )]
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 interim relief in terms
of para no.10(b) seeking directions to the Respondent No.3 to communicate the

decision taken, if any, on his appeal which was heard on 9.10.2017 by the Government.

4. It is very surprising that though the appeal seems to have been heard on
9.10.2017, the period of one year has been passed but the decision is not

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

6. Respondent No.3 is directed to tommunicate 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.




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

final disposal shall not be issued.

S. 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
0.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 ana
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. 5.0.1t04.12.2018.
14.  Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed.

15. Learned P.O. for the Respondents is directed to communicate this decision 10

the Respondents.
N Lo
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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Tribanal s orders

M.A. 583/2018 in O A 189/2018

Shri Sarjeraa D. Patil . Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents
1. Heard Shri K.T. Pawar, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri AlJ. 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 conditicnal order passed by this
Tribunal on 12" October, 2018. The Respondent
Nos.1to 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
Q.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 Q.A. No.189/2018 is restored to the file.
W gea)g L dugerd)
Sd-
{A.P. Kurhekar)

Member-J
30.10.2018
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0.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
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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 tirne.

3. The [earned 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 0.A.475/2018 is disposed of with direction
to Respondent No.l 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
Applizant can challenge the decision on their
reprasentation before appropriate forum, as
may be permissible in law.

6. No order as to costs.
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member-J
30.10.2018
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Date :30.10.2018
0.A.No.645 of 2017
M.A. Damale ...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
l Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

f -
PATE

respondent No;1.

28.11.2018.

eonsY. yol fr)r f"w HPanrﬁ&”T M ® 2

! sba

S.0.to 28,11,2018.

irth.frl Pl

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

Presenting Ofﬁ;er for the Respondent No.2. None for the

As the pleadings are completed, the matter is

3dmitted and kept for final hearing after vacation on

Sd/-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.No.876 of 2017
jR Sonkavade ....Applicant
ersus
he State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

;

oS et

o . .
T S
PLETI AN

e Applicant «nd Smt.

Heard Shri A.V. Sakol‘kar, the learned Advocate for

K.5. Gaikwad,

resenting Officer for the Respondents.

the

learned

At the request of the learned Advocate for the

\pplicant, adjourned to 28.11.2018.

. ‘.
Sd/-
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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Original Application No. ol 20 District
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The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
“Presenting Officer......oooo )
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directions and Registrm’s orders
Date: 30.10.2018
0.A.N0.509 of 2018
P.S. Kumbhar ~..Applicant
Veisus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents,
1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learnad Prasenting

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.

: r ; ; 3. By order dated 24.10.2018, leave was granted to
st AP \<L1-th‘4<°—ﬁ~ ; iﬁ;m\om(@

implead the Raspondent No.3 and notice was issued

Dol CANCE: | returnable on 30.10.2018. But learned Advocate for the
' m/%Q‘MRQl%Q’ Applicant could not serve the notice to the Respondent
L g tha Anmingint ' No.3 within time, being short.
MAQCL‘OC-L {LﬂL 4, The learned Advocate for the_ Applicant requested
—- T Mo the RBSDGM‘?’“a for extension of time to serve the notice
e Qﬂo)[ill% ........ 5. Hence, time is granted to serve the notice cn

Respondent No.3.
Z P
6 5.0.t020.11.2018.

N
Sd/-

AU
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (1}
sha
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Date :30.10.2018
0.A.No.488 of 2018

N.R. Mishra -..Applicant
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 Appiicant.

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 1% July, 2015 and the
penod 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.
LA
Sd/-
(A.l}.fi(urhekar)

Member (j)
sha
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Date : 30.10.2018
0.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 BK., the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. The present 0.A. has been filed challenging the
order of punishment imposed upon the Applicant by order
dated 17.04.2018. The Applicant is seNing 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 0.A.
before appropriate bench. No order as to costs.

™

Sd/-

N
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member {1)
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Date: 30.10.2018
0.A.No.310 of 2018

5.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,
2, Respondents have already filed reply.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant does not want

to file affidavit-in-rejoinder.

4, As the pleadings are completed the matter is

admitted and adjourned for final hearing on 4.12.2018.

5. 5.0.10 4.12.2018.

Sd/-
W
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
sha
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Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.N0.528 of 2018
V.V. Kabade ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.U. Sakaolkar, 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
' Ao tesDin
the pendency of this geeedggs e Applicant has been

promoted and posting has already been given.

l
'3 Today, learned Advocate for the Applicant has

i
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 actior does not survive

and therefore application be disposed of.

no cause of action is survived, Original

Application is disposed of. No order as to costs.
~ e
Sd/-

{(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (1)
sba
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Date : 30.10,2018
0.A.N0.323 of 2017
Dr. V.U. Isane ....Applicant
Versus ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..., Respondents.

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

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. On perusal from order dated 15.11.201? 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.

4. 5.0.t05.12.2018,

sd- -

(A.P\.' Kurhekar)
Member (J)
sha



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


(LR T 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015)

I8pl.- MAT-T.2 E,
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MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DsTrICT
..... Applicant/s
TAdYOeALe e }
Versus
The State of Meharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
Presenting Officer............ooiii S }
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corsem,
Appeunrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
direetions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.No.509 of 2018
P.5. Kumbhar ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents,
1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the
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Applicant and Shri A.l. Cheugule, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2,

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant requested for
extension of t{ime to serve notice on newly added

Respondent No.3.

3. By order dated 24.10.2018, leave was granted to

tmplead the Respondent. No.3 and notice was issued

| returnable on 30.10.2G18. 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 on

Respondent No.3,

6. 5.0.t020.11.2018.
iy}
Sd/-
N
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
sha
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0.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 AJ. 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
5% December, 2018.

4. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall
not be issuad.

