@CP) J 2R60B) (50,000—2.2018) : Bpl.- MATF-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNA .

M.A/R.AJC.A No. ) of 20
IN
Original Application No, ‘ of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Oftive Momorandi tf Coram, ‘
Appearance, Telbunal's opdérs vy _ telbunal's ordees
direciions and Registrae’s urders

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 being—
- conclusive so far.

\_/
The Applicant came to be discharged by the
learned Special Judge, Incharge of the matters under the

] Prevention of Corruption, Act, 1988. He was for all

DATE: & \q\\t}-—— practical purposes heldguilty by the Enquiring Officer in
—nen the DE. The submission of the said report of the
CORAM - ) ’ Enquiring Officer was in the month of January this year
Hem e Shei-RAHV AGAR WAL : {2017). It appears that the disciplinary authority viz. The
' — (Vice~Charman)— District Collector, Thane is yet to make the final orders
Hrowble S R B MALIS £Monber)— - " thereon. Regard being had to the facts such as they are, |
AFVEARANCE - <U(CQ_,‘C,L\C!Z}.¢§_W\Q‘R>- am of the opinion that the said function should be
e e 1 completed by the Collector, Thane within the time bound
m‘W.A-M“ﬁ)CSM,&QmAﬂ@ schedule. The learned PO informed on instructions that
’ there is some other delinquent also in whose cnse, he
Adverts B the Applleant . [U report of the Enquiring Officer has not been rec:iveu so
it 0G0 D S0 L) WD ARG far. In my opinion, even if that be so, the cas: of the
ELOFPO, for the Respondm.g Applicant be segregated and orders be made in c¢ e of the

present Applicant within a period of one week frr n today.
The PO is requested to make sure that on the r :xt date of

AT 5.0 "{*CD ]dLj j (}1 //7 v hearing, the progress in the matter is inform d so that 1

can proceed further in this OA.

P ,
; . S.0. to 14th September, 2017. Haundast. Steno-
|__copy allowed. - 8
Sd/-
(R.B. Malik])
Member (J)
06.09.2017

(skw)
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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 Responderits.

v@f/\/

-




2. | The lcarned CPO is being instructed by Mr.
Prabhak: r A. Khandagale, Head Clerk in the Office of the

Commis sioner of Police, Navi Mumbai.

3. I have perused the record and proceedings. It
appear s that the charge-sheet in the D.E. against the
Applic ant 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. {ij State of Maharashtra & Ors. Vs. Shivram S.
Sadawarte : 2001 (3) Mh.L.J. 249, (ii) Cap. Paul
An -hony 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. g
—= -




4. The concerned authorities are, therefore, directed
to convene the meeting of the Suspension Review
‘_ommittee 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
t.le outcome be communicated to the Applicant within one
week thereafter and this OA to appear on Board on 16th
October, 2017. Hamdast.

T eNaT
< //ﬁ
(R.B. Malik)

VICE-CHAIRMAN
06.09.2017

Mu nbai
Dece : 06.09.2017
Victation taken by :

2
3.K. Wamanse. ‘
FASANJAY WAMANSE\JUDGMENTS\2017\9 September, 2017\0.A.295.17.doc
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M.A/R.A/C.A.No. of 20
IN '
Orlgmal 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

L oANeS4Ref20—— —

Ms. Pritika A. Patil - .Applicant

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocatc for
the Applicant, Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for Respondents No.l & 2 and Shri S.S. Diwan,

learned Advocate for Respondém No.3.

2. Registrar is directed to enquire as to the reasons

patp:___ ¢ ] | due to which service report in proper form is not made

37 . SRR . . . ‘ '

:‘ RAM: by the Registry. He shall identify the officer who has
Ton't

Justice Shii A H. Joshi (Chairma s : . . :
RSO o ) committed the fault and take suitable action against the
bR fivtenrher A ‘

f‘_(’{ FARANC

s s by AL e A €

k‘zr-aw*%s‘o\\,j“_ﬂ élﬂ-].c—
Advocaie for the Applicant

Shri /Ssat, B 2 90 2 \"lﬂm.

