fG—.C.i’.) J 2959 (A) (50,000-3-2017) {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Oriéinal Applicstion No. of 20 IsTrICT
..... Applicant/s
FAATOCAEE <. veere veeieraeveeamemasreseeeaesreanmrnnssiara s eraes )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Pregenting OfF cer. .o e oo )
Office Notes, (ffice Memoranda of Coram.
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
dirvections and Registrar's ovders Date : 03.05.2019 - B
0.A.No.418 of 2016
S. 8. Shinde ....Applicant

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

1. The Applicant and his Advocate both are
absent. Heard Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. perusal of 0.A. reveals that only limited relief

was for direction to the Respondents to consider the
representation for posting in Nagpur Division.

3. It appears that the Applicant and his Advocate
are not Interested in the matter. Hence, the O.A. is

dismissed in default. No order as to costs.

Sdl-

(A.;. Kurhekar)
Member{J)

vsm



Admin
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Office Notes, [Office Memorunda of Coram.
Appearahee, Tribunal’s orders or
directiont and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’'s orders

Date : 03.05.2018.

0.A.N0.328 of 2019 with O.A. No.331 of 2019

P. H. Rathod & Others ...Applicants

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

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

the Applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today, iearned C.P.0O. has filed reply on behalf of
the Respondent No.1, it is taken on record. In the present
0.A. issue pertains to non-reiieving of the Apnplicants by the
Respondent No.1 from his establishment. They were posted
as a Driver but not relieved though completed more than five
years tenure as Driver from the establishment of Respondent
No.1. The DG of Police, Mumbai has already taken policy
decision as refiected in Circuiar dated 16.07.2018 as wel! as
02.04.2018 to the effect that deputation period should not be
exceeded more than five years and on completion of five
years they should be sent back to their originai
establishment. They aiso filed representations to reileve
them 5o as to join their original pesting on the establishment
of Respondent No.3. it seems that policy decision as refiected
in Circular dated 16.07.2018 and 02.04.2018 was based on
the decision given by this Tribunal in 0.A.N0.841/2015 and
0.A. No.237/2016.

3. Learned P.O, for the Respondents has pointed that
recently in 0.A.N0.83/2019, this Tribunai has issued direction
to relieve the Applicant therein who have completed more
than five years tenure on deputation and, therefore, the
Applicants being simiiariy situated persons also needs to be
repatriated.

4. Whereas iearned C.P.O. submitted that due to
administrative difficulties and scarcity of driver, it is not
possible to repatriate 46 Applicants at once. She further
submits that Respondent Nos.1 and 3 in ccordination wiil
take policy decision to solve the issue of repatriation of the
Applicants to their originai post on the establishment of
Respondent No.3.

S. in view of above, Respondent Nos.1l and 3 are
directed to take decision at the earliest so that if grievance of
the Applicants is not redressed at their level, O.A. can be
disposed of on merit,

6. The matter is adiourned for hearing at the stage of
admission.

7. Hamdast and steno copy isr@\llow:erd_.] -

8. $.0. to 03.06.2019. Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{l)

vsm
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Office Nntes, Cfﬁce Memor: nda of Coram,
Appearanee. Tribunal's nrders or Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar's orders
Date : 03.05.2019

0.A.No.405 of 2019

Dr.R. 5. Paravde ..Applicant
Versus

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

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

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

2. In the present O.A. the Applicant is Medical
Superintendent presently working at Rural Hospital,
Tokawade, Tal. Murbad, District Thane. She has been
appointed on 2002 as Medical Officer through M.P.S.C.
Shocking to note that since her appointment not a single
increment has been released for no fault on her part. Beside
pay has not been revised as per &™ Pay Commission.

3. The Applicant was earlier posted at St. George
Hospital, Mumbai then transferred to Kama & Albiess
Hospital, Mumbai and presently working as Medical
Superintendent on the establishment of Respondent No.3
(Civil Surgeon, Civil Hospital, Thane).

4. shri P. R. Pathak, Office Superintendent is present
from the office of Respondent No.4 ie. Superintendent,
Kama and Albless Hospital, Mumbai . He stated that service
book of the Applicant was incomplete and, therefore,
increments were not released. He further states that now
steps are being taken to complete the Service Bock and to
release increments and other service benefits to the
Applicant as per her entitiement. in fact, It was responsibility
of the Head of the department where the Applicant had
served from time to time to update the Service Book and to
release the service benefits regularly.

6. it is only after filing of this O.A, now the steps are
being taken to update the Service Book.
7. Presently, the Applicant is serving on the

establishment of Civil Surgeon, Civil Hospital, Thane.
Therefore, it i§ his responsibility to get the Service Book
updated by taking necessary entries or to release the service
benefits of the Applicant as per her entitiement. The
Respondent No.3 Is, therefore, directed to take all necessary
steps to update the Service Book of the Applicant and to
release all service benefits to the Applicant as per her
entitlement within four weeks from today failing which the
Respondent No.3 wili be liable to pay interest on amount
pavable to the Applicant.

8. Learned P.O. is directed to serve the copy of this
order on Respondent No.3 and ensure the compiiance of the
directions. .

9. $.0. to 17.06.2019. Sd/- —~

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member({))
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(G.C.PY J 2959 (A) (50,000—3-2017) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicetion No. of 20 IhsTrRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AATOCHLE +ooroeres oeeeeeeesssvmerseseme e smeeeass e st e reene s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFFIfer ..o e e )
Office Notes. (*fice Memoranda of Coram.
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunzal’s orders
divections and Registrar’s orders
Date : 03.05.2019,
0.A.No.795 of 2016
S. S. Shinde -..Applicant

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

1. The. Applicant and his Advocate both are
absent. Heard Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. It appears that the Applicant and his Advocate

are not interested in the matter. Hence, the O.A, is

dismissed in default. No order as to costs.
v .

