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IN TRH MARARASIITRA ADMINISTRATIVE Twat/NA 
MUMBAI 

IvI,AJR.A./C,A, No. 	 of 20 

Original Application No 
	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

0.A.218/2017 

Mr. U.V. Deshmukh 	... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. Sur awanshi, the 
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

The learned PO is being instructed by Ms. Krutika 
M. Patil, Law Officer and Mr. N.Y. Patil, Naib Tahsildar, 
Collector Office, Thane (Estt. Branch). 

The arguments of Mr. Bandiwadekar are already 
heard. The arguments of the learned PO are lieiftg-

ser, conclusive so far. 

The Applicant came to be discharged by the 
learned Special Judge, Incharge of the matters under the 
Prevention of CorruptkOct, 1988. He was for all 
practical purposes held ilty by the Enquiring Officer in 
the DE. The submission of the said report of the 
Enquiring Officer was in the month of January this year 
(2017). It appears that the disciplinary authority viz. The 
District Collector, Thane is yet to make the final orders 
thereon. Regard being had to the facts such as they are, I 
am of the opinion that the said function should be 
completed by the Collector, Thane within the time bound 
schedule. The learned PO informed on instructions that 
there is some other delinquent also in whose es tse, he 
report of the Enquiring Officer has not been rec !.iveu so 
far. In my opinion, even if that be so, the car of the 
Applicant be segregated and orders be made in c(-  ;e of the 
present Applicant within a period of one week fr' n today. 
The PO is requested to make sure that on the r :xt date of 
hearing, the progress in the matter is inform d so that I 
can proceed further in this OA. 

S.O. to 14th September, 2017. Hamdast. Steno- 
opy allowed. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
06.09.2017 

DATh:  6 \ cl \`1 	 
COP A.A. 

--(Vkte  Cha  irman) 
ffin.,111c Shr! R. B. MAI:1%.(Mcitiher), 

APPVARANCE: 	02, -c-AkozlitA 

M1r16,111t-=.11...U.....g)....(m-4AA221141114/1  

Advotofrte. e'r the ArTlIctiret 

—911-1448ffit7:..W 	' 
- 	C.P.0 f P.O. fie.  the Respondent* 

' 	4-c) 	11117. 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.295 OF 2017 

DISTRICT : N' MUMBAI 

Mr. S.B. Nandgaonkar. 	 )...Applicant 

Versus 

1. The State of Maharashtra & 2 Ors. )...Respondents 

Mrs. Punam Mahajan, Advocate for Applicant. 

Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, Chief Presenting Officer for 
Respondents. 

P.C. 	: R.B. MALIK (VICE-CHAIRMAN) 

DATE : 06.09.2017 

ORDER 

1. 	Heard Mrs. Punam Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the 

learned Chief Presenting Officer (CPO) for the Respondents. 



2 

2. The learned CPO is being instructed by Mr. 

Prabhak: r A. Khandagale, Head Clerk in the Office of the 

Commi: sioner of Police, Navi Mumbai. 

3. I have perused the record and proceedings. It 

appear 3 that the charge-sheet in the D.E. against the 

Applic int has been finalized and it will be furnished to him 

shortly. The charge-sheet in the Criminal Case has been 

laid before the Court of competent criminal jurisdiction on 

4th March, 2017. The Applicant is under suspension for 

more than two years and this is hardly a situation to feel 

satisfied about. There are Judgments of the Hon'ble 

Supreme Court and the Hon'ble Bombay High Court which 

lay down the guiding principles in the matter of suspension 

pending Criminal Case/D.E. or both. At this stage, I may 

only mention that, it is not necessarily so that the 

suspension must continue because of the pendency of the 

Criminal Case and the D.E. Some of the Judgments may 

be noted herein for guidance of the concerned authorities 

i.e. Ii) State of Maharashtra & Ors. Vs. Shivram S.  

Sac1.awarte : 2001 (3) Mh.L.J. 249, (ii) Cap. Paul 

An '-honv Vs. Bharat Gold Mines Limited : 1999 SCC (L 

& ) 810, (iii) O.P. Gupta Vs. Union of India : (1987) 4  

SCC 328, (iv) Madanlal Sharma Vs. State of 

Mal arashtra and others : 2004 (1) Mh.L.J. 581. 



