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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RIA./C.A. No. of 20
IN
Driginal Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.
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*
Ofﬁée Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearsnce; Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

L Date : 02.05.2019.
0.A.No.304 of 2019
5. V, Pawar -..Applicant
Versus :

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

1 Heard  Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A. ). Chougule,
iearned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In_the present O.A,, the chalienge is to the

transfer order dated 19.01.2019 whereby the
Applicant who is Group 'D' empioyée has been
transferred from Nashik to Nagpur and was also
directed to vacate the quarter within three days, The
Tribunal by order dated 27.03.2019 has already
granted interim protection in respect of vacation of
quarter.

3. The Respondents have filed repiy and the
matter is i'ipe for final hearing. However, in view of
ensuing vacation, it is not possible to hear the matter
finally and pass the judgment as only one working day
is left. Therefore, learned Advocate for the Applicant
has requested for grant of interim relief,

4. Learned Advocate for the Appiicant has
.pointed out that it being mid-term and mid-tenure
transfer there has to be compiiance of provisions of
section 4(4) (2) and 4(5) read with section 5(3) of
Transfer Act, 2005. He has pointed out that the
Applicant belng Group ‘D’ empioyee, Regional Head
of the Department is only competent authority and
there Is no notification of deciaration of competent
authority a:s contemplated under section 6 of Transfer
Act, 2005. ‘He has further emphasized that there is no
approvai of Civii Services Board {CSB) and, therefore,
the Impﬁgned transfer order s . prima-facie

unsustainabie in law.

{ETO.
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Tribunal's orders

S, Whereas Shri A. 4. Chougule, iearned P.Q. sougnt o
contend that in view of serious commaints of bghavior, e
transfer of the Applicant was necessitated. | He rtairly
concedes that there is no approval of CSB. However, ne
sought to urge that the Respondent No.l is Comperent
Authority to transier the Applicant.

6. The Applicant is working as Ward Boy inAESIS Hospital,
Satpur, Nashik. As such, he falls in Group ‘D’ categpry. As per
section 3(2), employee in Group ‘D’ shali normalty are not
subjected to fix tenure and they shall not be transferrea out
from the station where they are serving except on request
when a clear vacancy exists at the station wnere gosung s
sought, or an mutuat transfer, or wnen a supstanuated
compliant of serious nature Is receivea against him. Perusal
of 0.A, reveals that he was transferrea on account of huring
abuses to women near nis quarter ana reporting opce 1ate on
duty.

7. In the present matter, the Applicant :has opeen
transferred from Nashik to Nagpur which is out of region and
far away from Nashik. Even assuming that there are
substantiated compraint of serious nature against tne

Applicant there has to be approval of C5B which is admittediy

_hot taken, Beside, the transfer order seems to pave geen

passed by the Respondent No.l wno is Hega or tne
Department. Whereas for Group ‘D’ empioyes, Regional
Head of the Department is Competent Authority. Apartthere
is no notificaticn declaring the Respondent; No.l &s
Competent Authority. This being the position, prima-facie the
impugned transfer order is in defiance of provisions. of
Transfer Act, 2005.

8. In view of above, interim reliet s granted ip tarms of
prayer clause 10{a) of Original Appiication,

9. Hamdast and steno copy is allowea.

10. 5.0. 0 12.06.2013.
™ -

sd/-

{A.P. Kurnekar)
Memper(J)
Vs
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI :
’.‘JI.A./R_L\./C.A. No. of 20
IN
of 20

r)rigina;.'l Applicasion No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

;
Ol‘ﬁcL Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram, . , |
i TS
Appenrance, Tribunal’s orders or Date : OZ.OS.ZOﬁﬂmnal s order
directions and Registrar's orders

T.ANo.213 0f 2019 with 0.A_ No.235 of 2019
P.N. Lohakare & Ors. {OA 213/19)

R. K. famdare (OA 235/19) +.Applicants
Versus

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

_‘ 1. Heard Shri M. D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant in  0.A.N0.213/2019, Shri C.T.
Chandratre, learned Advocate for the' Applicant in
: 0.A. No.235/2019 and Shri A. J. Chouéule, tearned
. Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

- 2. In  present Original Applications, the
Applicants are seeking repatriation to Thane, District
in terms of orders dated 27.06.2018 and 17.07.2018.
The Applicants were serving in the office of District
Coller:tor,‘Thane but they were temporarity deputed
in Palghat Oistrict. They were to be répatriated in
terms of G.R, dated 19.08.2016.

3. In  similar situation, this fribunal in
0.AN0.09/2019 has given directions to the District
Collector, ‘Palghar to relieve the Applicants therein
within eight weeks from the date of order which was
passed on 25,02.2019.