Sdi-

(A.P.. Kurhekar)
Member{J)
vsm
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QOffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directiond and Regis’rar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 03.05.2019.

0.A.No.239 of 2019

A. M. Shendkar ....Applicant

Versus

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

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

Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K., learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.
2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for interim

relief to keep one promotion post in Pune Division vacant till
the final decision of this O.A. He urged that in view of Rule 7
of the Cadre Allotment Rules, 2015, the Applicant is
exempted from operation of Rule 4 and 6 and entitled to be
posted on promotion in Pune Division as per option being
abandoned lady.

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents on instructions
fairly stated that till the decision of 0.A., one post in Pune
Division will be kept vacant.

4, Admittedly, two posts are lying vacant in Pune
Revenue Division as stated in Para 19 of the Reply. There is
matrimonlal dispute between the Apnlicant and her husband.
Divorce petition and custody matter is sub-judice. Itis in this
context, the Applicant claims that she falls within the term
‘abandoned’ contemplated in Rule 7{d) of the Cadre
Allotment Rufes, 2015.

5. In view of ensuing summer vacation, the matter is not
likely to be disposed of on merit soon and, therefore, the
interest of Applicant needs to be protected.

6. In view of above, it is directed that one promotional
post in Pune Revenue Division be kept vacant till the decision
of O.A. 0.A. be expedited for final hearing.

7. In the meantime, the registry to examine whether the
matter pertains to Single Bench or Division Bench in view of
the specific stand taken by the Respondents that the matter
pertains to Division Bench. It be examined and the matter be
placed before the appropriate bench.

B. Harndast and steno capy is allowed.

9. S.0. to 12.06.2019. Sd/'

-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Momharlll


Admin
Text Box
      Sd/-


IG.CHE) J 1728(R; (20,000—10-2013) 1Spl- MAT-F-2 B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A No. of 20
'~
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeararee, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
direction: and Registrar's orders

Date : 03.05.2019.
0.A.No0.239 of 2019

A. M. Shendkar ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri M. D. Lonkar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K., learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

“2. In terms of order passed by this Tribunal on
30.04.2019, learned P.0. for the Respondents has
filed affidavit of Shri Ravindra Ate who is present
befare the Tribunai and has tendered unconditional
apology in affidavit. in view of affidavit tendering
unconditional apology no further orders are required
to be passed by this Tribunal. However, Shri Ravindra
Ate who is present before the Tribunal is instructed to
be careful in future while swearing affidavit.

3. Learned P.0O. for the Respondents also sought
permission to delete the relevant portion from Para
No.2 of the repiy in respect of which show cause
notice was issued to Shri Ravindra Ate. The relevant

portion be deleted from reply.

A N

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
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Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram.
Appearance, Tribunzl's orders or Date : 03‘05'2%%\1;11:;1‘ s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders

0.A.No.130 of 2019 with 0.A. No.156 of 2019

D. ). Thakur

G. J. Vighne & Ors. ....Applicants

Versus

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

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

the Applicant in O.A. N0.130/2019 and Shri A. I. Chougule ,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri K. R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the Applicants
in 0.A.N0.156/2019 is absent (Leave note is on record).
However, the Applicant Shri S.A. Wadkar is present.
{0.4.156/19) and submitted that he has no grievance about
the posting order dated 02.05.2019 issued by the
department.

3. In both the Original Applications, basically challenge
was to the suspension orders whereby the Applicants kept
under suspension in contemplation of D.E. However, during
the pendency of this proceedings, the Government has taken
review in term of G.R. dated 14.10.2011 and decided to
reinstate the Applicants on the post of Motor Vehicle
Inspector.

4, Today, learned P.O. has tendered a copy of order of
the Government dated 02.05.2019 which shows that all these
Applicants are reinstated in service and given posting on the
place where they are presently working except the Applicant
No.2 in 0.A.N0.156/2019. He has been transferred to
Ambajogai. He is present before the Tribunal and stated that
he will join at Ambajogai.

5. AS such, in view of revocation of suspension and
reinstatement in service, both these Original Applications
have become infructuous and needs to be disposed of.

6. The Applicants were suspended in contemplation of
D.E. and the charge sheets in D.E. have already been served
upon the Applicants. Therefore, it is necessary to give certain
directions for completion of D.E.

7. in view of above, the D.A, is disposed of with
directioris to the Respondent No.1 to ensure completion of
D.E. within six months from today. The Applicants are also
directed to cooperate for the expeditious disposal of D.E. The
Applicants are at liberty to join the post as early as possible.

8. No order as to costs.

Sd/-

(A.PV. Kurh . ar)
Member(1).

v5m
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GOPY T 1726(5) (20,000—10-20191

M.A/R.AJC.A Na.
TN

Original Appieation No.

[$pl.- MAT P2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram.
Appearsnee, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

vsm

Date : 03.05.2019,
0.A.N0.953 of 2018 with O.A. No.214 of 2019

B. H, Wadkar & Ors.
A. V. Yelmar & Ors. .Applicants

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

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

" 2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents submitted

that the Respondent No.4 will ensure that posting
orders of the Applicants are issued by counseling.
She further requested for four weeks time for issuing
positing orders by counseling.