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 guestions 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
compliance in the  Registry within one week.
Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance
and notice. '

8. In case, notice is rot collected within three
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.

9, S.0. to 5" December, 2018.
Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member-)
30.10.2018

(skw)
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divectivne and Registrurs's orders

Date : 30.10.2013

C. 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 . Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. seeks short adjournment.
3. S5.0.to01.11.2018.
Sd/-

(P. N. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

VSM
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO 32 OF 2018
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 1044 OF 2015

DISTRICT : JALGAON

Dr Sudhir S. Dusane )...Applicant
Versus

Dr Pradeep Vvas, )
Principal Secretary, Public Health Dept, j ...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
1s 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




) C.A 32/2018 in O.A 1044/2015

r3
-

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 Vvas 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 LA.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 adverteace to party’s or Advocate’s notice of proposed

action for contempt.

1. 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 *he 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.A32/2018 in O.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. 5.0 to 26t November, 2018,

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

communicate this order to the Respondents.

Sd/- ' Sd/-
{P.N Dixit) “AH Joshi, rﬁ*‘\

Member (A) Chairman

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

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2018\0Oct 2018\C.A 32.18 in O.A 1044.15 Int order, DB. 10.18.doc
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIETRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
CONTEMPT APPLICATION NO 31 OF 2018
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 102 OF 2016

DISTRICT : NASIK

Dr T.A Jadhav )...Applicant
Versus

Dr Pradeep Vyas, )
Principal Secretary, Public Health Dept, ) ...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.G 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 12. Dr Pradeep Vyas, Principal Secretary, is




2 C.A 31/2018in O.A 102/2016

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.

g, Conterinor 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 L.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 personallv 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.A31/2018 in O.A 102/2016

attend to the order and its compliance. lLapses, if any could have been caadidly
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. 5.0 to 26t November, 2018,

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

communicate this order to the Respondents.

' Sd/- / Sd/- (N\
(P.N Dixit) (A.H Joshi)J.)
Member (A) Chairman
Place : Mumbali
Date : 30.10.2018

Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair,

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2018\0ct 2018\C.A31.18 in O.A 102.16, Int order, DB. 10.18.doc
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE Ttigss i

MUMBA!
Uriginal Apphcation No. ot 20
Ay Gente . T e
Phe State of Lediarashorg und GEL-c oy
sl
Preseativgs Oificer. . e ]
. ——. _. e e o
Otfice MNotes, Office Memoranda of Lo,
Appeuruece, Uibunad's vrders oy Fwiiiiis e
direetione and Registrer's orderss
~ Date: 30.10.2018
0. A. No.866 of 2018
‘ P. M. Nafla ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri R. M. Kolg.e, the learned Advocate for
- the Applicant and Ms S. P. Manchekar, the learned Chief
Presenting Officer far the Respondents.

Advorats for tre Applican)
ShilSmt, - <, f MQV\O-{OJ(U 2. Learn.ed Adv‘ocatfa far ‘the Applicant ‘propo.ses to
L 2o WMRBSPOM - have hearing on interim relief and seeks circulation for
hearing before the Division Bench.

iu

aavso.. i

]

£ __ | 3. 50.t031.10.2018,

Sd/-
(P. N. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A}

VEM



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


(ORI 2260 (A} (50.000.-2.9015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRz Py

MUMBAI
Original Application Ng. ' ol 20 CoThey g
v B e
{Advocate ... e B '
versgy
The State of Maharashtra und c1hepe ‘
LTRSS I
(Presenting Officer.... . i
Office Nutés. Hfice Memoranda of (SRS
Appearnace, Tribungl's grders or RS LN T TP
divections and Registrar's orders
Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.N0.729 of 2018
V.V, Doke -..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra &OoOrs. .. Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. P, Mahajan, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents,

2. The matter pertains to suspenston which is under '
DATE =0 \D\(% _ challenge. However, today, learned P.O. has tendered
QOR&M : letter issued by Gov_ernment dated 30.10.2018 informing

on'ble LN-DE / that the proposal for reinstatement of the Applicant is
m. & lconhalian Eie-ﬂ)\‘ﬁc—mf D :

under consideration of the Government.
APPEARANCE:

E , ‘ |
~—3heSmt, @Wm%@d.% 3, As such the mater being under consideration of the

‘IGovernment, the decision be likely to be issued within 2 2-3

Advocate for $he Apphoant b
) days,
ShriSpt—, AJ”C"L@C‘M Uﬂo‘
—EPCF.0. for the Respond 4, Learned P.Q. for the Respondents is directed to
' e ‘ take instruction and inform this Tribunal about further
AXIS.0. 10 Q—LU[ ...... e

ﬂ//@{ development in the matter.

5. 5.0.t02.11.2018.
N
Sd/-

(A.P.'\Izu rhekar)
Member {))

sha
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(GCPYJ 2960 (A) (50,000—2.2015:

IN THE MAHARASHOTRA ADMINISTRATIVE 1741 b3 T B

QOriginal Applicatinn No. -

MUMBAT

of 20 T

LTl ;,I:Ln’s

{Advocate ..., . I ) ]

(Presenting Officer.. ...

(AN T RN

The Htate of Maliarashiva o] LN TERTIN

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Carans

Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or
p

directions and Registrar's orders

DATE =ol0/l8
CORAM

I-S‘weﬁ e ll-ﬁ fnﬁf{m/ MLQ-Q-CL]—)

APPEARANCE: -

,

%hrmmsm(’\{mfé,w

Advocate for the Appioant

Ad./S.0. o li“/g

crwinngs

I Co ety

R L

Date : 30.10.2018

0.A.N0.1030 of 2017 with 0.A.N0.1031 of 2017 with
0.A.N6.1032 of 2017 with 0.A.N0.1033 of 2017 with
0.A.N0.1034 of 2017 with C.A.N0.1049 of 2017 with

0.A.N0.1050 of 2017
D.S. Patil (0.A.N0.1030 of 2017)
$.D. Salunke (C.A.N0.1031 of 2017)
A.G, Patil] & Ors. {0.A.No.1032 of 2017)
.. Shinde (0.A.No.1033 of 2017)
S.P. Patil (0.A.N0.1034 of 2017)
U.S. Patil . {0.A.No.1049 of 2017)
5.5. Roopnawar (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, Galkwad, 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,

3. At the request of the learned Advocate for the
Applicant, $.0. to 1.11.2618. No further adjourﬁw*v\vriﬂ be
given thereafter.