4. Today, in the morning session,
M.AN0.223/2019 was filed in 0.AN0.08/2019,
wherehy fhe learned P.O. has sought éxtension of
time for the compiiance of direction given in the
order dated 25022019 citing administrative
dlfﬂculties‘for implementation of order as well as on
the ground that department aiso contemplates to
chailenge the order dated 25.02.2019 in higher
forum. Accordingly, four weeks time is granted for
comphance of order dated 25.02.2019. In so far as
these two. O.As are concerned, on last date, the

matter Wé§ adjourned to apprise the Tribunal about

the proposéd steps by Collector, Paighar.
PTO.
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Tribunal’ s orders

5. Today, learned P.O. submitted that In vacation, te
Collector, Palgharjikely 10 soive the aaministrative difficuities
$0 as to relieve the Applicants and, therefore, requested 1or
faur weeks time.

6. As stated above, in 0.A.N0.09/2019, four, weeks ume
was already granted to impiement the order passea in
0.A.N0.09/2019. in view of above, tour weeks tyme s again
granted to Cpilector, Palghar to take necessary Steps so as o
relieve the Appiicants from the office of Coliecror, Paighar
and to enable them to join in Thane, District else the mater
will be disposed of by passing judicial oraer.

7. As regard O.A. No0.235/2019, \earned Agvocate yor
the Applicant suomitted that the Applicant’s wife!is sutfering
from Schizophrenia and, therefore; hus earliest repatriation is
necessary. The Coiiector, Paighar s, therefore, direcred to
consider his difficulty within next four weéks ang shali pass
appropriate order.

8. In view of apove, the matters are adjpurnen 1or

hearing on 12.06.2019.

Sd/-

(A:P. Kurhekar)
Membper{))
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Apocearshce, Tribunal’s orders or
directionk and-Registrar’s orders

Nfice Notes, 'Office Memoranda of Coram,

Date : 02.05,2019.
Tribunal’s orders

0. A. No.332 of 2019

L. M. Kamble ..Applicant

Versus |

The ‘S'tat‘e'of Maharashtra j& Ors.  ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shrl 4. V. Bén&i‘wédékar,- Ieérned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. '

2. In the present O.A,, the Applicant has challenged the
impugned order dated 14.01.2019 whereby the Applicant has
been declared medically unfit and invalid pension has been
granted Invoking the Rule 68 of the Maharashtra Civil
Services {Pension) Rules, 1982,

3 Learned Advocate for thé Applicant has pointed out
that in‘view of the provisiohs of Rights of Persons with
Disabilities Act, 2016, the Applicant cannot be made to
retired on medical ground as he has acquired disability during
service and, therefore, he has entitled to be continued on the
same post or by creatiﬁg supernumerary post till he attain
the age of superannuation. He has aiso invited my attention
to Section 20 (4) of Rights of Persons Disabilities Act, 2016
which is in pari materia with section 47 of “The Persons with
the Disabilities (equai Opportunities, Protection of Rights and
Fuil Participation) Act, 1995 which stands repealed in view of
implementation of Rights of Persons with Disabilities Act,
2016. '

4, Learned P.O. Is, therefore, directed to bring this

aspect to the knowiedge of the Respondents so as to take

appropriate steps in accordance tolaw.

5 On the request of iearned P.O., four weeks time is
lastly granted for filing reply as weilias to take appropriate

steps as directed above in accordance to ruie.

6. Hamdast and stena copy is 'gra'ntéd.
7. 5.0 to 10.06.2019.
Sd/-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member())

vsm
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registray’s orders

Tribunal’'s orders

Date 1 02.05.2019.

M. A. Nos.244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253,
254, 255, 256 of 2019
in
0. A. Nos.1080, 1081, 1082, 1083, 1098, 1099, 1100, 1103,
1104, 1105, 1106, 1107, 1101 of 2018

Arun 5. Kharbude & Ors. ...Applicants

Versus

The 5tate of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Responuaents.

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learnea avocate Tor

the Applicants and Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. issue notice betore aomission returnable on
11.06.2019.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final aisposal at tnis
stage and separate notice tor final disposal snall not pe
issued.

q. Applicant is authornized and directed o serve on
Respondents intimation/nouce of date of nearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper popk ot
M.As.. Respondents are put to notice that the case wouid be
taken up for final disposat at the stage of admission nearing.

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Ruie 11 of the
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Proceaure) Ruies,
1988, and the questions sucn as limitation ana aiternate
remedy are kept open.