3. in view of above, the matter is adjourned to
10.06.2019 with direction to Respandent No.4 to take

appropriate steps for posting of the Applicants in four

weeks.
4, Hamdast and steno copy is allowed.
4. S.0.to 10.06.2019.
Sd/-
WY
{A.P. Kurhekar}
Member{J)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

Date : 03.05.2019.

0.A.No.524 of 2018

5. D. Ghumbare .Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri V. P. Potbhare, learned Advocute for the

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

2. This petition is second round of litigation, as earlier
C.A.No.1062/2013 has been already been disposeu of by this
Tribunal on 14.08.2014 whereby the directions were given
reinstate the Applicant within four weeks without back
wages. Accordingly, the Applicant has been reinstated and
also stands retired from service. He had made
representation dated 14.02.2018 to the department that his
increment due on July, 2014 be reteased and pension be fixed
accordingly. This was the only issue to be consideres on merit
in view of the decision in 0.A.N0.1062/2013.

3. Today, learned P.C. has tendered copy of leteer issued
by the Respondent No.2 dated 15.04.2019 wheremn it is
stated that the Applicant is not entitled to increment in view
of his suspension period from 21.09.2013 to 17.09.2014. As
such, he had not completed six months complete service
preceding due date of increment and, therefore, was not
entitled to the increment. Letter is taken on recora.

4, In view of above, learned Advocate for the applicant
sought permission to withdraw the OQ.A. with liverty to
challenge the order dated 15.04.2019.

5. Allowed to withdraw the O.A. with permission to

challenge the order dated 15.04.2019, as may be permissible

in law,
6. Accordingly, the O.A. is disposed of with no order as
to costs.
n
Sd/-
b i
(A.P. Kurhekar}
Member(J)

vsm
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(G.CP) I 2989 (A) (50,000—3-2017) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN! THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Orlémal Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
P e Applicant/s
{AAVOCALE «oveceorirrrerrereneeees e sissinn s s aesrennas )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OO .. o ivrieereereeeseseeesseseasemsecsemessssansssisssesseees )

Office Ndtes: Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appenrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
! directions and Registrar's orders

Date : 03.05.201%

M.A.No.98 of 2019 in D.A.N0.690 of 2018 with
0.A.No.947 of 2018 with 0.A.No.1087 of 2018

P.S. Vetal & Ors. (M.A.98/2018 IN 0.A.690/2018)
5.5, Salve & Ors. (0.A.947/2018)

S.S. Pingale & Ors. (0.A.1087/2018) ..... .. Applicants
Versus ‘

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents
1, Heard Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned Advocate

‘ for the Applicants and Smt. Kranti L.C., the learned
Advocate with Ms. 5.P. Manchekar, the learned C.P.O.

. %E: F ﬂ’f 9-0[9 for the Respondents.
Hou'hie.hhncc fu%’
Hoa'ble Shi (Member) A 2. Both the parties are directed to explain about
AMML iCR: maintainabliity of Originai Applications as the Appiicants
Shri/Sme | 1~\.\< R.., f‘i?lb d—- are seeking reilef against the Government of India.

Mg kA Adwocat: Fir the Apolmw
Shel /Sentl - Kﬂ"_lh, kQ q ﬂJ\} Qo 3. At the request of both parties adjourned to

N N 14.06.2019.

‘N\ < a8l 640]18, aki718, 0P 10871180 —~ . L
...fmn..\&.q..,m.mm-v Ld . Sd/- Sd/-

C¥q. i for e s {5 g (PIN. Dixit) (B.P. Patil}
M. v iMad Br RT e Member®) Member()

S0 ke yafetaay-



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


(G.C.P) J 2059 (A) (80,000—3-2017)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(ABVOCEES «.oohreseeeereessemeeesesestatassmsratesesranansnsseinens 3
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/a

(Presenting CFFCET .couoo oo eesteeteserresraes e emesaesscsbanssnsesarearansens )
Office Noteg. Office Memoranda of Coram.
Appeasance, Ttibunsl’s orders or Tribunal’s o

directidns and Registrar's orders

O.A. No 385 of 2019

Shrifmt :..zﬂiﬂ{lﬁ.mbﬂm..c&ﬁin_f’fwai‘

Adwoente for the Applicant
ket Sk, : A2, -Manhedbey
L4 CPO/PO. for the Respondemfs

Ay To. ?IC! %Jg -

S S Kadam &-Ane ~Apphieants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Applicant No.1 is present in person. Heard Ms. S.P.
Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. L.d. CPO on instructions from Shri Sunil M. Lawand.
Junior Clerk in the Office of District Malaria Officer, Pune -
Respondent no.5. who is present in person, mentions that all
vacancies in the open category to which the applicants
belong have been filled in. On instructions of Smt. Surwade.
Chief Administrative Officer, office of Director .of Health
Services, Mumbai — Respondent No.2. who is present in
person. this is confirmed.

3. The applicant no.1 is present in person. however. Ld.
Advocate for the applicants is absent.

4. The applicants proposes to have an inspection of the
actual vacancies or otherwise in the category in which they
have applied. The applicants as well as representative from
the office of respondent no.5 agree to have inspection done
on 8.5.2019.

5. The applicants propose to report progress on
7.6.2019. Hamdast and steno copy is granted. Ld. CPO is
directed to communicate this order to the respondents.