3 

4. 	The concerned authorities are, therefore, directed 

to convene the meeting of the Suspension Review 

'2ommittee within a period of four weeks from today and 

take a decision with regard to the suspension of the 

Applicant in the light of legal position such as it obtains as 

a result of the above referred case law. The decision about 

tie outcome be communicated to the Applicant within one 

week thereafter and this OA to appear on Board on 16th 

October, 2017. Hamdast. 

6,c1 

(R.B. Malik) 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

06.09.2017 

Mu nbai 
De Le : 06.09.2017 
rActation taken by : 
3.K. Wamanse. 

\ SANJAY WAMANSE \JUDGMENTS \ 2017 \ 9 September, 2017 \ 0.A.295.17.doc 
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Ms. Pritika A. Patil 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for 

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

Officer for Respondents No.1 & 2 and Shri S.S. Diwan, 

learned Advocate for Respondent No.3. 

2. 	
Registrar is directed to enquire as to the reasons 

due to which service report in proper form is not made 

by the Registry. He shall identify the officer who has 

committed the fault and take suitable action against the 

concerned. 

3. 	
Present OA be tagged with OA No 4 45 of 2017. 

(s gi ) 

D !GE : 	(1') 1)  9-0l2 
CORAM 

Shri A. ti, 100i (Chairman) 
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DATE : 	 

C.011.f  
Hon'td, . 	F."; i A. H. Joshi (Chaitmln). 

H ) A 

APPF .• 

Shri/L. 

A rplicant 

i/lq 4--  
Shri /:41:4:4- • 	 

L'i.;E: Respondents 

As). T1 All!'" 	
-1(cj girOlW 

	 V414VL— 6  C-  4r-4,5 if6W 
(A.H. Jo 

Chain -Ian 
6.9.21  17 

Office Newt, Office iticttietsiide of Come, 

Atipeetirice, 	brit:ere of 
difteifialli atstl iteitilittatie Milers 

.1\11o4:/of 2017 

d Shri A.J 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
This Tribunal had passed order on 1.8.2017 as 

follows: 

"Applicant shall secure order of notice from 

Registry." 

3. 
Record does not show that AR has passed order 

in terms of standing directions. 

4. 
Learned Advocate for applicant states that 

despite said position Registry has issued notice and it is 

served on the Respondents. 

5. 
Registrar is directed to enquire as to the reasons 

due to which order of notice is not passed before issuing 
the notice and also as to reasons due u which the 
service report in proper form is tu t made by the 

Registry. 	
He shall identify the c fficer who has 

committed the fault and take suitable :tion against the 

concerned. 

6. Ld. PO 
has tendered afficlavii in reply for the 

respondents no.1 to 3. It is taken on r' cord. 

7. 
For rejoinder and for report of Registrar, S.O. to 

19.9.2017. 

Smt. Shobhana U. Kadam 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, 

the Applicant an 

..Applicant 

P :spondents 

learned Ad ocate for 
. Chougu learned 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

(A.H. Joshi, J.) 
Chairman 
6.9.2017 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 
	 of 20 

IN 

of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 
Original Application No. 

..Applicant 

DATE : 
C011.".10 : 
k;011-1)!, 7u l ce Shri A. H. Joshi (ChAirtn 

 an) 

... 	
.... 

for 313e Applicant 	
. 
... 

t 1).(l 	fOt the Respondent's 

Shri R.K. Padmane 

The State of Maharashtra & Ots 	
..Respondents Vs. 

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	
Removed from board in view that the affidavit of 

service is not filed. 

(sgi) 

p-rt-;,.Aced■14...Rizta ....... 
vittA) 	e_.g64.4 
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(A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman 
6.9.2017 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 

IN 

Original Application No. 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

of 20 

of 20 

Tribunal's orders Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

..Applicant 
Ms. Sheetal P. Rana 

Vs. 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	

..Respondents 

None for the Applicant. Heard Shri N.K. 

Rajpurohit, learned Chief Presenting Officer for 

Respondents No.1 & 2 and Shri S.S. Divan, learned 

Advocate for Respondent No.3. 