G. The service may be aone by Hand aeivery, speeq
post, courier and acknowiedgement be omtained ana
produced along with affidavit of compliance in tne Registry
within one week. Applicant I1s directed to file Affidavit ot
compliance and notice,

7. In case notice is not collected within seven aays or
service report on affidavit 1s not filed 3 oays pefore
returnable date, Misc. Appucations shall stana dismissea
without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to
record.

8. S.0.t0 11.06.2012.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)

vsm
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Tribunal s orders
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Date : 02.05.2019.

0.A.No.860 of 2018

S. 8. Kamble ~Applicant

Versus |

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ~.Respondents.

1 Heard Shri M. B. Kadam, learned Advocéte Tor the

Applicant and Shri A. ). Chougule, learned Present’ng Officer
for the Respondents. ;
2. The present Q.A. is filed for regulari}zation of

suspension period. The learned P.Q. tor the Respopuent has
pointed out that the Government by urder dated 2%1.04.2018
has already decided that the suspension pencﬁd ot the
Applicant cannot be regularized except for the pPrpose ot
pensionary benefits. However, this order dated 2]1.04.2018
has not been challenged by the Applicent in O.A. r
3. The statement made by the learned Aavcicate that
the order dated 21.04.2018 was rnot served |i:pon the
Applicant is apparently incorrect as there is acknovv?qument
of the Applicant on the order dated 21.04.2018.| He has
received the copy of arder on 25.,05.2018 whereasi the O.A.
has been filed on 24.09.2018. the Applicant thuswougnt to
have challenged the final order passed by the Goverament on
21.04.2018. |
4. However, in the interest of justice and to dgmde the
matter on merit permission is granted Lo Applicant q‘o amend
the O.A. so as to challenge the impugned ord?r gated
21.04.2018. ;
5. Amendment be carried out within a week.
6. 5.0.1t010.06.2019.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(})
VS
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Original Applheation No. ol 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Date : 02.05.2019
M. A. N0.22% of 2019 in 0.A.No.0Y or 2019

The State of Manarasntra & Ors. .empplicants

(Ori. kesponaents)
Versus
5. M. Gadhaave & Ors. ..Responaents.

(Ori. Appucants)

1. Heard Snn A. & Chougule, learnea rresenting
Officer for the Apg licants (Ori, Responaents) ang &. v.
Bandiwadekar, iearnea Advocate for - tne
Respondents {Ori. Appucants)
2. in O.A. No.W9/2019, the airections were
issued to Collector, raignar 1o relieve tne APicants
within eight week: oy oraer dated 25.02.2019. Tne
Applicants were aeputea temparariv n Palgnar
District ang were seexking repatriation 1a Fhane
District. By order matea 27.06.2017 ana 17.07.2017.
the Applicants were temporarily shittea to Palgnar
District with cfear conaition that they wi pe agawn
taken back in Thanz as per senionty list ana they wi
have lean on their post neid in Thane uistrict.  The
Coliector, Thane was reaay 1o accommoaate on Ris
establishment but the Collector, Palghar aia not resve
them. Itis on this background, the O.A. was disposea
of with direction to Louector, Palghar ta reneve e
Applicant within eignt weeks.
3. Shri A, J. Cnouguie, learned ... 1or tne
Applicants (Ori. Responaents) submitiea tnat aue 1o
administrative difficuities, the Responoents (Uri.
Applicants} could nut ve reileved within ume grantea
by the Tribunal. At tne same time, the matter seems
to be under processm tor filing W.E. against tne

order passed by this Tniounal in D.A.No.09/2019.

1R
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4. Shri AV, Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for the
Respondents {Ori. Applicants) Opposes the Application
contending that more than enough time was granted to

Coltector, Palghar to imblement the arder.

5. The Respondents {Ori. Applicants) were temoorarily
deputed in Paighar District on the post of Sr. Clerk. It apoears
that the Collector, Palghar has initiated process to promote
some  of the emplovees who were working on  hjs
establishment sg ag to replace the Respondents (0.
Applicants). True, the steps ought to have been taken in right
earnest to promote deserving candidates from the
establishment of Paighar District so that the Respondents
{Ori. Applicants) could be repatriated to their original place in
Thane District. Ongoing general elections are cited ane of the
reason for non-completion of promotional process. Ag such,
in view of thesa difficulties put farth by the Collector,
Paighar, | am inclined to grant four weeks time to implement
the order Passed by this Tribunal on 25.02.2019. Nop further

extension will be granted.
6. In view of above, Misc. Application ig accordingly
disposed of with no order as to costs,

Sd/-

¥
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member())

vsim
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" ink Nofes, Office Memoranda of Coram.
annearaner 'Trinunal’s orders or

tireerinns and Registrar's orders

Vs

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 02.05.2019.
0.A.No.1013 of 2018 with 0.A. No.18 of 2019

S. A. Patil ....Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

1. The Applicant is absent. Heard Smt. Kranti
Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. As per order passed by this Tribunal on

25.04.2019, today learned P.O. is present along with
Loghook of relevant period. She wants to produce
the same on record along with short affidavit.
However, she sought time for filing short affidavit
along with copies of Loghook.