(AN

Sd/-

| w
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
sba
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. Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Curam,

Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’'s orders
directions and Registrar's grders :
— —_—— —_————

Date :30.10.2018
0.A.No.968 of 2018

Dr. 5.D. Bhosale -..Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & ors, Respondents.
1. Heard Smt, 'P. Mahajan, learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Smt, K., 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 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 -
TIATE 3ollo l & the Maharashtra Administrati\}e Tribun.al {Procedure) |
w}%ﬂ_,} Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and
;“&N@AWM ency aiterna‘te 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

ek ppHoa , ‘
~=vocate for the A ) nt within one week. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of
~2hrflmt . t-(S@cIu[-@_wca_c} compliance and notice. '
—EE2M.0. for the Respondant/s
I | 8 7. In case notice is not collected within three days and
AcliS.0.%0...... I{H --------------------- if service report on affidavit s not filed three days before

//{z returnable date, OA shall stand dismissed without’

reference to Tribunal and Papers be consigned to record.

8. S.0.t01.11.2018. \

Sd/-
(A.l\;:“ kurhekar)

Member (J)
sha
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIV K R vk i
MI/MBAIL
Original Application No. of 20
L s
tAdvocate o
LS
The State of Maborashorn aoned o)
ISR
(Presenting Officer. . . ... ...
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Covam
Appuearance, Tribunal's orders or Twibiat,) « o
directions and Registrae's arders
Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.N0.825 of 2017
5.5, Sawant ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

DATE ‘molio\18

N

CORAM

Fon'hle She RN '

N S IR VAT i SRR
APFEARANCE:

SheiSmt—— R 2o

Advocate for the Apmhnant

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

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for the 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. 5.0.t0 20.11.2018,

LN

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
sha
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE ¥ 1811 5 E

MUMBAI
Original Application No. af 20
Ly beantis
tAdvocate . :
e itade s
The State of Maharashtra sodd ok oes
f st
(Presenting Officer... ... ... .
Office Notes, (Mffice Memeranda of Uaram,
Appeurance, Tribunal's orders or Fopivee ot by
directions and Hegistrar’s ordors :
Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.No.267 of 2018
Dr, M.K. Barve «.Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents,
1. Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

oate goliol® T

CORAM

bar Ty Sﬂﬂw ; ' ‘

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In thes matter by way of interim refief 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 w\asj 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 direcfions
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.

S. In view of this, learned P.0. seeks two weeks time

to clarify as well as to file reply to the 0.A.
L N . I\',-?
Sd/-
N
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (1)

6. 5.0.t0 28.11.2018.



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


Office Notes, Oftice Menroranda of Corwm,
Appoeurance, Tribunal's vrders or
divections and Registrur’s ocders

Tribbunal’s orders

DATE = ol[g‘ﬂg

C ORAT%“

on'bie /
S st AR ean et “M

APPEARANCE:
ShriSmt |4 8. TQaCQ G

Advocate for the Applinant

QM W—S M G @O\LO-C§..
TR0, for the Pespondent/s

sason. 19 l1LlIE:

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

Date : 30.10.2018
M.A.N0.578 of 2018 in 0.A.No0.336 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, Applicent 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 képt 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 oné 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. 5.0.1t0 19.11.2018.
Mt

Sd/-
W
“(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

hn
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coruin,
Appearance, Fribunal’s orders or
directions und Registrur's oedors

Tribunal’s orders

CORAM )

APEFEARANCE:

Wopiloer (]

sregsmt Ok Radhed |
Acncats for the Apminant

srmmt 7. 5.0 Dole
=70 7.0, for the Faspondant/s

AZLIS.0. %0 }f[[?-[(@
&

L

Date : 30.10.2018

M.AN0.535 of 2018 in 0.A.No0.901 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. {ssue notice returnable on 4.12.2018.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this
stage and separate notice for final disposa! 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/natice 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 defivew[ 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 ndt filed three days
before returnable date, MA shall stand dismissed without

reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record.

8. 5.0.t04.12.2018.

Sd/-
(A.P\:V Kurhekar}

Member (J)
sba
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Office Notes, O¥ice Memoranda of Corum.
Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections wnd Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

oae zollol8 TN

CORAM

e A e frrpentA

e fnloor b
APPEARANCE:
ghriiset (o J&$PQNEML

fevocaio for the Anplioant

T=0. far the Ragpondent/s

AXIS.0. 10 /ff/»"—[f‘i?
Vi

/

Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.N0.965 of 2018

5.5. Nimangare ~.Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.A. Deshpande, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri 5.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 comﬁlete 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 cansigned to record.
8. 5.0.10 4.12.2018.

- [

Sd/-

-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (1)
sba
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Offive Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum,
Appceurance, Tribunal’'s ordoers or
divections snd Registrar's arders

Tribunal’s ovders

OATE -molioll 377

CORAM _
mmew
shys A8 < MQ-V\L\O”I@ 2Cg
APPEARANCE: .

S}'-r”' P 5 \\O'c&g:fnu
A P P P@x_g ol .
AwmemMoAaM-—«

R4 gy

ehaset AT CLL@&— “’“Qi

WO for the Raspondent/
AG/5.0. % .... ff(lL{(g .....