Sd/- )
(P.N. bixit) )
Member (A)

3.5.2019

{sgj)
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(G.C.P.) J 2950 (A} (50,000~-8-2017)

[Spk- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. DistrRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCELE «.ovovoeeeis e inassbos s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s
{ Presentix&g OHBLCET ... oot veseeeensseereeeesoastasnsameramsteans s ratnersanrsnsnenes )
Office ﬁotes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearancs, Triburial’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dirdetions and Registrar’s orders
0.A. No.335 of 2019
1.B. Barde .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. “-.Respondents

Mo b S 4

Adwocate 7a: he Applicant

ot e, -, S0 M en Chedler

Ld £ PO/ PO, for the Respondent/s

A o LB)G) 2012

(Member) A

G

Heard Shri RM. Kolge. learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. '

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant submits that he
proposes to produce judgments on which he is relying and
also mention the legal right on 19.6.2019.

3. S.0. to 19.6.2019.

Sdi-

(P NI Dixit)
Member (A)
3.5.2019

-

(sg)
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(G.C.PY J 2959 (A) (50,000—3-2017) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DingrRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCHALE ..oieeiieiierieere aeeeesnseariria e easennn s rrrenn )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFFICET. .......coooiosreeuverserermreecsseesossiesinsasasssssassssssanes )
Office Notea, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dirdctions and Registrar’s orders
0.A. No.190 of 2019
$.8. Mohare ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Applicant and Advocate for the applicant are absent.
Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO seeks six weeks time to file reply along
with copy of judgment of the Hon'ble High Court. Bench at

Nagpur.
3. S.0. 10 20.6.2019,
Sdi- -
®N. Dixit)
Member (A)
352019
WF (sgi)
‘@ijﬂmt. o j}:«J AhJ GC"U‘?.
MWH% L‘: C’A‘YL
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(0P J 2959. (A} (50,000—3-2017) . [Spt.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 MsTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCELE oo eeeeeiees et rr e e s ane )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Preserting OfFICeT . ..v oot ee et ireae e e s eneccen )
Office Note;. Office Memoranda of Coram,
Apvearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders ) M.A. No.257 of 2019 O.A, No.444 of 2019
AR. LLembhe & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs, .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents

Heard Shri RM. Kolge, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Smt. Archana B.K.. learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. By this MA, the Applicants are seeking leave to sue
jointly. For the reasons stated in the MA. leave to sue jomntly
as prayed for is granted, subject to the Applicants paying
requisite court-fees, if not already paid. MA disposed off
accordingly.

P Y 2

Sd/-

(P.N! Dixit)
Member (A)
3.5.2019

(sgj)

APPEARANCE |
Shri/w-*::....ﬂ:ms....... Q,.L-.:...-
Avbvoests for the Applicant

stssm, A YIRS .. DA
CPO/BO. fof e Respondént/s

AR m........m"ﬁ:.......dn..ﬁzﬁsd...mw

acrovang—)\/.
,-%q!
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Offibe Notes, Office Memorande of Corem,
Appearance. Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ 8 orders
directions and Registrar's orders

0.A. No.444 of 2019

A R. Lembhe & Ors. .Applicants
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge. learned Advocate for the
pplicants and Smt. Archana BK.. learned Presenting
fficer for the Respondents.

O =

2 Issue notice returnable on 10.6.2019.

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

AR

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
espondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
ithenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
FO.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would be
4ken up for final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

O o

-

5 This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule i} of
the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Proceduare) Rules,
1P88, and the questions such as limitation and alternate
r¢medy are kept open.

The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed
hst/courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

. 6
CORAM : o
L L produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
sl X~ within one week. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of
Hon'bie Shri M chmpliance and notice.
ﬂg}lmcn: \(Q‘ z I ice i } d within three d dif
o “Tm. ‘ 7 n case notice Is not collected within three days and 1
S S LS 1 sérvice report on affidavit is not filed three days before
Aedvossis 1o the Applicant raturnable date, OA shall stand dismissed without reference
Shed /Smd. Arthsns | o O t¢ Tribunat and papers be consigned to record.
C.PO/ PO, for the Respondent/s
. b The respondents should clarify the legal impediment
. E?' ¢ y\,\:u;q_ ,’M oly Li_rl conceding the request.
A ~ T -
M 1de\zely Sdl-

(P X \Dixit)
ﬂ ; Member (A)
| 3.5.2019

(3g1)
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(G.CP.) J 2959 (A) (50,000--3-2017) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..iviieerierriraraeeeees emrese s i s rairereee e e s ace s )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting HTLCO oo eveeeeeeeeeeee et ee et e eeessseranseea s arere s emeesanens )
Office Nnte:b. Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s
directions end Registrar’s orders . O.A. NO 1092 of 2018
B.P. Davari & Ors. .Applicants
Vs. _ :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri Utkarsh Desai, learned Advocate holding
for Shri P.B. Bhavake. learned Advocate for the Applicants
and Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO states that out of four applicants, Applicant
No.4 has retired on 31.8.2018 and remaining three applicants
have resumed on promotion in respective places.

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicants states that since the
orders of promotion were issued on 2.11.2017. applicants
: may be granted the deemed date of 2.11.2017.
page:_ | 3%l
CORAM : 4. The respondents are directed to look into the matter
om-hie-Justios Shei-A is@an) and take decision within two months.