1, The matter is adjourned to 06.06.2019 for
filing short affidavit and Logbook of the relevant
nericd.

4, $.0.to 06.06.20198.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{}}

[PT0)
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Tribunal’s orders

Date : 02.05.2019.

0.A.No.59 of 2019

P. B. Gurav ....Applicant

Versus

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

1, Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan. learned Advocate for

the Applicant andShri A 1. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.
2. In the present O.A., the Applicant has sought limited

relief to modify the transfer order dated 31.05.2017. qua the
Applicant and to post him at Sangali. Though the Applicant
was transferred by order dated 31.05.2017 he was relieved
only on 05.01.2019 to give suitahle posting at Sangali.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant on the above
background submitted that the O.A. be disposed of with
suitable direction to Respondent No.2 to consider the
Applicant’s representation dated 05.01.2019 in ensuing
reneral transfers of 2019 which are due in this month,

a In view of above, the O.A is disposed of with
direction to the Respondent No.2 to conslder the
reoresentatlon of the Applicant dated 05.01.2019 in
accordance to rules.

5. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed.

5. No order as to costs.
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{l)
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Date : 02.05.2019.
O.A.No.303 of 2019

M. N. Tosare «..Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K.,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today, the learned P.O. for the Respondents

has flled reply on behalf of the Respondent. It is
taken on record.

3. The matter is adjourned for hearing at the
stage of admission.

4, S.0.to 03.06.2019.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar}
Member(J)
vim
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Date : 02.05.2019.
0.A.No.409 of 2019

Dr. 8. H. Tadvl ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

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

2. Today, the learned P.0. for the Respondents

has filed reply on behalf of the Respondent. It is
taken on record.

a. On the request of learned Advocate for the
Applicant, time is granted for filing Rejoinder.

4, $.0. to 04.06.20189.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)

Tsm
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Date : 02.05.2019.
0.A.N0o.1000 of 2018

L. G. Lonkar & Ors. ....Applicants
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advoeate for the Applicants and Smt. Archana B. K,,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today, the learned P.O. for the Respondents

has flled reply on behalf of the Respondent Nos.2, 3,
5 and 6. it is taken on record. No reply is filed bv
Respondent Nos.1 and 4.

3, On the request of learned Advocate for the
Applicant time Is granted to file Refoinder.

4. S5.0. to 10.06.2019.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
; Member{l)
vsrh
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Date : 02.05.2019.
0.A.No.339 of 2019

S. S Iatkar ...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A. J. Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today, the learned P.O. has filed reply on

behalf of the Respondent No.1. It is taken on record.
3. The matter is adjourned for hearing at the
stage of admission.

4 S.0. to 04.06.2019.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{J)
vsim
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Date : 02.05.2019.
0.A.No.1135 of 2018

F. B. Mulla ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri R. M. Kolge, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K, fearned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today, the learned P.C. for the Respondents
has filed reply on behalf of the Respondent Nos.2, 3
and 4. It is taken on record.

3. On the request of learned Advocate for the
Applicant, time is granted for filing Rejoinder as well
as for reply on behaif of the Respondent No.2, if any.
4. S.0.t0 12.06.2019%.

Sd/-

N
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
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Date : 02.05.2019.

0.A.N0.217 of 2019

V. 1. Kamble ....Applicant

Versts

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

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri A. ). Chougute, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.
2. In the present 0.A., the Applicant who is retired

from service in 2018 is seeking direction to grant of retiral
dues as well as medical reimbursement claim etc. It seems
that three Departmental Enguiries were initiated against him
before retirement and those are continued after his
retirement. Department Enquiries are still pending.
3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant has pointed out
that only gratuity and regular pension can be withheld till
conclusion of D.E. proceeding but there is nof provision to
withhoid the medical reimbursement bill and travelling
alowance of the Applicant which are pending with the
department for a long time. He has invited my attention to
Page No.76 of the Paper-Book which shows that the medical
bills and one travelling allowance bill is pending with the
department for long time. Beside, leave encashment is also
not paid.
! Respondent Nos.1 and 2 are, therefore, directed to
‘ake necessary steps in respect of medical reimbursement bill
and travelling allowance bill payable to the Applicant and
shall pass appropriate order in accordance to rules, If the
Applicant is entitled to the same, it be processed and
‘eleased within four weeks.