2. 	
Liberty to circulate after applicant files affidavit 

of service and upon intimation to the respondents about 

the circulation. 

DA1E " 
COMM : 

Hon' 	Shri A. Fl. Joshi (Chairman) 

• •••. 

H 

APPEARANCE 

Shri/Sint. • 	tA.O.Y1 	- if=f;' 

Aevoc3;.c. 07. :lc 'Applicant 

Sltri 
C.P0•/11A- I'm the Respontlent/s 	2_ 

A-4"i —5 	Div3cY) 	011  

............ 
1006-6k 

Removed from board. 
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(A.H. Jos 1, 
Chairman 
6.9.2017 

of 20 

of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 

IN 

Original Application No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Col. P.N. Dhole & Ors. 	
..Applicants 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	
_Respondents Vs. 

Heard Shri J.M. Puranik, learned Advocate for 

the Applicants and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	
Removed from bOard in view that the objections 

are not removed. 

(sgi) 
Shri A. H. Josh' (Chatiimar) .  

AiTEABA1)40:3, 	• 

sbriisrat 
rte;  ,at 	the Applicant 	. 

: .................... ....... 

c.P.0 	fol.  the. 9,,:spondentis 

Adj. 	To. ... ........... ... 

;Y1 \l1v4) 0) A- 	obje 

nek,  vonooVgAs 

Admin
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c. ,r  the Applicant 

Shri rSeTt. 
C.P.0 / P.O.. for the :<Qspondentis 

Wc_c_w_1,40i- 

t"-V1/111`.041.4-  beAlon ,  

DATE 

kion'bli.; .111 	:1„ 	Joshi (Chairttatiy 

,C4.11\z--_424_ 

(A.H..Toshi, . 
Chairman 
6.9.2017 

M .A./R.A./C.A. No. 

IN.  

Original Application No. 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

of 20 

of 20 

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

Tribunal'srders 

..Applicants 
Shri A.C. Raise & Ors. 

Vs. 	 Respondents 
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	

..  

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned 

Advocate for the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit
,  

learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	
Learned Advocate for the Applicant states that 

this case pertains to jurisdiction of Single Judge, and 

hence let the case come up for hearing before Single 

Judge. 

3. 	
Registrar shall verify and list the case before 

appropriate bench. 

(sg.1) 

Admin
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APPEARANCE:  

ShritSa*--  V\ • 12  

 

 

Al7ocate for the Applicant 

Shri 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondents 

Adj. To 351319-07 

Office Notes, Office MamosaflOa d foram, 
Appearance, Irlbunaih ercieri of 
directions end Abotistritior Orders 

DATE: 	61119-01'2  

c;QMI\1 
Hon'hk Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

TriierrIc,?0.  

Shri M.D. Lonkar 
Vs. 	 Respondents 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	
..  

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and. Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents. 

2. 	
This case was heard in the morning 	wanted 

session. 
Tribunal Ld. PO 

prays for time for MPSC to file reply. This  
to know the reasons due to which the time is requireMPSC w

d. Shas ri 

Sanjay Pandurang Deshmukh, Under SecretarY,  
present. He was called to state the reasons for need of time. 
He express inability to disclose. On enquiry he was called to 
state whether he knows the facts of the case and points 
involved. To this question also he replied in negative. The 
negligent attitude is wholly undesirable and condemnable

,  

because officers come to the Tribunal without proper 
preparation and even without reading the case. The case was 
adjourned to find out as to whether the officer feels 

apologetic for his negligence. 

3. 
In the afternoon when the case was called out Sh 

has 
ri 

Sanjay Pandurang Deshmukh, Under Secretary, MPSC  
tendered explanation and apology. It is taken on record. 

4. 
Shri Lonkar, Ld. Advocate for the applicant says that 

question involved in this OA is encompassed in the point 
narrated in para 7.10 averred at page 17A & 17B, and it shall 
suffice if MPSC responds to these averments, apart from 
,MPSC's reply, if any, to other averments. 

5. 
Ld. PO prays for 2 weeks time for filing reply. In 

view of the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 19.9.2017. 