R ble Shri M-RamddbRtbac (Member) A

5. Ld. Advocate for the applicants prays for libetty to
AFFBARANCE agitate if there is anything adverse against the applicants.
/St 1\ k‘:'ﬂ" .9.3?‘* Ldad. Liberty granted.
‘\ —@’ -E Dhavalce
e Yor: . OA is disposed with the above directi
Shet 1Smt, : Sn iem‘“’\% - 6. 1s disposed wi e a ove_: irections.
C.PQ /B0 for the Respondent/s ~ -
Sd/-

AD Tou LB LS. A5 P05 (PN Dixit)’
w’rM ;_LL e JIVCC,&""/Q‘ Member (A)

3,5.2019
ﬁ" {spj)
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[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

/GCPY J 2969 (A) (50,000—3-2017)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Orifinal Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
TAQVOCHLR ..o et eesiciersaree e e e e eenasaimnees )
UVersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
Preasenting Officer.....cocvviriciii e )
(bffice Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance. Tribunal’s orders or Tribunsl’s orders
direetions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 03.05.2019
0.A.No.111 of 2019
M.H. Deshmukh . .. Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents
1 Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
C.P.0. for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.0. Ms. S.P. Manchekar for the

Respondents seeks time to file affidavit-in-reply on the
basis of instructions received regarding Expert

Committee Opinion.

B. Adjourned to 10.06.2019.

adwocate for the Apgheaut
r.eQ /PO for the Nespondent/s Sd/- Sd/-
- , (F.N. Dixit} (B.P. Patll)
AR Tovmomd E\ M 2 M- Member(A) Member{J)
prk
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{G.CP.) J 2959}(A) (50,000—3-2017)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT

..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE i iiae e eer et aeir e

versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

. Respondent/s

{Presenting é)ﬁicer .................................................................... }

Office Notes, Office Memorenda of Coram.
Avpeatance, Tribunal’s orders or
directidns and Registrar’s orders

Tribungl’s orders
0.A. No.445 of 2019

DARR
CORAM:
Hom'ble dwatite G

[/

Shel/Smt. .LQ»- 'MQ’IM‘T
W .CPO/PO far u;f Respondent/s

ABTo OB 22 Yot d oo
e Yod,.

BL

(‘

M.T. Metake & Ors. ..Applicants
Vs. .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Ms. Madhavi Ayappan, learned Advocate i/b.
Talekar & Assoctates, learned Advecate for the Applicants
and Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. On perusal of OA it reveals that addresses of private
respondents are not being mentioned. Therefore, applicants
are directed to furnish correct address of the private
respondents. QA is removed from the board.

3 Research Officer is called upon to explain how he
has made endorsement in the scrutiny form that addresses of
the respondents have been correctly mentioned.

Sd/- ~ sd-
(P.N! Dixit) (B Patily~
Member (A) Member (I}

3.5.2019 3.5.2019

(sgh)
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(G.C.E) J 2959 (A) (A0,000—3-2017) [Spl.- MAT.F-2 E.

IN!THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Oridinal Application No. of 20 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AGUOCALE ceveeeeeeceeeeieeee e e eraseee e e enreenre s seensiaesnren )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
( PreEenting Officer........ e —— e e e reeeeareeenabberaaesaeananes )
Gftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram.
Appearance. Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
i directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 03.05.2019
0.A.No.1140 of 2018
5.5. Yadav «eeenes Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents
1. Heard Shri M.A, Parab, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, the learned
C.P.O. for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri M.A. Parab has
submitted that Applicant does not wants to proceed

with the 0.A, and wants to withdraw the O.A. Therefore

] Q.e
DAFS i ‘b'ﬁ 17 . he sought leave of this Tribunal to withdraw the O.A..
e i i
Mo ble b 3 (
PURRPIRS SRSV 1 {Member) A 3. In view of the submission of learned Advocate of
ARPEARM. leave to withdraw the O.A. with liberty to file fresh is
Qrirtae . M J}-P‘W“‘J’ granted.
Ayocats for - Appheant
S /et Sﬁ'mm’l%@l‘@/ 4. 0.A. is disposed of with liberty as sought.

C.P0 B for i Pagrondént/s

ad. Toi QB s, J[‘)fféd o )

With lihefty a8 ssugd ¢ Sd/- Sd/-
S - (P.N. Dixit)’ (B.P. PaEil)

Member(A) Member({J)
prk
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‘G.olpy J 2959 (A (50,000—3-2017) (8pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Ori&inal Application No. of 20 DisTrRICT
.... Applicant/s
TAQVOCALE covvvaeceiiciaiiiasssrrsti e essserssae s s e sraneenas )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s

( Hegenting Officer........ e eee e ees i eneseneea e irbiraeeaeeatananseaneatsntrrenne )

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

Tribunal’s orders

M_: i B\staey

_bh a&v 5 by

Mew'ble St Mk t (Member) A

ABPRARANCE :
e Vol frthare

Adwocate for the Applicant
el /St B d\ﬂ\k’\\nl <
€0/ PO. for the Respondent’s

VX L 1 17 - A
G

Date : 03.05.2019
M.A.No.85 of 2019 in 0.A.No.710 of 2016

A.C. Senwane Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ... Respondents
1. Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri A.). Chougule, the learned P.0O.

for the Respondents.

2. learned P.0. Shri A, Chougule for the
Respondents prays for time for filing affidavit-in-reply to
the amended M.A.No0.85/2019.

3. Time granted.

i 5.0.t007.06.2019,

Sd/- Sd/-
(PN, Dixit} (B.P. PaE]
Member(A) Member(J)

prk
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Office Notes, (Mfice Memovanda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's oraers

Date+03.05.2013
Lo O] 0 0 EX=r

0.A.No.437 of 2019

N. P Swami ~JAppitcant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri V. V. toshi, iearned Acvocate for the
Appiicant and Shri 5. D. Dole, iearned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2. in the present Q.A., the Appicant is seeking
direction to reiease the retiral benefits whicn seems 10 nave
been not paid for want or seme procedural compliance. The
Applicant stands retirea on 31.05.2018. rerusal of D.A
reveais that pension paper:i;:;warded to the office of A.G.
but certain discrepancies were noted ang, tnerefore, tne
propasal was sent back to the office of Executive Engineer
{Respondent No.3).