Hamdast and steno copy is allowed.

. 5.0. to 03.06.2019.
Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
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" irk Notes, Office Memoranda of Corpm,
apnearance Fribunal’s arders o Tribunal’s orders
firections ard Hegistracr’s orders

Date : 02.05.2019.
0.A.N0s.207 of 2019 with 211 of 2019

P. K. Hile
5. M. Awalkanthe ....Appllcants

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

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicants. Shri A. J. Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer holding for Ms S. P.
Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondent No.1 and Shri M. D. lLonkar, learned
Advoeate for the Respondent No.2.

2. Shri M. D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 submitted that Affidavit-in-Reply
will be filed during the course of the day. Statement
is accepted. It c1&?‘-ik.=_'ﬂ on record.

EN These two Original Applications along with
0.A. N0.206/2019 be kept for hearing at the stage of
admission.

4, 5.0.to 18.06.2019.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(l)

gy

[PT)
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o fiee s oatés. Office Mamnranda of Coram. Teibumal’ s orders
+-naranre. Tribunal’'s orders or
< reetinng and Ressrrar's orders o

Date : 02.05.2019,

0.A.No.135 of 2019

L. R. Ghavate -...Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents,
2. In the present Q.A., the Applicant has prayed for

limited relief of direction to the Respondents to decide his
representation dated 30.06.2016 within stipulated time for
absorption in service.
3, The Applicant is working as Muster Assistant since
1992 and he had made representation dated 30.06.2015 for
absorption in service. The copy of representation is at page
No.19. It appears that in turn, the Government by its letter
dated 23.12.2016 asked for some information from the
Collector, Solapur as seen from letter at page No.20 of the
Paper-Book. However, no further steos have been taken by
the  department and, therefore, the Applicant has
3poroached this Tribunal for decision on his representation
dated 30.06.2016.
el Learned Advocate for the Applicant urged that in the
senjority list the name of the Applicant is appearing at Sr.
M0.115 and he ought to have been absorbed in service
tonsidering his seniority.
5 In view of above, the 0.A. can be disposed of with
's Jitable directions. Hence the following order,
ORDER
(A) The Orlginal Application is disposed of with direction
to the Respondents to dacide the representation of
the Applicant dated 30.0.2016 in accordance to law
within two months from today.
(B} The decision, as the casa may be, be communicated
to the Applicant within two weeks thereafter.
(C) If the Applicant felt aggrieved by the decision, he may
take recourse of law.

(D) No prder as to costs. Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)

AMarmhA=ith
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iSpl.- MAT-F-2 F.

7 THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
o MUMBAT

af 20

L L LACAN
Ty

Lol Anplicamon No.

of 20

TARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

' ire Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram.
Annearance 'ltihunal’s aerders o
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 02.05.2019.
0.A.N0.302 of 2019

A. P, Gaikwad ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

1. Heard Shri C. T. Chandratre, iearned Advacate
for the Applicant and Shri A, J. Chougule holding for
Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents,

2. The learned P.0. for the Respondents
submitted that Affidavit-in-Repfy will be filed during
the course of the day. Statement is accepted. it is
taken on record.

3. The matter is adjourned for hearing at the
stage of admission.

4. 5.0.1018.06.2019.
Sd/-

v
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)

PTO
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1 fiee vates, Office Mamoranda of Coram. Aribunal’ s orders
yvonaranee. Trihnnal's orders or
«—ections and Registrar's orders

Date : 02.05.2019.

0.A.N0.123 of 2019

5. Y. Pawar «..Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri G. B. Pawar, fearned Advpcate for the

Apolicant and Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. In the present D.A., the Applicant is seeking interest
on delayed retiral dues. He had made representatipn to
Respondent Np.1 on 07.09.2018 in pursuance pf it the
Government by letter dated 26.11.2018 asked for certain
information from the Respondent No.4. However, nothing
hapnen thereafter, therefore, the Applicant has filed the
oresent O.A,

3. Thus, the representation made by the Applicant
dated 07.09.2018 is nat vet decided. Beside the Respnndents
have also npt filed reply to this 0.A.

a1 On the request of learned P.O. four weeks time is
ifranted to Respondent No.1to 5 to file reply.

. In the meantime, the Respondent Np.1 is directed
to decide the representation dated 07.02.2018 made by the
Applicant and to pass appropriate order in accordance to
‘rules. The decision as the cage may be, be communicated to
‘tie Appiicant as well as the Tribunal be apprised about the
rdecision taken by the Respondent No.1.