CPrO/P ’) hmhc Rda"m‘.dnm&

concerned,

3 Present OA be tagged with OANO 45 of 2017,

Sd/-
”/@Q*b‘”‘“ Y, , ' - (AH. Joshi,J -)Q '

Chair man

'&vﬂﬂ“‘ wit 0.8 HYspely. - 6.9 1017
: (sgi)
AL |

S
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Offics Natus, Office Memoraid ot Covisrh,
Appesratics, Tribunal's yréurd of
diiustions &hd Reglurar's vrlers

| Tegnsl 8 b1 2017

pare;__ Cl4]2e12

QORAM: ; :

Hom'bl e §¢ i A.H. Joshi (Chairman).
Henthotrmmrhdb i} A
ARPES T ST -

Shrifg. .. ¥R Aeadel<

Advocsi o7 e A eplicant :

Shirt /s A‘QW"j ..... 'L““
C.pO7 5. o se Respondent/s

Ad). Tn\ﬂ\jl%‘.?&’yé@lr‘d’w

avral Ao Vefirk of VRegs b
Fe

Smt. Shobhana U. Kadam . Applicant

Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. P 3spondems

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Ad ocate for
the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougu 7 learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. This Tribunal had passed ordér 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 :nquire as to the reasons
due to which order of notice is not passed before issuing
the nofice and also as 1o reasons due t¢ which the
service report in proper form is nct made by the
Registry. He shall identify the “( fficer who has
committed the fault and take suitable - ction against the

concerned. -

6. Ld. PO has tendered afficavi’ in reply for the
respondents no.1 to 3. Tt is taken on 1t cord.

7. - For rejoinder and for report of Registrar, S.0. to
19.9.2017. ’
- Sd/-
(AH. Jo '.hi‘.l.)
Chairr 1an
6.92 17 .

(sg)
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M.A./R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Off:ce Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, . .
Tribunal’s orders

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Reglstrars orders .

e
Shri R.K. Padmane . .Applicant
Vs. _ C _
‘The State of Maharashtra & Ofs .Respondents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learhed Advocate

for the Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned
nting Officer for the Respondents.

Prese

din view that the affidavit of

2. Removed from .boar

‘ ‘ ‘ servicé is not filed. %
DATE: M,MMJ RN | Sdr- \
‘1 JOSh\ (Chﬁlrman) (AI_L J()Shi. J)\
o ~ Chaiyman
6.9.2017

f‘G‘J AM
won ble hlm\. slm Al

e e

Bty ‘{"TARAFS("‘E :

.........

coale for ihe Applicant : 7
5. S ANEN ).

e PWH’! for the lu.w.rm(.cntf%

Qomm\...mm \oami
\/\w«) el e 29 B st

(4 getfte {s nat k‘nco\

L&

C\'\ﬁ'ﬂgb/ A € (sgj)
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M.A/R.A/C.A No. of 20
1IN
Original Application No. ‘ of 20 | _

-

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal’s orders

Ms. Sheetal P. Rana ’ ..Applicant
Vs,

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. _Respondents

None for- the Applicant. Heard Shri N.K.
Rajpurohit, jearned Chief presenting Officer for
.'Respon_dents No.l & 2 and Shri S.S. Diwan, learned

Advocate for Respondent No.3.

2. Libeﬂy to circulate after applicant'ﬁlés affidavit

of service and upon intimation to the respondents about

the circulation.

CORAM . '
Hon bis Justics Gt A, H. Joshi (Chairman) 3, Removed from board.
SPPURPESNEE ot '

APPFRARANCE

AL AR : Sd/-
(A.H. Josht, 1.) \ A3

Chairman
6.9.2017

Shri/Smd. _ﬁam..%fw'mq,.. afl.
Advocate for dhe Applicant

C.5 7 2D for :n‘ne Respondent/s | 1-*)_ .
A, S 5. oWy For Rates.
bvead.

(sg))
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I

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

- IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

. oA NuIof2HET T

Col. P.N. Dhole & Ors. o _Applicants
Vs. ’
~ The State of Maharashtra & Ors. : ..Responderits

Heard Shri .M. ‘Puranik, learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned

Presentmg Officer for the Respondents.

2. Removed from bda:rd in view that the objections

. are not removed. :

' | ‘ ‘ Sd/-
7‘ ) R Ty ! — s .
e (»ML'LO___D ‘- - (AH JOS}nW
UR‘A)B L : Chairman ‘-
fion | ' sties Shei AL H. Joshi{ airman) - _ 6.9.2017

H(‘r eyl 1

(sg))
N v f !xR LNCL

Adwosaw for the A nphr ant

. She/Smt 2 = @Q"“W} .

CPROT 0. f(r the "* aDO\ldCﬂt/‘;

e, R, Yoo

" w,u) ek the a‘ﬂ)ezhw
NL yv\; Ve XY )gVed-
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M.AJ/R.A/C.A. No. ' of 20
IN.