6. 
Hamdast and steno copy is granted. Ld. PO is 

directed to communicate this order to the respondents. 

tittif 2016 

..Applicant 

(A.H. Joshi, 
Chairman 
6.9.2017 
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°Moe Notes, (Moe Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

DAIS:  G91\  	 
COMM : 

Rae b%e Skirt It. B. MALIK 
ct- 

APPtAr 	• 

ShrtAr.rt--- 	... 

Advt,egtz,  fix thc Ary,rlIcant 

sini.514*--  Pt 	 4-' 	 
for the Respondents 

ph 

Tribunes orders 

Date : 06.09.2017. 

0.A.No.579 of 2017 

S.D. Pagare 
	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	
Respondents. 

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

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
The arguments in this part heard matter are 

going on. Impugned transfer order is issued by the 

Divisional Forest Officer, Respondent No.3. As the 

issue is being debated it has become necessary to 

seek clear understanding with regard to the following 

facts at issue. 

3. 
Respondents are directed to place on record 

documentary evidence to show as to who is the 

competent transferring authority in accordance with 

Section 6, Table (c) of Transfer Act.  and also submit 

on record list of competent authorities published 

under Section 7 thereof, if there is no document in 

that behalf it must be made clear that there is no 

such document and if the documents are there, the 

same must be produced. 

4. 
Compliance be made on 08.09.2017 on which 

day this O.A. shall be heard further. 

5. S.O. to 08.09.2017. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Vice-Chairman 

prk 
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(O.C.P.) J 2200(13) (50,000-2-2015) 	
NO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE NIAHAEASIITRA AINVIINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

M.A./FLA./C.A. No. 

IN 

Original Application No. 

FARAli CONTINUATION SHEVT Nth 

of 20 

of 20 

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

Tribunal's orders 

0.A.805 2017 

Mr. S.A. Kamble 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

Heard Mrs. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and Mr. N.K. Rajpurohit, the learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

Without prejudice to the rights and contentions of 
both the sides, as of now, I direct that the representation 
referred to in Para 10(a), the OA be decided within a 
period of six weeks from today. 

Issue notice made returnable on 07.11.2017. 

DAIS: 6 

Mc Si, i R.. B. MALIK4)4ectltec)---t 

A.FmARA 

—shiv!t:nt. 	
a-P1 

A dvo C.9.1e. fr.): the Applicant 

iRentrtr.:: ............... ... 
f-POrtlr the Responde 

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

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at 
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not 

be issued. 

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly 
authenticated by RegiStry, along with complete paper book 
of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would 
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission 

hearing. 

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

The service may be done by hand delivery / speed 
post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and 
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry 
within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of 

compliance and notice. 

S.O. to 7th November, 2017. Hamdast. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
06.09.2017 

(skw) 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

4A1aLwAympl, 

---tvtee-4;14i-PA- 
P 
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APB 2,\I 
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Adt7eutt 	Appttcant 

Sin, 
	.... 	...... 	.... 

lot the Respondents 

ce,  C P ) J 2260 	(50,000-2-2015) 	

ISO.- MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MILTNIBAI 

M .A./R.A./C.A. No. 

IN 

Original Application No. 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

of 20 

of 20 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 06.09.2017. 

O.A.No.997 of 2016 

C.R. Netke 
	 ....Applicant. 

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

ts.  

1. 
Heard Shri R.R. Ved, the learned Advocate for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
Learned Advocate Shri R.R. Ved on 

instructions from the Applicant informs that in this 

O.A. there is no challenge to the validity of the D.E. 

which went under way against the Applicant He 

adds that the said D.E. was closed. 

3. 
In so far as the issue of delay in the grant of 

provisional pension is concerned, after some debate 

at the bar learned Advocate requeststhat sometime be 

given for him to seek amendment to the O.A. by way 

of appropriate M.A. His request is granted and the 

O.A. stands adjourned to 25.09.2017. 

Adj. 	..... 
	k\q. ..... 

(R.B. Malik) 	cl 

Vice-Chairman 

prk 
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(0,C P J 2200(13) (60,000-2.2016) 	
tdp1.- MAT-F.2 E .  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. MUMBADMIN 
 AI 
ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

M.A./R.A./C,A. No. 
	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No, 

FARAD CONTINUATION MEET NO. 

of 20 

office Notes, Office Memoranda of Conon, 
Appearance, Tribunes collars or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' a order. 