LA

Date : 30.10.2018 :
0.A.No.930 of 2018

P.Y. Shinde ....Ai:plicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1. Heard Shri P.Y. Shinde, Applicant in persoh and Shri
A.). 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 0.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 fimitation and
alternate remedy are kept open. '

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed
post/cpurier 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.tc 4.12.2018.

Sd/-

(A.P.\lr(urhekar)
Member (J)
sha
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(GOP ) 2266 (A) (50.000--2.2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE, 1reiety PR

Original Applicationt No.

tAdvoeate T

The State

{Presenting Officer... ...

MUMBAIL
ot 20

-

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

ey

of Maharashtra and otl s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cavam,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders ov
directions and Registrar’s oarders

DATE 2o o|\3

coRAM
Hﬁﬂ"bie W
sk B v émtloen_ﬂ_{;
AP PFARANCE'

Noha. QOC“—Q*L

APP \cco_mﬁ“

Advocate for tho Apphicant

MQ for the Respondent!s
AZ/S.0. 0 :‘;//ﬁ’—-J/%

vt
4
Tuitearal s vade, =

Date : 30.10.2018

0.A.No.112 of 2018
1.P. Madye ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. None for the Applicant. Heard Shri S.0. Dole, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The Respondents have already filed affidavit-in-

reply.

[3. As the pleadings are completed the matter is

admitted and fixed for final hearingon 4.12.2018.

4, 5.0.t0 4.12,2018,
Sd/-
w
{(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
sha
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WGP 2260 (A) (B0.000--2-2010)

I [ E
IN THE MAHARAQH'I RA ADMINISTRATY b RIS
MUMBAI
Original Application No. f 20 P
LAV OCATE i e e e s }
ciEe
The State of Maharaghtra aoed ariors
| L=
{Presenting Officer.................. .. .
e -
(MEice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tt o1 5 1. gy
directions and Registrar’s ordors
Date : 30,10.2018
0.A.N0.1044 of 2017
H.G. Chopade ...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the

D lO\i%

DATE T,
CORAM
Hv ‘ble W
o3 W
/ wloenC 7]
APPEARANCE: |

SF’;IR%"‘\JV'IDS\‘U

Asdvgoate for the Apnficant

- ~-3'r—"’12. .

B0 fnr ths P@ﬁrrndent!s

HOB

&%

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.

b

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.
AN
Sd/-

w
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (1)
sha
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(LOPY J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015)

e { E
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATYVE ER1RE e
MUMBAT
Original Application No. of 20) ‘ TRRTR
o b anrs
TAAVOCALE e e
P ERR
The Siate of Maharashtra snit atioors
PEIYS 8
(Presenting Officer. ..o o o
Office Notel, Office Memoranda of Coram B
Appearance, Tribunals ordevs or Taibavg o oo
directinns and Registrar's orders
Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.No.617 of 2018
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. KS. Gaikwad, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
Z. Today, short affidavit-in-reply has been filed on

DATE Yo E!\Q\\%

CORAM

'»m.nt;d

Slows (B leesthel=Re b0
;PFEARANE:_E_

ShrilSmt—... PCP.MCQ-{W—'

Advosate for the Apphioant

__Shevamt 40 R Galgnad
om0 for the F@ﬂrondenﬂs

AdLISO. o 2?“‘“% ...............

behalf of the Applicant in respect of the issue of

suspension raised by the Respondent in thair 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.

3 5.0.t0 27.11.2018.

N
Sd/-
-
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
sba
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(GLCP D 2260 (A) (50000 —-5-2015) B oy 1
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE fheihicy.
MUMIBAIL
Original Application No. of 20
I REER RIS $1 )
tAdvocate . IUTRUT RO ;
® persps
The State of Maharashirs onel otd o0
ot
{Presenting Officer. ... ... . .
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, B
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tyideirrnt « o gbe oz
directions and Registrar's arders
Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.No.797 of 2017
Tor. P.M. Pati ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ... Respondents,
1. Heard Shri M.R. Patil, learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned Presenting
bfficer for the Respondents.

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

DATE ;30&10&\ i') T affidavit-in-reply which is at page No.140 to 170.

CORAM

v n.mewm 3. As the pleadings are completed, the matter is
s‘(:n Ao <can_., @ndit) '

“admitted and kept for final hearing on 30.11.2018.
APFEARANCE:

Sher\RPQj—'\\ 4. In the meantime, liberty is granted to the Applicant

. ) to file rejoinder.
Advorcats for iha Apphioant

R C_,_([\o bl 5. 5.0, t0 30.11.2018.
{ 7P.0. for the Fgspondent | R
ALS.0. %0 50\“1\18 .......... ; v S
ﬁ] v, {A.P. Kurhekar)
(/,_/ Member (1)
sba
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G OP T 8200 (A) (B0.000--2-2015) KRR )
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE T8RFRIIL 28
MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Vil
For e
{AAVOCALE ..o e
IEREITE
The Stare of Maharashtra ond otb ez
R 0
{Presenting Officer................... b
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearanve, I'ribunal's orders or Taheet v s
directions and Registrar's orders
Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.No.629 of 2018
T.B. Vhanmane ..Applicant
Varsus
1The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

DATE 3_30&\0\ \& -

CORAM
e 3 i t'i:?»&ﬁ‘ oAbt R loer (3

ARPEARANCE:
Shri/Smt— 10

P 2o\ e

Astracate for tha Apphoant

clhana \'3".%:..-
Rﬂs& nd !3

oK
AC BO D b[’&f?’ ..........

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.
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. $.0.t0 5.12.2018.