Original Application No. | of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memorandg of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal’'s orders or " Tribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders

"__—_—__’_’_____1__-——

Spi A.C. Rane & Ors. ©_Applicants
Vs. '
The State of Maharashtra & OrS. . Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwédekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit,

jearned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respohdents.

2. I earned Advocate for the Applicant states that

this case pertains to jurisdiction of Single Judge, and

E;A}E:_;_m__-_mg_\gl_gﬂ;l_ o hence let the case ¢ome up for hearing before Single

CORAL: Judge.

Hon ble fustice e A L Joshi (Chairmat}

3. Registrar shall verify and list the case before ﬁ
appropriate bench. |

Advnrats for ':ti\;;ppiimn\é . . _ ' .

SYRINA 0 £8. 68 0.5 wike | .

(T.;).(') ; .0, for the R::S.p()f’?‘.:gtfs . ' ‘ Sd/- l

. ' | . (AH. Joshi,'.lu)
Mw.‘q(eﬂlsmyq\‘u\&ﬂ + | |  Chairman
ard \ist e case bedare | (g 3 6.9.2017

aqfropsiade Yemth:

Bt
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T

Oftice Notes, Oftice Mumoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal's srderh of Fefbuiial o optigts
dirsctions and Hogisttur's drilars o,X_‘[\fo'_’ngfof 2016
Shri M.D. Lonkar - _Applicant
Vs.
_.Respondents

pae:_ clalrely
CORAM ;

S

Hon'hie fustice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)

APPEARANCE :

— e

Shri m ATRPE \._J\NMATV

Actvocate for the Applicant

Shri fmt: K‘Q?ﬁh[ =
C.P.O/ PO. for the Respondent/s

VTR, L\ b - A——

The State of Maharashtra & O1S.

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

2. This case was heard in the morning session. Ld. PO
prays for time for MPSC to file reply. This Tribunal wanted
to know the reasons due to which the time is required. Shri
Sanjay Pandurang Deshmukh, Under Secretary, MPSC was
present. He was called to state the reasons for need of time.
He express inability to disclose. On enquiry he was called Lo’
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 casc was

-adjourned to find out as 1O whether the officer feels

apologetic for his negligence.

3. In the afternoon when the. case was called out Shri
Sanjay Pandurang Deshmukh, Under Qecretary, MPSC has
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 10 these averments, apart from
MPSC’s reply, if any, to other averments. '

5. Ld PO prays for 5 weeks time for filing reply. In
view of the request of L.d. PO adjourned to 19.9.2017.

6. Hamdast and steno copy is granted. Ld. PO 18
directed to comniunicate this order 10 the respondents.

Sd/-

T(AH. Joshi, K\
Chairman

6.9.2017

(sgd)
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Ofﬂce Notal, Office Momorandq of Coum, .
Appearance, Tribunal's ordeks or Tribunal' s prders
directions and Regisir r’s d
glasrar's ordent 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
Djvisional Forest Officer, Respondent No.3. As the

issue is being debated it has become necessary to

seek clear understahding with regard to the following

facts at issue.

3. Respondents are directed to place on record

. documentary evidence to show as 10 who is the

DATE - 6\‘1\\\‘4—* competent transferring authority ih accordance with
CORAM: Section 6, Table (€) of Transfer Act and also submit
M,.ghﬂ_ml«x% on record list of competent authorities published
Bwn ble %ﬂG—W ' under Section 7 thereof, if there is no document in
APPEATANI : LA et %ﬂw > that behalf it must be made clear that there is no
ShrtGetT X‘( Bod @—q&fﬂgﬁ‘ ' such document and if the documents are there, the
Advoents fr the Aqpticent : same must be produced.
e clysagd .
___CPOTPO. for the Respondents U 4. Compliance be made on 08.09.2017 on which

day this O.A. shall be heard further.

=R ~+o Bkﬁ\\#

5. s.0. to 08.09.2017. ~ v
(gh’ - sdi- B
4
j—-—* S — -\ ¥
R.B. Malik)

Vice-Chairman
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(G.CP) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)‘ [8pl.- MAT-F-2 E.

N THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
| MUMBAI

M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
QOriginal Application No. L of 20

' FARm_ CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

~

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orderé of Tribunal's orders
directions and Reglstrar's brders

0.A.805/2017

Mr. S.A, Kamble ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. ... 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, 1 direct that the representation
referred to in Para 10{a), the OA be decided within a
period of six weeks from today.

lssue hotice made returnable on 07.1 1.2017.

Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and sepavate notice for final disposal need not
be issued.

DATS : élc\h j Aorlicant i . o -
e pplicant 18 authorized and directed to serve on
CORAM: Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly
oy ste- St X authenticated by Registry, aleng with complete paper book
—{Mipe—Cheirman)— of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would
P bie Sari BB MALTRMer ‘ : be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission
APTEARANI S L\ {cos =S OMINW*  hearing. . :

St P%LQMMM AL AN - This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule 11
. of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)

Advoeste for the Applicant "Rules, 1988 and the questions such as limitation and

u_\__
Shr: W‘A\*R@ﬂw l“ alternate remedy are kept open.

C.r.0 Fro-far tbe Responde:

< O +@ g produced along with affidavit of compliance 1n the Registry
' within four weeks. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of

@ /ﬁ compliance and notice.

S.0. to 7t November, 2017. Hamdast.
TN

‘ . The service may be done by hand delivery / speed,
[lll I[‘f,t post / courier and acknowledgement be obtained and

- ¥

Sd/- -

P

= -3 \F
(R.B. Malik)

Member (J)
06.09.2017

{skw)
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(GCPy J 2260(8) (50,000-2-2015)

IN THE

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

IN

[Spl.-

MAT-F-2 E.
SHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
" of 20
of 20

Original Applmatlon No.

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

——

1 Airyan) —

B M'\LIKW
, |c:a, c'nﬂutwm

Phna nte Shrt P

Adwome 17 'he Aﬂpi!onm
B ..‘, b rsvianett vy

§hn j,..m"‘
0. fcr me Reﬁpondcms

cslaly

Adj. To. il &
i

e

‘i

Tribunal’ s orders

e

" Date : 06.09.2017.

0.A.N0.997 of 20 16

....Applicant.

C.R. Netke

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & OT1S. oe- _Respondents.
1. ard Shrl R.R. Ved, the 1eamed Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned
presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned - Advocate shri RR. Ved on
instructions from the Applicant informs that.in this

0.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. l
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 requestgthat 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.

(o)

* N N\

Sd/-
“ | _
(R.B. Malik) AR L
Vice-Chairman

A SRR U

prk
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i

(G.CR,) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2016) [Bpl.- 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 Mamoranida of Coram, _
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions gnd Registrar's orders .

0.A.211/2017

Mr. A.B. Nimbalkar ... Applicant
Vs. '
The State of Mah, & 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 12t September,
2017. i

Sd/-

'i_\"

(R.B. Malik) -

B Member (J)
Q0 \Lo
it R\“\m\-\%ﬂa i 06.00.2017

Advoonte fr the Appiieant
Sl LR 5“—“‘”-@@1%”@1" (skw)
ndeny

___.petp. forthe Respo

lzf\qh’f

APPEARAIE: o

o

Adi To
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GEDS § HEB0E) YUY L01B)

{Apl.. MAtR 2B

NITTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

IN THE MAHARA M1
| MUMBAIL
MA/MA KA No of 0
iR
" Dpigingl Apglieation No. of 80

ok 5

Oitie Mutes, Mics Memoranda F Cor,
Appeapanes Tribunal's ordevs of
diretions tnd Hedtetrars order

Mos bl ShERUB MAL I ¢Membey—

»é_[_’_.mARANCE: '
Adcente iy the mm: 7 \u
PR | RETH 5“:@‘-"“’-@“‘
2P0, for the Respond ‘
Desn.chon - ?au:se»d an e
—
L= Ieatn [ ,

SHEET NO,

0.A.218/2017

Mr. U.V. Deshmukh ... Applicant

Vs.

The State of Mah. & ors. .- Respondents

Heard Mr. AV. 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 31%
August, 2017, The Applicant with Ms. Krutika M. Patil,
Law Officer had appeared though belatedly, and therefore,

day, 1 acéept 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.