3. On iast date, the matter was agjourned to direct
the Respondents to take instructions from Executive Engineer
tc know the present status.

4, Today, the learned P.Q. submitted tnat he taiked to
Executive Engineer and he was told that pension papers are
again submitted with the office of A.G.. Thus, 1t seems that
the matter is under process and retiral venefits will be
released soon'.

5. There is no legal hurdie to reiease the reural
benefits to the Applicant as per his entitiement. His retirai
dues were not paid for want of proper foiiow-up by the
Executive Engineer.

6. in view 6f above, this O.A. is disposed of witn
direction to Respondent No.3 (Executive Engineer) to ensure

that all the retirai benefits of the Appiicant be reieased within

_one month from today as per his entitiement withour fail.

7. Ne order as to costs.

Sd/-
-
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{l)
vsm
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Office Notes, OHfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Hegistrar's orders

Tribunal’s oraers

Bate-03-052019— -

0.A.N0.437 of 2019

N. P Swami Apphcant
versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri V. V. Joshi, learned Acvocate tor the
Appiicant and Shri 5. D. Dole, learned Presenung Officer for
the Respondents,

2. in the present O.A, the Appucant 15 seeking
direction to reiease the retiral benefits whicri seems to have
been not paid for want of socme procedural compliance. The
Appiicant stands retired on 31.05.2018. vrerusal of O.A.
reveals that pensioh paper:i;:ztgvvarded to the office ot A.C.
but certain discrepancies were noted ang, erefore, tne
proposai was sent back to the office of Executive Engineer
(Respandent No.3).

3. On iast date, the matter was agjourned to direct
the Respondents to take instructions from Executive Engineer
to know the present status.

4, Today, the learned P.O. submittea tnat he talked to
Executive Engineer and ne was toid that pension papers are
again submitted with the office of A.G.. Thus, it seems that
the matter is under process and retiral. penefits will be
reieased soon'.

5. There is no legal hurdie to reicase the retirai
benefits to the Appiicant as per his entitlement. His retirat
dues Were not paid for want of proper toilow-up by the
Executive Engineer.

6. in view of above, this 0.A. is disposed of witn
direction ta Respondent No.3 {Executive Engineer) te ensure
that aii the retiral benefits of the Applicant pe reieased within
one month from today as per his entitiement without fail.

7. No order as to costs.

Sd/-
-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member())
vSm
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Dffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearanee, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal's oruers

0.A.No.437 of 2019

N. P _Svyami ...Applicant

Versus |

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

1. Heard Shri V. V. loshi, learned Acdvocate for the

Applicant and Shri 5. D. Dole, learned Presenung Officer for
the Respondents.
2. In the present O.A, the Appiicant (5 seeking
direction to release tha retiral benefits whicii seems to nave
heen not paid for want or some procedural compliance. The
Applicant stands retirea on 31.05.2018. #rerusal of O.A
reveals that pensioﬁ paper:i ::)‘;warded to e office of A.C.
but certain discrepancies were noted . ang, tnerefore, the
proposal was sent back to the office of Executive Engineer
(Respondent No.3).
3. On last date, the matter was agjourned o direct
the Respondents.to take instructions from Exccutive Engineer
to know the present status.
4, Today, the learned P.Q. submitted tnat he talked to
Executive Engineer and he was toid that pension papers are
again submitted with the office of AG.. Thus, it seems that
the mafter is under process and retiral penefits will be
released soon.
5. There is no iegai hurdle to release the retirai
benefits to the Applicant as per his entitlement. His retirai
dues were not paid for want of proper toliow-up by the
Executive Engineer.
6. In view 6f above, this O.A. is aisposed of witn
direction to Respondent No.3 (Executive Engineer) to ensure
that all the retiral benefits of the Applicant pe released within
one month from today as per his entitlement withgut fail.
7. No order as to.costs.
Sd/-
w
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)

“vsm
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(ffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
. Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s oraers

30
L4 . 0 0 oF

0.A.No.437 of 2019

N. P._ Swami - Applicant

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

1, Heard Shri V. V. Joshi, iearned Aduvocate for the
Applicant and Shri 8. D. Dole, learned Presentung Officer for
the Respondents.
2. In the present O.A., the Applicant 15 seeking
direction to release the retiral benefits whicr seems t0 nave
been not paid for want of some procedural compliance. The
Applicaﬁt stands retiread on 31.05.2018. rerusai of O.A
reveals that pensioﬁ paper:;:r_warded to tr.e office ot A.G.
but certain discrepancies were noted ang, wnerefore, the
propasal waé_ sent back to the office of Executive Engineer
(Respondent No.3).
3. On last date, the matter was adjcurned to direct
the Respondents.to take instructions from Executive Engineer
to know the present status.
4, Today, the learneg P.Q. submitted that he talked to
Executive Engineer and ne was told that perision papers are
again submitted with the office of A.G.. Thus, it seems that
the matter is unde} process and retiral venefits will be
released soon-.
5. There is no legai hurdle to reiease the retiral
benefits to the Applicant as per his entitlement. His retiral
dues were not paid for want of proper foiiow-up by tne
Executive Engineer.
6, in \._riew of above, this O.A. is dispesed of witn
direction to Respondent No.3 (Executive Engineer) to ensure
that all the retirai benefits of the Applicant be released within
one month from today as per his entitlement‘ without fail.
7.. No order as to.costs. |
Sd/-
w-
{A.P. Kurhekar)

Member{})
vsm
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearanee, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal's orders ‘

0.A.No.437 of 2019

N. P. Su_va.mi «..Applicant
.Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respnndents.

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

Appiicant and Shri S. D, Doie, iearned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2. in the present O.A.,, the Appihcant is seeking
direction to release the retirai benefits which seems to have
been not paid for want of some procedural compiiance. The
Applicant stands retired on 3:_1.05.2018. perusal of O.A.
reveals that pension papersf?omarded to tre-office of A.G.
but certain discrepancies were noted and, tnerefore, tne
proposal was sent back to the office of Executive Engineer
(Respondent No.3).