Sd/-
W

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
sba


Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ur
directions and Registror's ovders

Tribunal's arders

DATE oll®

CQQAM
nmawww
YV OpPe e ) fomioond]

APPEARANCE:
Shrigmir. AL Bendicadaian

- Advocate for the Applicant

Qi‘ﬂ‘}u#/"@f:!. C““’L}‘vﬁ(ﬂ

Fali=2ot <10} forthaRas

Date : 30.10.2018
0.A.No.266 of 2018

K.S, Kulkarni ...Applicant
Versus ]

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..., Respondents.
1 Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The issue involved in the matter is about grating

time bound prometion and consideration of earlier
temporary service along with regular service of the

Applicant for time bound promotion.

3. Learned Advacate for the Applicant invited my
attention to various judgments pass.ed by this Tribunal,
confirmed by the Hon’ble High Court and Hon’ble Supreme -
nd the

Court to point out that the legal position is &
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 :e\nd it may take some time to take final
decision. '

5. Learned P.O. for the Respondents request.s for
three weeks time which is opposed by the learned
Advocate for the Applicant.

6. it appears that the issue raised in resent O.A. was
Ay

subject matter of earlier 0.A.s and I&&Egranted to the

Petitioner in these matters.

7. nspite 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, . .

Sd/-

(A.P\..’Kurhekar)
Member (1)
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,

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coruam,
Appearance, Tribuoml’s orders or
dirvections and Registrur’s orders

Tribbunal’ s ovders

DATE : 30’“0““8

Honble Justice Shil A. H. Jodbi (Chairmen)
Hon'le 8hri P. N. Dixit Member (A)

%\Awﬂkmi

paPodf CR degmt e
Advocate for the Applicant

~ ShivSmt. :.S.sﬁm%ugﬂzf!?ﬁx.,?ﬁti{
2P /PO, for he Respondentls b Sluse

COITTRTALIALLY -

L ades Py ™

Date : 30.10.2018

0. A. No.40 of 2018 with M.A.214/18 with
M.A.215/18 with 0.A.41/18 with M.A.216/18 with
M'.A._217/18 with 0.A.57/18 with 0.A.161/18 with
0.A.163/18 wotj 0.A.332/18 with 0.A.347/18 with
0.A.348/18 with 0.A.349/18 with 0.A.357/18 with
0.A.361/18 with 0.A.381/18 with 0.A.382/18 with
0.A.383/18 with 0.A.425/18 with 0.A.443/18 with

0.A.510/18 with 0.A.512/18

M.C. Patil&Ors. ... Applicants
Versus
~ The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

1 Heard Shri Akash Katecha holding for Shri A. R.
Rathod, the learned Advocate for the Applicants
(0O.A.N0s.40, 4z, 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 (0O.AN0.357/18) and Ms S. p.
Manchekar, the learned Chief Presenting Officer, Shri N. K.
Rajpurchit, Smt. Archana B. K., Ms N.G. Gohad, Smt. Kranti
Gaikwad, Shri K. B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents, Ms V. Maindad haolding for Shri A. A.
Desai, the learned Advocate for the Respendents
(0.A.392/18-Res.74, 86, 0.A.381/18 —Res.18, 6, 0.A.41/18
— Res.18, 6, 0.A.443/18-Res.4 to 7), Shri N. P. Balvi; 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
(0.A.Nps.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.

4, 5.0.t0 05.12.2018.

sd- ]
{(P.N. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)
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(LCPY J 2260 (Aj (50,000--2-2015) [E=TEIC Y SR DN

IN THE MAIIARAC}HTRA ADMINISTRATIVE VRYBLIM AL,

MU MBAI
Original Application No. C uf 20 ' Vesppr
. spehl oant/s
[Advocate ... 9“5@[“913“12' ...... B 3
Cersus i
o

The Stute of Maharashtra ael otiioses
oy o deptle

(Presenting Offfcer. .. )

Office Noies, Office Memovanda of Cornm,
Appearance, Tribunal’s erders or ’ b Eeibunal s endons
direetions and Registrar's orders ' ‘

o Dater 3001002018

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

|
Director of Medic%l Edu. & Ors. ...Applicants
=Yersus |
DATE: rohio)) g |
2 ’f-: A.R.Shaikh . Respondent.
2&“9 Bth N. Dixit Member 1 Heard, Shri AL Chougule, the learned Presenting
3hﬂ!8mt A:TC..[/‘U Officer and for the%Applicants (Ori. Resrfondents) and Shri
(o) ‘?33_{) Il S. Deshmukh thei learned Advocate for the Respondent
A(ﬁmcats for the Applicant {Ori. Applicant).. | '
swﬁtu @C:thklo(z; |
APO. for the Resg {"é;gUCM-" {earned PO for the Applicant (Ori. Respondent)
: \ deeks adjournment:
AYSO.o........ 1 | :
- 3. Learned Advocate for the Respondent (Ori.
g ~ Applicant) opposes ‘}to further adjournment of the matter.

4. 5.0.to 01.11.2018.

~

Sd/-

-~ {P. N. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

-
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GO P J 2260 (A) (50,000-- 2.2016) o IR

IN TH]:L MAHARASHTRA ADMINI‘%’lRA’] TV R WRTET M A

MUMBAJ]
Original Application No. ’ of 20 [T T
el nnnis
(Advocate ... et e e )
GOFRNS
The State of Maharashtra and otbci -
T anUs
(Presenting Officer.... ... e T, )
Office Notes, Office Memorandn of Coram, )
Apperranee, Tribunuls arders or Tribunal s wodcis
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 30.10.2018
0. A. No.519 of 2018
9. N. Hajare ...Applicant
VYersus
m :— Yo 12 ‘\ 13 The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
Hon bii: Ehri P. N. Dixit Member (4) 1 Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate
?‘(E MN.%E for the Applicant and Ms N. G. Gohad, the learned
~amt Khetra.. O‘»\gz %‘H’L Bresenting Officer for the Respondents 1 to 4. None for
wmfwme Applicant Respondent No.5.
(S;hdergtO NG00, - 2. learned P.O. files reply on behalf of the
L for the Resmndorm Respondent Nos.1 to 4. The same is taken on record.