0.A.211 2017 

Mr. A.B. Nimbalkar 	
... Applicant 

Vs. 
The State of Mali. & ors. ... Respondents 

Heard Mr. R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

Mr. Kolge's arguments have concluded. The 
Applicant is directed to place on record a Chart showing 
precisely the claim of interest on the allegedly delayed 
payment of pension duly quantified on 12th September, 

2017. 

(skw) 

DATE :  

Cho 	 

ff. ;IT • 	 MALIK , 
CP i-CIKSIM. 

APMAF, 	: 

nriect 	.. 

fir thc.,  Avplienit 
eituzitiA40 

..946A4*-74??. .... .. 	..... 	........ 

--CAW' P.O. for the Responden 

A dj , 	. 	I IT 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
06.09.2017 
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tf1ttb 	tittle§ Moteetelititt5 tont*, 
ANSPkiflifieUi •Hbanttlig °Mom or 
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Tribitioll; a ortivii 
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tAtI

HAB
0 	

MAt 

tiC 1  11/04) 

A
ltit-1-1ASrrnA ADMINIETEATIVE TE  M:NAL 

of 20 

I Pt 

AppIleatitin Nu, 

FARM) CONTINUATION PHEET NO 

ofsiti 

0A218/2017  

Mr. U.V. Deshmukh 	
Applicant 

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

Heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant. and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, 

the 

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

The orders below application dated 
31.8.2017. 

That matter was mentioned in my Chamber on 31st 

August, 2017. 
The Applicant with Ms. Krutika M. Patil, 

Law Officer had appeared though belatedly, and therefore, 
in as much as the application was presented on the same 
day, I accept the cause assigned and recall the order of 
imposition of cost. There is no adversity visiting thereby. 

The 
said application is allowed with no order as to costs. 

tY5isk-7  
ve 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
06.09.2017 

(slcw) 

DAIS 

COlt_NL; 

ger Mc Stir! R.B. MALII:444ersbe
.  

APRPARIANCE: 

. ..SSAM aC1.1 
AcM-eete en. the Peppitzull 

for the R,,,spondenid 

t-92.-cle-n--. 	
t-th 
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[Sp"- MAT-F-2 E 

(GC P ) J 2260(13) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHIIRA 
ADMINISTRATIVE TR1 BUNAL 

MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 

IN 

Original Application No. 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

V 

of 20 

of 20 

Ham: 	  
QDRAM:  

.111es2446--Shria-RALWAGAKWA11.-  
(Vice Chairman)  

<14M/17)—AA-1-r-1-611. 	aljA>. 
Stirt R E. MALIK 

kPA1's/Ct : 

She atstrf.:. ....... .. : .......... 
Adleteette ftv the Avelicee 

.sP.0-t-r.o. for the Respondents \J 

-4441-ift 	 II° 1  
•••••" •••••••••••••• 	4...  

( 

Date : 06.09.2017. 

0.A.No.96 of 2016 

S.G. Kumavat 

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

1. 
Heard Shri B.S. Shinde, the learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Ohougule, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
In view of the order passed in M.A.No.362 of 

2017, O.A. is adjourned to 04.10.201
7. 

tz,- 	• \-)-- 

prk 

....Applicant. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Vice-Chairman 
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IE C I') J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 	
[Sp1.- MAI 	2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MU1VIBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 
	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 
	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 
Appearance, Tribunal's order's or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders.  

Date : 06.09.2017. 

M.A.No.362  of 2017 in 0.A.No.96 of 2016 

S.G. Kumavat 
	 ....Applicant. 

comt:  
41.;meAtrtitetfrvAGAIL---  

ketas)— 

Win' f Sf:ri R.3. MALIX-(4.4embett- 
4_■lion--Crtr-L"4" --/ 

APMAilipCE: 
G .51t6tr■c4-31-- 

Adamte.flYtIleArattmt 

	

. 	. : ........ ... ..... 	.••. 
R.:!spandeves 

	

_moir...E. A 	02-)0:2A 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	
Respondents. 