\
Sd/-
T v
- (R.B. Malik)
Member (J}
06.09.2017

(skw)

a

\
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G.CPy J 2960(B) (50,000—2- 2015) [Spl.- MAT- F 2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TR1 BUNAL
MUMBAI
MAJ/RA/CA No. : of 20
IN V
Original Application No. . of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

ﬂﬂ

Date : 06.09 2017,

0.A.No.96 of 2016

S.G. Kumavat ....Applicant.
Versus ’ ’

The State of Maharashtra & Or8. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri B.S. Shinde, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

PATH: G[qllt{ o 2. In yiew of the order passed inrM.A.No.362 of
CORAM ‘ 2017, O.A. 18 adjourned to 04.10.2017. CA

W Shri-RAIV AGAR ’ Sd/-
Moo hie Shrf k. B. MAL!KW .o : \*// Y
APPRARANCE : Niea, - cheLr iy aw | (R.B. Malik) b
—————— . , Vice-Chairman
SO i $\L\ U\J‘Q—' ‘ prk
Admm&wmamlm

Bl LI = ...Eta;

W 0. fm the Rnsp\mﬁm

oty o 4 iol17
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(G.C.PY J 2260(B) (50,000-2—2b15) [Spl MAT F 2 E

' IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

: ~ MUMBAI
M.A./Q.A./C.A. No. | . of 20 |
1N
Original Application No. of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Date : 06.09.2017.
M.A.No.362 of 2017 in 0.A.No.96 of 2016

S.G. Kumavat ‘ ....Applicant.

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 secks to incorporate
the facts that have occurred pending the O.A. 1t

survives the tests of law of amendments and it is

DATR: 6\.0‘\\#"‘

accordingly allowed. Amendment be carried within a

CORAM:
WW . period of one week from today. consolidated
o
fon ble 3 R B. M*\L" copy of the O. A. after amendment be filed and copy
4 8
APPFW;\n W) be furnished to learned P.O. for him to file affidavit-
et ."'B 5. S lrub\ci—q—- in-reply / additional affidavit-in-reply.
‘
Adorants 8 the Arfpﬂm_m ' . .
m‘ﬁw u_,:& 3. M_.A. is allowed in these terms witk o order as
to costs. '

—EPOHPO, Ty the R qpom!

gl 28 Quow%fg ] | v Tl <L

f/ffz . N
| - (R.B. Malik)

Vice-Chairman

prk
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

C.A.No.45 of 2017 in 0.A.No.72 of 2011

V.S. Mane ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & os. Respondents,

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

ShriK.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 foliows :- :
”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.




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.é.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 t0

yeaf 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.
Sd/-
<= (A.H. Joshi, JQ
. Chairman
prk

D:\PRK\2017\09 SEP\06.09\C.A.45-17 IN 0.A.72-11.doc
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- (G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-1~2 E.

Al
M.A./R.A‘/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CQONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribungl’s orders

DAJE :

LORAM ;
Hon’bls Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman)
H .i~ §~.- Pi§ ! r!! i A

c\a\ze1 2

Adwocsie oy the Applicant

C.RO /PO, for the Respondent/s

Atl Tojmlﬂ\}apﬁﬁmh ]
Sro ‘ ‘
' Gy 15 dﬁ*;;/

~ (sgl)

OANp10950f 2616
Shri B.S. Killedar & Ors. .Applicants
Vs. ' -
..Respondents

The State of Maharashtr'a & Ors.

Heard Shri- B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad,

learned Presentiﬁg Officer for the Respondents.

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

. Tt is taken on record.

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

answering notice of show cause against cost.

4. rBy way of last chance time is granted till

20.9.2017.

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

directed to communicate this order to the respondents.

b\
Sa/-

(AH. JoshiW.)
Chairman
6.92017
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(G.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000—2- 2015) ISpl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI ' ,
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
"IN
Original Applicati.on 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

pare.__Gla\oel

CORAM:

stice Shit A H., Joshi {Chairmand
Paracek by ur{h'lﬂmhﬁ).m

%;ﬂb o e Applicant

,ShF S, K._S.. % V‘A.)?::A.....

ORGHE O, i he Rnspundﬁmjs

wtr o . Sl 5. AdN
- S.to 3qu} '

B

3.

oA N 627 ot 2047
Smt. S.B. Kare & Ors.- .Applicants .
‘ Vs.
- The Sate of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents
None for the Applicant.’ Heard Smt. K.S.
Gaikwad, learned lPresénting . Officer for the
Respondents.

2.

Removed from board in view that the applicants
have failed to take steps to serve the respondents. '

If service is dong, SO to 31.10.2017. 1In case

service is not done within 6 weeks, OA shall stand

dismissed without further refererice to this Tribunal.
Sd/-
AT osh, 1) “

Chairman
_ 6.9.2017

A’

(sgd)
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(G.C.P.) J.2260(B} (50,000—2-2015) ' [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST_RATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. © of 20
"IN
Original Application No. : of 20

FARAD CQNTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
,Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tl‘ibunsl’s orders
directions und Registrar’s orders

OA Neo-1006-0£2016
Shri S.D. Patil .Applicant
Vs. ‘ '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondénts

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned

Presenting Officer for th:e 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.