MBSO ... Lf..@—“-L
6dU«l4+‘ CH*’( kel ¥ ;;ea ing in due course
' Tl )
Hivad  heatiny ool et i '
CoteiSe - -
Sd/-
< (P. N. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

Original Application is admitted and kept for final
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(GO 4 2266 (A) (50.000.—2-2015) At
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE FRFHB o0
MUMBAIL

Original Application No. af 20 B R

ERARRIRE S

TAAVOCALE o o e e

A

The Stiste of Maharashira sl otbooes

(Presenting OFFCOr. .. oot oo e L)

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Covam,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s erders or Tosivignusd 5 ooty

directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 30.10.2018

0. A. No.589 of 2018

DATE : 5o Ao ]_i ¥ H. D. Nagolkar ....Applicant
CORAM '

Honble Shil P. N. Dixit Member (A)

B :

Versus

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

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

Adwvocate for the Applicant the Applicant and Smt. Archana 'B. K., the learned
ShrifSmt Q*Qﬂ(“‘\n"‘- % le s Presanting Officer for the Respondents.
=il B P e "t et e P L P s

C.s .PO. for the Respondents _
L A \ . 2. Learned P.0O. seeks adjournment for one week to
Ad“ SO tO ..................._.l..‘......t..%.. . . file repry_

_cy

3. S.0.to026.11.2018.

Sd/-

(P. M. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

VSM
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(GLCPY T 2260 (A) (50,000---2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE,

[N SR AR AR

MUMBAI
Original Application No. af 20 Viiiae -
EEREE AR
LAAVOCALE L e e )
Ve s
The Stare of Maharashtya amd otioers
Ty ! RS

{Presenting Officer. ... ...

Office Notes, (Mfice Memorandn of Coram.
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registear's orders

DATE: _ 2o)lo)(®
GORAM

Hon'ble Justice Shrl A. H. Joah (Chairmem
Hon'ble Sh; P N. Dixit Mombar EA) )
shiiSm, - £.00,. belae, o e

Advocate for the Applicant
8hirsmt Aclaa & .oy -

o
(I LT T TN Yers,

LoF. AP.0. for the Respondentis st 7« Toruss b
AMISO...... 20 L8 -
ode powted 'y “‘H;l;wtnﬁ
Coltiy,
Sok ) 18

( AN 17 ) =2

Teilansi < ooodis,

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. ..... Respandents.

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.a.

2. Learned P.O. files reply to the amended O.A.. She
mentions that as far as O.'A'.N0.815/2017 is concerned,
the certificate of competency has been sent to the
concerned department on 24,10.2018 for verification.

3. Learned P.Q. should ensure that the verification
process is completed on priority.

4. Meanwhile, learned Advocate for the Applicant
proposes to file Rejoinder. Permitted.

5. S.0.to 20.11.2018.
Sd- 7

(P. N. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

VSMm


Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


H3OPHJ 2260 (A) 1BO,000—2-20156

IN THE MAHIARAQHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIRL A8

MUMBAIL-
Original Application No o 20 LT S
Vi l.?.' Gt e
iAdvocate ... ........................... P )
lerSs

The State of Maharashtra and ool oes

RN SR

(Presenting Officer........o L

Office Naotes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearsnce, Tribunel's orders ar

directions and Registenr's. orders

Trivan U vodos

Date: 30.10.2018

M. A. No.484 of 2018 with M.A. No.485 of 2018 in
0.A. No.984 of 2017

: gﬁg&- el \ o ‘\ | 8 R. N. Fulzele & Ors. ....Applicants

) Versus

Hon‘bfe Ehri P, N Duxnt Me
PEAS mber(A) The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..... Respondents.

ShrifSmi, ... &, (J DJCU U
B 1. Heard Shri A. N. Naikwadi, the learned Advocate for

mwmmewicam the Applicants and Shri A. J. Chougule, the learned
Shr/Smt, ;.. Q"\WUS’LU(L " Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
GF. PO, forlhe Respgm
Ad/S.0.10... H ‘ i 2. Learned Advocate for the Applicants seeks liberty

- — to carry out the amendment for the reasons stated

B LRy [ iR g there in the O.A. N0.984/2017.

p1lowsad .

< olp Lj-\u ]l 8 u\.Q__ 3. tibertyis granted.

e l’\‘ﬁkj ’ 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. $.0.1t027.11.2018 in M.A. N0.485/2018.

~ 0 .
Sd/-

(P. N. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

VSM
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G CUP 2208 (A) {50,000 222015
IN THE NIAHARA‘»H TRA ADMINISTRATIVE PRI 2
MUMBAI
Original Application Neo. of 20 (RSEREH
el antie
TAAVOCAte . L
PRSI
The Skate of Maharashira sod ot

{Presenting Officer..... ..o

1

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of invann.
Appearunce, Tribunal's orders or

directions and Registrar's orders

DA‘E:. 30 \['ﬁ i ig
CORAM :
Honto §hiP. N Dixit Mamber (A)

NG 7
Nogm fr,

ShrifSmt. .44, " ol 6

................... R aned b gy

Adwocate for the Applicant

shismt ... 6 Tchesufo
6. PO, for the Respondentfs

AR/S.0. 1o H'U’*"‘¥J :
vor i@ G&'—‘MQ/
oft o3 coirlevoses -

< ol L} L ]{% Y
me uggly v 0P

=L _

Teihunal & nrdg

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
...Respondents.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

1. Heard Shri A. N. Naikwadi, the tearned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule, the learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Llearned 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.