1. 
Heard Shri B.S. Shinde, the learned Advocate 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
The proposed amendment seeks to incorporate 

the facts that have occurred pending the O.A. It 

survives the tests of law of amendments and it is 

accordingly allowed. Amendment be carried within a 

period of one week from today. Theconsolidated 

copy of the O.A. after amendment be filed and copy 

be furnished to learned P.O. for him to file affidavit- 

in-reply / additional affidavit-in-reply. 

3. 
M.A. is allowed in these terms witl po order as 

(R.B. Malik) 
Vice-Chairman 

to costs. 

prk 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

C.A.No.45 of 2017 in O.A.No.72 of 2011 

V.S. Mane 

Versus 
	 ....Applicant. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	
Respondents. 

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

Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

CORAM : 	Justice Shri A.H. Joshi, Chairman 

DATE : 06.09.2017 

ORDER 

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

K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Shri K.B. 
Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents states as 

follows :- 

Written instructions in the form of a copy of letter sent by the Government to 

the Director, Medical Education and Research, Mumbai are received. It contains 
as follows :- 

An amount of Rs.94,04,050/- would be deposited in this Tribunal subject 
to outcome of the Review Petition filed by the State before the Hon'ble 
High Court." 

3. 
It is seen that the amount of gratuity and amount of revised pension cannot be 

withheld on whatever ground. Therefore it shall be appropriate to pay these two 

amounts to the Applicant directly, by crediting those dues into the account of the 

Applicant. 

4. 
In so far as amount towards arrears and Pay & Allowance are concerned let that 

amount be deposited in this Tribunal, which shall be kept in fixed deposit for 90 days. 



(A.H.Joshi, J  

Chairman 

2 

5. 	
In the event any order of stay of disbursement is not produced by the State 

within 90 days the amount which is deposited shall be payable to the applicant by 

R.T.6.S. or N.E.F.T. by the Registrar of this Tribunal. 

6. 
In case any order of stay is received, the fixed deposit may be renewed year to 

yew' basis, in absence of contrary orders as regards renewal. 

7. 
For reporting compliance, adjourned to 11.09.2017. 

8. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed. 

prk 
	 0:\PRK\2017\09 SEP\06.09\C.A.45-17 IN 0.A.72-11.doc 
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(A.H. Josh', .) 
Chairman 
6.9.2017 

(G.C.P.) J 2260(3) (50,000-2-2015) 	
[SO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

	 O.A.No.  

Shri B.S. Killedar & Ors. 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

.Applicants 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned 

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

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. PO has tendered affidavit answering the OA. 

It is taken on record. 

3. Ld. PO prays for two weeks time to file affidavit 

answering notice of show cause against cost. 

4. By way of last chance time is granted till 

20.9.2017. 

5. Steno copy and hamdast is granted. Ld. PO is 

directed to communicate this order to the respondents. 

(sgj) 

Hon' bis  J1:6ticc Sini A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

allEARANCE : 

Sly:.;;.;g44i.. 	le? • .6,12-41144Noa.agive-y 
Applicant 

Stt i-I'Slim • 	• 	1,41.1). 4-A  
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(L:D: Applicant 

.,...Stif) 
c.v.() 	O. Fi1' the Respondents 
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(sgj) 

(C.CT.) J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 	
LEpl.- 	F 2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,  
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

.A. No. 

Sint. S.B. Kare & Ors. 	
..Applicants 

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

DATE : 	611)9417  

shn A. R. lo.ski ,(Chairman.) 

None for the Applicant. Heard Smt. K.S. 

Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

2. Removed from board in view thAt the applicants 

have, failed to take steps to serve the respondents. 

3. If service is done, S.O. to 31.10.2017. In case 

service is not done within 6 weeks, OA shall stand 

dismissed without further reference to this Tribunal. 

Chairman 
6.9.2017 6.9.2017 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



DATE 	(...111 9,91 )  

) ,.,lice Shri A. FL Josh (Chainnarr) 

(A.H. Joshi, J.) 
Chairman 
6.9.2017 

(G.C.P.) 	2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 	
ESp1.- MAT-F-2 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL. 
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 
 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal's orders 

O.A. No.1006 of 2016 

Shri S.D. Patil 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

	

2. 	Ld. PO states that the affidavit in reply at page 

84A onwards be struck off and time be granted for 

filing fresh affidavit i.e. reply to amended OA. 