1) Hamdast and stenp capy is allowed.

- 5.0.tp 10.06.2019.

-

sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{J)

vsin
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‘t."’ THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

o ACALY af 20

e e Aonphiestion No. nf 20

TARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

‘iop Notes. Qfffee Memoranda of Coram.
annpearance. 'tribunal’s orders ov
firections ana Replstrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 02.05.2019.

0.A.No.77 of 2019

K. P.Kapse & Ors. ~..Applicants
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents,
1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned

Advocate for the Applicants and Smt. Archana B. K.,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Enough time is granted for filing reply but not

filed. On previous two dates, last chance was granted
but in vain. This 0.A. has been filed on 21.01.2019
and since then enough time has been granted but the
Respondents seems not interest in filing replv though
enough time is avalfed. +‘D &0@@

3. Hence, the matter -I-s-p@e£ssed without reply
and be keht for hearing at the stage of admission.

4. 5.0.1017.06.2019.
Y

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar}
Member(J)

YSM

[PTO).
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o Wates. Office Memoranda of Coram.

-mogaranre. Tribiinal's orders or
wwenrions ard Remscrar's orders

Date : 02.05.2019.

0. A. No.442 of 2019

T. F. Nagvekar ....Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. --Respondents.

1. Heard Shri U. v. Bhosale, learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri 5. D, Dole, learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2. ssue  notice before admission  returnahte on
13.06.2019.

3 Tribunal may take the case for finai disposal at this
stage and separate notice for fina! disposal shall not be
issued.

a, Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on

Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticatad by Registry, along with compiete paper book of
D.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
remedv are kept open.

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed
post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
sroduced along with affidavit of comoliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
=omupliance and notice.

o In case notice is not collected within seven days or
tervice report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before
returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed
wvithout reference to Tribunal and pavers be consigned to

racord.

8. S.0. to 13.06.2019,

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member())

e m
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soan Kores. Office Memoranda of Coram.
Lpaearance. Trihunalt’'s orders or

enerions and Hesmstrar's orders

Tribunal’ s orders

Date : 02.05.2019.

0. A. No.443 of 2019

V. S. Ballal ....Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri A, 1. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. lssue notice before admission returnable on
04.06.2019.

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 limitation and alternate
remedyv are kept open.

6. The service may be done bv Hand delivery, speed
vost, courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
vroduced along with affidavit of compliance in the Régistry
within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
~ompliance and notice.

7, In case notice s 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. 5.0, to 04.06.2010.
Sd/-
AT
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{J)

vsm
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MG.C.P) J 2058 (A}, (50,000—3-2017)

[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
fAdvocate ..o, et e e e aan s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer

Office Notds. Office Memeoranda of Coram.
Appeatance, Tribunel’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders
A No.817 of 2018

GORAM :

ol tus . T mag

Hog'hir s wescirzmatd Member) A
b PO

egzﬁ' X SR

M:S*HLH“MM}:%J%&M

Advocats fo. 1 Appiicant

st /s, SLE AR
C.PO /PO, for she Respondent/s

114—-“- {lCT' ;

Adh o,

L

R.V. Khandekar . Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Ms. Sonali Humane, learned Advocate holding
for Ms. Ranjana Todankar. learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Offcer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPQ seeks additional four weeks time to file
reply.
3 S.0.te 12.6.2019,
sd- -
(PN Dixit)
Member (A)
2.52019

(sg))
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IG.CP.y T 2959H(A) (50.000—3-2017) [8pi.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE'MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Anﬂ]ication No of 20 DisrricT
..... Applicant/s
fAdvoeate ...cooocoovvvcnnnn. et e et eean e )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting bf’ﬁcer .................................................................... )
Office Notés, Office Memoranda of Coram.
Anpearance, Tribunals orders or Tribunal’s orders
directibns and Registrar’s orders O.A. No.14 of 2018
Dr. R.S. Shinge .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
Q:td ’Ci_ e Heard Shri M.B. Kadam. learned Advocate holding
for Shri P.V. Patil. learned Advocate for the Applicant and
, by i Roineet) Miss S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Pre:entmg Officer for
I . e~ 180 A the Respondents.
R {mi'bfuL-*}-
Al 2. 1.d. CPO files reply on behalf of respondent no.2 and
Shri (H (X ‘quJ.,‘ .fqﬂ -y faﬁq’ the same is taken on record.
Ao | 3. 1.d. Advocate for the applicant seeks time to file
Shrt /8¢ .S f MIAQW&:" -------- rejoinder and requests that the matter may be adjourned to
CREG/ 2L o 12.6.2019.
PURE, &= 1-R £ B 4. $.0.1012.62019.
{d’]‘r"""d by - sq. -
das forcdarrs 00 -
{(P.K. Dixit)
Member (A)
2.52019