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

6. SO to 27.11.2018 in MA. No.486/18 in
0.A.132/18.
Sd/-
(P. &. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

VSM
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@ GOPY T 2260 1A (50,000--2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIQTRA’FH E

MUMBAI
Original Application No. nf 20
i 1./
(AAVOCATE i e e )
persus
The State of Maharvashtra and orboys
R Lt fe
{(Presenting Officer....... 0 '
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Apprearance, Tribunal’s orders or Fathnnal s weders
directions and Hegistrar's orders
e e 4 Date 130:10.2018 -
0. A. N0.790 of 2018 with O.A.482 of 2018
V.R. Thok & Anr. ...Applicants
Ly Versus
RAIE: _ o o 1% L .
CORAM The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..... Respondents.
; ;
Hon’ble Kl g N‘ ’JixﬂMember(A) ) 1. Heard Shri B. A. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Shzu% e 7 (?Dﬂ!ij ..,91,%4"
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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. Llearned C.P.O. files reply in O.A. No.482 of 2018 an

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

3. Asfar as O.A.N0.790 of 2018 is concerned, Learned
C.P.Q. proposes to file the same before 26.11.2018.

5.0. to 28.11.2018.

4,
sd- |
(. Nl DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)
VSM
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE & veres ooy

MUMBATI
Original Application No i uf 20 v
: tie
‘Advocate . ¥
iR
The State of Maharashra dred arf e
ERN
tPresenting Officer........ ..
Office Notes, Office Momoranda of Coran,
Appeurance, Tribunals orders or Frithanab o o1
directinns and Remistrars orders '
Date : 30.10.2018
0. A. No.815 of 2018
K. P. Gholap & Ors. ....Applicants

DATE: __asln 1D
CORAM :

Honble Shr P. N. Dixit Momber ()
sm!s g % 0. Claoudd e,

LTI

Adwocate for the Applicant

AiSmt. 5‘?”&"‘@9{5@4 .
« PG, for tha Respondenifs -

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 CP.0O. seeks adjournment for filing the
reply.

3. S5.0.t022.11.2018.
sd-

(P. N.'DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

V5M
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(G.CPJ 2260 (A) 150,000 22015 I
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATYVVE Vogrrtii b1
MUMBAYL -

Original Application No., ul 20 s
A EINEIY
fAdvocate ... ]
i i
The State of Maharashirg and el
' L
\Presenting Officer.. ... .~ ]
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Caram,
Appeurance, Fribunal's ordeps or Trrg o) = oeidey s
direciivns and Registrars ordoes
R : ‘Dater30:10.2018
0. A. No.663 of 2018
A, S. Kurundkar -...Applicant

QQM"——-——L_Lg Versus

MW%) The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
Hon'ble 8hri P N pixit Member. (A)
E.

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate

/Smt, ;... !/ ™M rala el
"WLQ"M:" ! for the Applicant and Ms N. G. Gohad, the learned

Adaccats for the Applicant * Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Shr'l‘;mt MG 6o . ‘

C. fﬂfmﬂmpondemfs 2. Learned P.0. seeks four weeks time to file reply,
Adi/ 8.0. tn”"’?ttl, LA 3. 5.0.t022.11.2018.

< |
| A

VSM
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GOP 2260 (A) (50.000—2.2015) K s PRI REL 4y
fﬁf;ﬁﬁ MA HARASHTRA ADMINISTRATYV Y, 1908381104
' . MUMBAX
Original Application Na. of 20 o ' R PR,

tAdvocate .. e
[ERT IR
The State of Maharashtea o STl

BER TS

(Presenting Officer. /.. L

Office Notes, Oftice Memaranda of Cloraan. . o . .
4 I RER AT .- N
Appearance, Tribanal's orders o
directions and Registrar's ordors

Date :30.10.2018

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

5. P. Jagtap & Anr, -w.-Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ... Respondents,

1. Heard shri R. M. Kolge, the leamed Advocate for
the Applicants ang 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 O.A. She
mentions that as far as O.A.No.815/2017 is concerned,

the certificate of tompetency has been sent to the
concerned department on 24.10.2018. P UQ'I.«*\CJ‘V\.

3. Learned P.O. should ensyre that the veriﬁcation
process wj completed gn priority,

4, Meanwhile, learned Advocat_e for the Applicant
Proposes to file Rejoinder, Ppmaani

5 S0t 20.11.2018,

o S

DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

VSia
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATYVE, Uik oy
MUMEAD | -

Original Application No.

tADvoeate . L

of 20

RS

The State of Maharashtra ond i oo s

‘Presenting Officer...

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of §$arnm, 1

Appewrance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Kegistrars ovdups

2ola LI

on PN

Shr?met. % anefmi it Rl

Adwocate for the Applicant

Sheiismt, - 0. 7 g:&?’:@#&
Gk APO. for the Respondent's

vo o),
AR/SOb .. SRR

£

Date : 30.10.2018

0. 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.0O. seeks one week’s adjournment for
filing Affidavit-in-Reply on behalf of the respondents.

3. 5.0.t019.11.2018.

Gq1ltra”
(P. N! DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

VSM
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRYREITILY
MUMBAI

Original Application No. of’ 20

(Advocate .o L e

RIS

The State of Maharashtra wml opbeas

tPresenting Officer... .

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corne:, T
Appuorrance, Tribunal's orders or Trimueal < e
directions and Registrar's orders '

Date : 30.10.2018
M. A. No.384 of 2018 in O. A. N0.695 of 2018

N. K. Chavan & Ors. ....Applicants

DATE: 3s=liolid Versus

m: ; ~ The State of Maharashtra & Ors.- ..... Respondents.
= e M ) )

Hort'ble Bhri P. N. Dixit Momber |

APPEARANCE: , . 1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre , the learned Advocate
' R T o #- 7 .‘ﬁ'l./kl .