Leave to file fresh reply is granted. 

	

4. 	Affidavit on record at pages 84-A to 108 (both 

inclusive) be struck off/removed and be kept in 2nd  Part. 

Applicant 

i.}KlAk–ak 
C. v 	t 	the. Respondent/s 

Adj. ro....„ .... ,2:1? .5) 	9-47  

5. 	S.O. to 20.9.2017, 

(sgj) 
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(G C P ) J 2260(11) (50,000-2-2015) 	
ESpl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAT,  
MUMBAI 

M.A./R.A./C.A. No. 	 of 20 

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. a. of 	2017 

Dr. M.S. Bhadke 	 ..Applicant 

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

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. At the request of Ld. PO adjourned to 14.9.2017 

including for appearance of Shri Pradeep Vyas. He 

need not appear, if corrective action is taken. 

3. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed. Ld. PO is 

directed to communicate this order to the respondents. 

H-. Josh), J. 
Chairman 
6.9.2017 

(sgj) 
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13.11,211) COIN 	UATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

(A.H. loshi 
Chairman 

 

i (Chairman) 

'‘' ri.' ,-, b"r)  A 

 

Date : 06.09.2017. 

O.A.No.271 of 2017 with O.A.No.534 of 2017 

R. Deshmukh (O.A.No.271/2017) 

S.P. Ingale (O.A.No.534/2017) 

....Applicants. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri A.D. Aghav, the learned Advocate with 

Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicants in 0.A.No.271/2017, Shri D.V. Sutar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant in O.A.No.534/2017 and Shri 

K.B. Bhise, the learned Presenting Officer with Shri N.K. 

Rajpurohit the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

2. Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned P.O. with Shri N.K. 

Rajpurohit the learned C.P.O. for the Respondents prays 

for time to file affidavit-in-reply answering the queries 

contained in the order passed by this Tribunal on 

07.07.2017. 

3. By way of last chance, S.O. to 19.09.2017. 

prk 
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5. O.A. stands adjourned to 20.09.2017. 

Hamdast. 

(R.B. Malik) 
Vice-Chairman 

: II- 	61C1t el 	 
CORA:c' 

Raw hie St.,r R. B. MALiK-(Nti..Enber) 

A?:''EA16.kNCE : 

.. 

Advocate for the Applicant 
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Office Nebo, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 
Appearance, Tribunal', Orden or 
directions and Replotrar'e order, 

Tribunal's orders 

Date : 06.09.2017. 

O.A.No.678 of 2017 

A.S. Mane 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra es Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. By the order dated 26.07.2017 necessary 

directions were given to consider the request of the 

Applicant in sympathetic manner. The said 

representation 18 now beAttg rejected and this request 

for amendment of the O.A. arises in that context. 

3. Regard being had to the facts and 

circumstances formal written M.A. is dispensed with. 

The amendment as herein sought is allowed to be 

carried out within the period of two working days 

from today. Consolidated copy of the O.A. after 

amendment be filed and amended copy be furnished 

to the learned P.O. for him to file affidavit-in-reply / 

additional affidavit-in-reply. 

4. Today relief granted by the above referred to 

order is continue 11 the date next to the filing of 

affidavit-in-reply. 

prk 
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IN 
Id.N. 21_1  ti 6 	Iv\ 
Original Application No. 

of 201 7  

366 	of 20(2- 

■c_ 	c,\-+ 

(G C P ) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	
[SW - MAT-F-2 E .  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE .  TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

S 
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2'260 	000•--2.2015) 	 MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAILARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application  .\ 	(420 

• rfl • 1-c-011 t- 

16. • E34,1 kk)._ 

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

( A blvo c at 

    

     

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Ofice Notes, Office Memoranda of Conon, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

DATE: 	9-0y  
COHAN(  : 
Hoo'ble Justice Shri A. H. loshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE:  

StriiSoat 	kh121  • Vol, 0...L.—. 
Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri /Nor'  fl.0 	 
c.eo i PA.1 for the Respondent's 

AdtW).11E...-. • 
Ads• •■■■•••■••••••• 

Tribunal' s orders 
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