3. On last date, the matter was adjcurned to direct
the Respondents to take instructions from Executive Engineer
to know the present status.

4, Today, the learned P.0O. submitted that he talked to
Executive Engineer and he was toid that pension papers are
again submitted with the office of A.G.. Thus, it seems that
tﬁe matter is under process and retiral venefits wili be
released soon‘.

5. There is no iegat hurdie to reiease the retirai
benefits to the Applicant as per his entitlemment. His retirai
du.es' were not paid for want of proper foltow-up by the
Executiv_é Engineer,

b. In view 4bf above, this O.A. is disposed of witn
direction to Respondent No.3 {(Executive Eng.neer) to ensure
that all the retiral benefits of the Appﬁcant be reigased within
one month from today as per his entitiement without fail.

7. No order as to costs.

Sd/-
"
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member({J)
vsm
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date+03-05:2019——
Date-+03-05:2019:

0.A.No.437 of 2019

NP Swami _ . - Applicant

Versus

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

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

Applicant and Shri S. D. Dole, {earned Preseniing Officer for
the Respondents.
2. In the present O.A, the Applicant is seeking
direction to release the retiral benéfits which seems to have
been not paid for want of some procedurat compliance, The
Applicant stands retired on 31.05.2018. Ferusal of O.A.
reveals that pensioﬁ paper;;;?warded 1o tr-e-office of A.G.
but certain discrepancies were noted-ana, tnerefore, the
propasal was sent back to the office of Executive Engineer
(Respondent No.3).
3. On last date, the matter was adjcurned to direct
the Respondents to take instructions from Exccutive Engineer
to know the present status.
4, Today, the learned P.Q. submitied wnat he talked to
Executive Engineer and ne was told that perision papers are
again submitted with the office of A.G.. Thus, it seems that
the ma-tter is undef process and retiral benefits will be
released soon:.'
5. " There is no legal hurdle to reiease the retiral
benefits to the Applicant as per his entitlement. His retirai
dues were not paid for want of proper tuilow-up by the
Executive Engineer.
6. In view of above, this O.A. is disposed of witn
direction to Respondent No.3 (Executive Engineer} to ensure
that all the retiral benefits of the Applicant be released within
one month from today as per his entitlement without fail.
7. No order as 10.Costs.
Sd/-
(A?P_. Kurhekar)

Member(J)
vsm


Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


GOB) J 1726081 (20,000—10-2013)

IN/THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMRBAT ‘

ML.A/R.A/C.A. No.

IN

Driginal Apolication No.

of 20

|Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

dffice Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram.
Appesaranee, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s ordevs

Tribunal’s orders

4

vsm

-Date : 03.05.2019.

0.A.No.1123 of 2018

A. B. Gavarl ....Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

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

Applicant is absent {Leave Note is on record). Heard

Ms 5. P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.
2. Teday, learned C.P.0. for the Respondents has

tendered copy of letter dated 02.05.2019 stating that

in view of ensuing Legislative Assembly Eiections,. the
Applicant cannot be posted in his home district i.e.
Pune. The copy of letter is taken on racord.

3. As the Applicant and his Advocate both are
absent, the matter Is adjourned for hearing on

13.06.2019.
N

Sd/-
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{l}
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iSpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

G.CHY -J 1726(R) (20,000—10-2013)

MUMBAI '
V. AYRASC.A No. of 20
TN
Mriginal Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

ffice Notes. Office Memoranda of Coram. .
Appearance. Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar's orders

Date : 03.05.2019.
0.A.N0.897 of 2018

V. V.Patil ...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents,

1, Heard Shri $.B. Gaikwad holding for Shri M. 1.
Pathan, learned Advocate for the Apglicant and Smt.
Kranti. Galkwad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2, This O.A. has been filed on 09.10.2018 since

- then enough time has been given to the Respondents
to file reply but in vain. Today, again learned P.O. for
the Respondents requested for time to file reply. As
in the present matter, enough time is already
granted, no further time can be given.
3. Original Application to proceed without reply,
The matter is adjourned for hearing at the stage of

admission.

4, 5.0.to 17.06.2019.

Sd/-
.-
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(l}

vsm
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rfficn Notes. (Mfice Memoranda of Coram.
Anpearahce, Tribunal’s orders or
directions ané Registrar's orders

. Tribunal’s orders
Date :-03.05.2019,

0. A. No.446 of 2019

F. M. Y. Patel . LApplicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri M. B. Kadam holﬂin‘g for Shri R. M. Koige,

learned Advocate for the Appiicant and Shri S. D. Dole,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. “Issue notice before adrhission returnable on
14.06.2019.

3. Tribunal may take the case for finai disposal at this
stage and separate notice for final disposa! shail not be

-issued.

4, Applicant is authprized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authénticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of
0O.A.. Respondents are put tp notice that the case would be
taken up for fina!l disposal at- the stage of admission hearing.