(sgj)



Admin
Text Box
      Sd/-
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(G.CP) T 2059 I:’A) (50.000—3-2017) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Avpplication No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
FAAVOCELR i )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(P TESEEIRLE OFTICOT . ove oo et s et et e et ee e e a et eeaee s )

Office Notds, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeatance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Teibunal’ s orders
O.A . No. J133 of 2018

AIRAM o
Hm Ble Shrs e ’mber)A

P 'mw'

ﬁﬁ{wb\ w2 o Joy | p Roellbdh

(‘PO/PG fvrthe xics*a Seuis

A To R UACN '-ro_gl_hL&R
" b Evad heews o alul
Coudie; iy Loty o

v culledo
£

B.A Kale & Ors. Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri Harsh Nishar. leamed Advocate holding
for Shri AR. Deshpande. leamed Advocate ftor the
Applicants and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. I.d. Advocate for the applicant files rejoinder and the
same is taken on record.

3. Admit. To come up for final hearing in due course
with liberty to circulate.

Sd/-

(PN, Dixit)
Member (A)
252019

(sg)
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[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

‘G.C.PY J 2059E(A) (50,000—3-2017)
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI |

Original Anplication No of 20 DisTRICT
L. Applicant/s
FAAVOCAER .ot ¥
ersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/a
(Presenting OfFCOT. ... .oooviiieeeeeoe e, )
Office Notds, Offica Memoranda of Coram.
Appeatrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's I\?rders
directidns and Reglstrar's orders 0.A. No.1092 of 2018
B.P. Davari & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs.
,ﬂ The State ot Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents
"'\:‘v\a Applicant and Advocate for the Applicant. Heard
Miss 8.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting Officer for
. o ) the Respondents.
i e ember) A
R l’ﬂ PN

ATFE. e 2 At the request of Ld. CPO. $.0. t0 3.5.2019.

Shyi /e “’L‘Wﬁ%m {

AVGCat e s Sd/- ~

Skl /Sei = @ ”"‘Q"‘QU;"-P (PM. Dixif)

CPO/BO for she surnsientie Member (A)

( 2.52019
Ad T.,. 2l o (saj)

veauall I P .
2
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MCP) T 2950 (A) (50,000—5-2017) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE' MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Cyriginal Aovlication Nao. of 20 DisTrRICT
..... Applicant/=s
TAVOCALS i )
ersns
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

PresentinE DHFICEr ..ot e e e )

Office Notés. Office Memoranda of Coram. I
Avvearance, Triburtal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders

! O.A No.190 of 2019

directibng and Regirtrar’s orders |

S.S. Mohare - Applicant
Vs. g
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Applicant and Advocate for the Applicant are absent.
Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting

t Officer for the Respondents.
pats 1 24y} p
Wﬂ%ﬂﬂm} 2. At the request of .d. CPO adjourned to 3.5.2019.
e ’ok ¢ Hamaslm-iMcmber)A
F-ﬂ' DIAL
APRARASCT y Sdl-
Shei Bt #’y&@,«’{_’a“jmm‘;‘"& A (PT\f Dixity
) _ el e cblety -V LT
Advocate 1o+ e Apnlicant ‘ Member (A)

Shet /S S WWL@*“E.‘; 252019

wolfesdcrionrienanerrn aravenbnonere

Z.PO/ PO Edr the Respondient/s (sgj)

A Town 2lsl]O
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Py T 2959 (A) (50.000—-2017) [Spl.- MAT-F2 E.

TCPY.J 295¢
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
TAAVOCALE i e 3
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
‘Presenting Dfficer...........ccccovviieieiee e )
Office Natbs, Office Memi svanda of Coram,
Aoopearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s
directibns and Regirtrar’s orders O.A. NO 292 0f 2019
S.A. Sawant . Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents
DATR : ’)4 5‘| & -
WA Heard Shri Amit Hire, learned Advocate holding for
Shri ‘%andeep Dere, learned Advocate for the Applicant and

MWMM) Miss S.P. Manchekar, lecarned Chief Presenting Otficer for

Hea"sle M-Lismenhiewsirr
Shri A'Member}A the Respondents.