Shit/Smt. ... L m SR -ngr for the Applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, the learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Adwocats for the Applicant
ShrIISmt.‘Sme'N/ 1A ....‘ 2. learned C.P.O. for the Respondents seeks
C.7. HP.O. for the Respow adjournment to file Affidavit-in-Reply.

AdL! 8.0.10 ’Ll‘fi..
3. -5.0.1t002.11.2018

—€_
(P_i;] NiZE

. DIXIT)
MEMBER (A)

VSM
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Original Applieation No.

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ar
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

GAYE .20 10) 2a1e
CORAM :

Hen'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

@i Aprlicant

shrior. oo Man Onedar...
A ) for #he Respondent/s

\T{‘G\‘V}V\Y&;cfw\ MQ\‘G‘V{Z Lﬂ‘ Pr&N foyr

\QUJpana\cn‘\'g
o D Mhaye U R der

Rivdo. 63,83 £ Vol
S0t 3|} 2008

B

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

L. Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate for the

applicants, Ms Swati Manchekar, learned C.P.O for the
Respondent, Dr Gunratan Sadavart, learned aavocate for

private Respondents and Shri D.B Khaire, learned
advocate for Res. nos 69, 88 & 161,
2. Learnzd 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 hes 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.0t031.10.2018.

(A.H Joshi, J.
Chairman




MA/RA/CA No. ot’ 20

I N
Original Applicativn No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Oftice Notes, Offica Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurulice, Tribunal's orders ur
directions and Registrar's urders ) ) S

Tribunal's orders

Date : 30.10.2018.
M.A.No.569 of 2018 in 0.A.N0.736 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.N0.736 of 2018 be read as common reply in alj
‘ ATE : 30\.'“ 2018 ~ Original Applications inctuding 0.A.No.734 of 2018, 0.A.No.
_QOFE@?_@ : 787 of 2018, 0.A.No.792 of 2018, 0.A.No.793 of 2018, DA,

Horbiz Jusiics St A, H. Joshi (Chaimman) No.517 of 2018, 0.A.N0.830 of 2018, 0.A.N0.815 0f 2018 and

Mﬂ*"uﬂﬁﬁﬁ: . . O.A.N0.804 of 2018, These Original Applications can be
Sheigeat. 1 MIAL OGN Aey.. heard finally,

Advocals for the Anplicant

shriismt, -5 faMan neMen-

C.RORO. for the Respondent/s

R AP SR e
Ad4/S.0. 10 j ‘ ‘ ' (A.H.JOSW
%J—Z Chairman

prk

3. For final hearing $.0. to 31.10.2018.




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 916 OF 2016
DISTRICT : MUMBAI

M.B Patil & Others )...Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Others, ) ...Respondent
With
MISC APPLICATION NO. 468 OF 2018
IN

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 916 OF 2016

Shri Ajinkya Padwal )... Applicant
(Ori. Res.no. 9)

In the matter of

M.B Patil & Others j...Applicants

Versus

The State of Maharashira & 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 (Me2mber) (A)

DATE : 30.10.2018
PER : Shri Justice A.H Joshi (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,
g, 10, 13 & 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 Thérefore, 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,

3. Learned advocate for the applicants states that applicants in the OriginalL".,
w L4

D . a5 .
Applications are under confusion as to whether&nevance 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
inforrmation.
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. 3.0 to 31.710.2018 for staterment 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,

Y ;
(P.N Dixit) (A.H Joshi, .J.
Member (A) Chairman

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

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\20 1B} Cct 2018\0.A $16.16 with M.A 468,18 in 0.A 816,16, Int order, DB. 10.18.doc



IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.921 of 2018

R.M. Jadhav ....Applicant.
Versus
Maharashtra Public Service Commission e Respondents.

Shri N.D. Pote, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.
Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Dfficer for the Respondents.

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

DATE 20.10.2018.
PER : Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman
ORDER
1. Heard Shri N.D. Pota, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. lssue 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 D.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 guestions 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 ore week.

Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and notice.



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 contaired 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 weil as private publication is
prescribed by Rules 74(3) text of the said rule is as follows :-

{5) Leave under this rule shall be admissible in g 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 opplication for the leave is supported by a medical
certification.
(Quoted Rule 74(5), page 38, from MCS (leave) Rules, 1981)

(8) According to M.P.S.C, Question No0.29 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 Governmant publication) the period of leave available for mis-
carriage or abortion or medical termination of pregnancy is upto six weeks.

(i)  As per Government Resolution dated 28.07.1995 the concession of leave has
been extended with outer limit of 45 days.




(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 "am”.

() 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 appliéant ha$ 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 foliows :-

{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 list chance {13) and also two who may get deleted as well be calied 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.



' 186.
17,

18.

prk

Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to iearned P.Q..

Learned P.0O. is directed to communicate this order ta the Respaondent.

S.0.t0 14.12.2018.

G

(P.N. Dixit)
Member(A)

(A.H. Joshi,
Chairman

DNPRENZ018M10 OCTN30.10NO.A.821-18.doe
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Thie State of Madiras s coaet o s

Presenting Orticoer. ... .

T Motes, Office Mentovanda of Uoenge

Appeavance, Tribunsl's orders or

directinas anl Begistva’s orders

- _s sqymw\%«,

C v '\, ik E:}‘t 4 'j’ Sf.i "j@"\u«

AG/5C. Zblha\ha

‘The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .....

XAt o0 L B P

Date : 30.10.2018
O. A. No.859 of 2018

R. D. Kekan ...Applicant

Versus

Respondents.

1. Heard Shri M. B. Kadam, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the learneu
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. seeks short adjournment.

3. S.0.to031.10.2018.

Q) jra
(P. T\{mem
MEMBER (A)

VSM
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