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the
Maharashtra Administrative Tribunat (Procedure) Rules,
1988, and the quéstions -such as limitation and alternate
remedy are kept open. ’

6. The service may be done by Hand  deiivery, speed
post, courier and acknowledgement be .obtained and
produced aipng with affidavit of compiiance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directed to fiie 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, Origina! Application shall stand dismissed
without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to
recard. ’

8.  5.0.1014.06.2019.
R
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
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(MF¥ice Notes. Offlce Memoranda of Coram,
Appearshoe, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Resistrar’s orders

Tribunal's orders

Date : 03.05.2019.

0. A. No.439 of 2019

R.R. Awale : -..Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri P. G. Kayan&e, learned Advocate for the

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

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
13.06.2019. '

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
O.A.. Respondants are put to notice that the case would be
taken up for final disposaf 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 delivery, speed

post, courfer and acknowledgement be obtained and -
produced slong with affidavit of compliancé in the Registry

within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

compliance and notice.

7. tn ease notice is not colleécted 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 13.06.2019.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member())

vsm
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ToPY J 1726(B) (20,000—10-2013)

V.AJR.A/C.A No.
IN

Driginal Apunlication No.

1%pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

of 20

-of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

OAfice Notea. {ffice Memoranda of Coram.
Appearance. Fribunal’s arders or
directions sand Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

vsIm

Date : 03.05.2019.
M. A. No.580 of 2018 in O. A. No.1060 of 2017

S.S. Charankar ...Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

..Respondents.

1. Heard Shri Prashant Suryawanshi holding. for
Shrl G. M. Savagave, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri A, 1. Chougule, learned Presenting -

* Officer for the Respondents.

2. in terms of order passed by this Tribunal .in
M.A, on 25.04.2019, amendment has lbeen carried
out in the O.A. and the Respondent No.4 has been
impleaded.

3. As such, in view of the order passed on
25.04.2019, the Misc. Application Is disposed of with

no order as to cots. \

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar}
Member(l}
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Hfice Notes, Office Memaoranda of Coram.
Avpeerahce, Tribunal’s ordera-or
directionk and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date : .03,05.2019.°

0. A. No.1060 of 2017

S.S, Chéuﬁkér : aApplicant
Versus,

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents.

1. Heard Shri Prashant Suryawanshi holding for Shri G.

M. Savagave, learned Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.
1. Chougule, fearned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. issue notice before admission returnabie on
140.06.2019 to Respondent No.4 who is newly impfeaded in
Q.A,

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 wouid be
taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Ruie 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,  courler and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
within one week. Applicant is directed to flle. 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 Appiication shall stand dismissed
without reference to Tribunai and papers be consigned to
record.

8. S.0. to 14.06.2019, L8
Sd/-
{A.P. Kurh'ekarj
Member{J)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda af Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s oroers

Date : 03.05.2019.
0.A.N0.379 of 2019

B. K. Vane & Ors, . AppICants
versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Responaents.

1. Heard Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, {earnea Advocate tor
the Applicants and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, learnea Presentuing
Officer for the Respondents.

2. In the present O.A., the Applicants nave chaliengec

the impugned order dated 27.03.2019 as wen as the orger
dated 11.03.2019 and aiso prayed fér interim relief to stay
the implementation of the impugned orders. Tnhe Tribunat by
order dated_ 23.04.2019 nas granted intenm relief for
reposting of the Applicants at their earlier post.

3. Today, the learned P.O. for the Respondents nas
tendered copy of the oraer issued by the Adaitional Directo.
General of Police (Traffic), Mumbai stating tnat in terms or
interim relief granted by this Tribunal, the Applicants nave
been reposted. in the saig orger, it is further stated that the
order iséued by the Responaent No.l dated 11.03.2019 also
stands cancelled.

4. in so far as the oroer dated 27.03.2019 1s concernea,
learned P.O. submittea tnat as the main orger oated
11.03.2019 is cancelled, the orders dated 27.03.2019 ana
02.04.2019 which pertain 1o relieving of the Applicants are
also cancelled and separate orger for cancetiation of oroers
dated 27.03.2019 and 02.04.2019 is not required. - Statement
is accepted. '

S. 1in view of above, the Original Application has become
infructuous and disposea of accordingly.

6. No order as to costs.
N R
Sd/-
W
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J}
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal' s oraers

Pate+03.05:2019;—

0.A.N0.437 of 2019

NP Swami -...Applicant

Versus

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

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

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

2. In the presant O.A., the Apphcant 1s seeking
direction to release the retiral benefits whicn seems 10 nave
been not paid for want or some procedural compliance. The
Applicant stands retirea on ?:_1.05.2018. rerusal of O.A.
reveats that pension paper:: ?6rwarded to tne office ot A.C.
but certain discrepancies were noted and, therefore, ne
proposal was sent back 1o the office of Executive Engineer
{Respondent No.3).

3. On last date, the matter was adjourned to direct
the Respondents to take instructions from Executive Engineer
té know the present status.

4, Today, the learned P.Q. submitted tnat he talked to
Executive Engineer and ne was told that pension papers are
again-submitted with the office of A.G.. Thus, it seems that
the matter is under process and retiral venefits will be
rejeased soon.

5. There is no iegal hurdle to reiease the reura
benefits to the Applicant as per his entitlement. His retirai
dues were not paid for want of proper toliow-up by the
Executive Engineer.

6. In view of above, this Q.A. is aisposed of witn
direction to Respondent No.3 {Executive Engineer] to ensure
that all the retiral benefits of the Applicant pe released within
one month from today as per his entitlement without fail.

7. No order as to costs.
w7

sd)-

(A._P_. Kurhekar)
Member({J)
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