Agpraran . O |
ul'n/&{ H M-l{)‘- Hl"“‘e— F,,( 58 pee, 2. At the request of L.d. CPO adjourned 10 20.5.2019 for
filing replyv.
"‘é‘m;“ e Agplicant
shtishy - P vnavehe fog 1 S.0.1020.52019.
C. (X8 PO fm- ‘le Respgndm"r! - Sd/-
AB o A2 111D . gy G (PN D)
Member (A)
2.5.2019

ool
. (sgj)
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OP) T 29500 (A) (50,000--5-2017) [Spl- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Mriginal Anﬂ]ication No of 20 DrstrICT
..... Applicant/s
CAAVOCALE e e e )
Uersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
"Presenting Officer. oo, e et anns )
Office Notbs, Office Mem sranda of Coram.
Avpearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directibns and Regis trar’s orders O.A No.122 of 2019
SN, Jadhav Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
DATR:__ A9 Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for the
QA : s Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chiel
3 | WY S P 2 PPV i . ~
Hapblafusiret-Shprirti—as +Lhairman) Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
oy i S shemiciusidi "}::Ni&rxubt%l)A
Al EARAH‘:P"-N =l 2. [.d. CPO in compliance with the instructions issued
S - \Ji% on 25.4.2019 produces a communication dated 30.4.2019 by
St - Cn S oridl ot respondent no.2. The same is taken on record and marked
Adwocate 7. Lo ezl ‘X" for identification.
Shai /s S 1P MR nehedzd , . .
C PO/ PL thr she Respn: entin 3. L.d. CPO mentions that one Shri Pralhad M. Shinde
has filed Writ Petition No.459 of 2019 in the Hon'hle High
i Court. Bench at Aurangabad.
PR k = Aurang
) 4. S.0.to 5.7.2019. The progress and the status should

be intimated on the same date.

Sd/-

(PNl Dixit)
Member (A)
252019
{sei)
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(O T 2050l (A) (50,000—:.-2017) {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE/ MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Anﬂlication No of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
TAdvoeate it )
Dersis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
Presenting OFFCEr ... ... et ee e oo v s )
Office Notda. Office Mem sranda of Coram,
Anpearance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directibns and Registrar's orders O.A:.No.T13 of 2019
A M. Sawarkar Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .-Respondents
‘ ; Applicant is present in person. Heard Miss S.P.
DAIR: ._L%_ﬁ.‘:.. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
.. Respondents.
o 5 —Chaioman)
o v 2rbet) A 2. Respondent no.l Smt. V.8. Hadke is present in

e
W&M{L‘MN cgq,%?.‘!_%dw - 3. L.d. CPO states that she proposes to file reply on
behalf of respondent no.2 and seeks adjournment till

person and files her reply. The same is taken on record.

Advocas - T s oowr
7.6.2019,
St st 6 W"‘d""b.!?i_ ’
CPO/PL ot the P asponcentd . . A .
PO Fihe Tspenoent 4. S.0. to 7.6.2019. Intertm reltef granted earlier to
. continue till then,
AT L 16119, GuWenw

z:;[j’d- gqquLa:[ eslies i Sd/-
ul. N1 HAy (PN Dixit)

43 Member (A)
2.5.2019

(sgi)
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IROPY T 9%9!(}\) (50,000—*-2017)

) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI ‘

Nriginal Apdlication No

(AAVOCEEE s

of 20

DisTrICT
Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting OfRcer. ... ovveoeee oo

Respondent/s

A

Office Notés. Office Memaranda of Coram.
Anneakance, Tribunl’s orders or
directibns and Regivtrar’s ordsrs

Tribunal’'s orders

O.A. No.108 of 2018

9_@- M9 -

0.0

fh_

Hox Bawi #du Oy ww@
Ap’]’-‘u_ e ;

Strive R N bovioly o 2wt

Adva: Ui ann "

Shel < Epn MAMLQAJ

CP(C T VI H

Ad ... D4l L Jor: uL.L up

o Hiest Connepjed ruaHed

X

AN. Mahamuni .. Applicant

Vs,

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief
Presenting Officer for Respondent No.l.  None for
Respondents No.2 & 3.

2. L.d. Advocate for the applicant files rejoinder and the

same 1s taken on record.

To come up for final hearing with other

3. Admit.
Cnnnectcd matters.
Sd/-
(P.NT Dixit)
Member (A)
2.5.2019

(sg))



Admin
Text Box
      Sd/-


	02.05.2019 (4).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6

	02.05.2019 (C).pdf
	02.05.2019 (3).PDF
	Page 1

	02.05.2019 (B).pdf
	02.05.2019 (2).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17

	02.05.2019 (A)'.pdf
	02.05.2019 (1).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4

	02.05.2019.PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5