DATE. __ ¢l4]24) 5 | -
LQIAM e , 3. Leave to file fresh reply is granted.

- og T hle fnejiee Chet
06 ble fustiee Shri & H. Joghi {Chairman)
HunesdeSti-ek ekt

mestsar-tdomber)-A 4. Affidavit on record al pages 84-A to 108 (both

ARPEARANCE
. S inclusive) be struck off/removed and be kept in 2" Part.
b:,wuw:.\..;..% ‘Rrjajd ele ) p
Advicais i fxs plic Z .
" 5. S.0.1020.9.2017,
RGO "*m hcxyondent/s
) " | Sd/- "
~Ady. I’o\ﬁ]q‘al?‘.. ) TAH Joshi J)Q -
| H. Joshi, J.
ﬂ | ' ~ Chairman
. . 6.9.2017

(sgi)
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G.CP)

J 2260(B) (50,000—2- 2015)

|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

M.A/R.A/C.A No.
“IN

Original Application No.

-

MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CQONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Oftfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appcearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : c\a\2ely
coRAM: ~
Houw'ble Justice Shri AL H. Joshi (Chairman)

Adsocats for ke Applicant

Shﬂl(') i
CRO/ ?ﬁ Tor mL E'«‘upondent/s

M} Tﬂ.num

Herv cepk is ollowed .

Bl

14)4) 207 Hamdegt ord

e

AN faYa PG sla YA Ba
ULy UjL o1 2017

Dr. M.S. Bhadke .Applicant
Vs. '
The State of Maharashlra & 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.

Q
Sd/-

(A H. Joshi, ) o
Chairman
6.9.2017

(sg)
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FAKAL UCUONLINUATION SHEET NO.

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

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

RN AL | PR

Vi (N ke
L :J__Lh__r?\_l\

i

C it it

Aol Lo S %‘1//7) ,

Aﬁij—To LS R, OV\ULLJ 73

,W 94’"’/\ !*\KJ( \4*0%){

N '9\97{;
> 9 9)9)20)

e

Date : 06.09.2017.
0.A.No0.271 of 2017 with 0.A.No.534 of 2017
R. Deshmukh (O.A.N_o.271/2017)

S.P. Ingale (0.A.N0.534/2017) .

....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 O.A.Nb.Z?l/ZQl?, Shri D.V. Sutar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant in 0.A.N0.534/2017 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.0. to 19.09.2017.
Sd/-
‘/(A.H. JBs’ﬁiQ.)
Chaijrman

prk
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Oftice Nates, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appaarance, Tribunal's ordors or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’ s orders

DATS: qul\"f“"

CORLY:
)  Leged 7

{3544 il T Y
L322 M FLAPPII TS J
#

s ble Stri R, B. MALIKCS
T ST L

;;MHM‘D o e U\\<_'cm>_
Advooute for the Appiicant
St Sl cho C‘ﬁldﬁ"‘“

~ 4y

o :E»OH‘\?L‘

Hc:wwl_azsir -

0. for the Respnndcﬁ-ts
Adj. T

e

‘—QMQD>' ‘

t

from today.

prk

Date : 06.09.2017.

0.A.No.678 of 2017

A.S. Mane ....Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..... Réspondents.
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
A ) At .
representation 18 now beiag rejected and this request
g S i Sl '

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

3.

circumstances formal written M.A. is dispensed with.

Regard being had to the facts and

The amendment as herein sought is allowed to be
carried out within the period of two working days
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.

Judeuw :

4. Today relief granted by the above referred to
Y .

order is continue(\till the date next to the filing of
affidavit-in-reply. -
5.

O.A. stands adjourned to 20.09.2017.
Hamdast. '

—~

o

Sd/-

{R.B. Malik)
Vice-Chairman
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(G.C.P)y J 2959(B) (50,000—3-2017)

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/RAAT No. BEE ll F— of 20{ ¥—
IN
BN 2 (16 A
Original Application No. I K@ of 20 [ 2—

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal' s orders

CORAN, :
: i RAFYAGARWAL
Hen'bl: Shri R B. MaALIK-vembery——
APW\RANCB
NWIER P«:uPCUL&LJI
psz‘m' plicant @J
Shnbmh-rrﬁ"iA R G‘*%Hw
——GW for tire Respondentss
&,_LQ_OA, ‘bCJLéESeQ}) LQJA “\J\AQ
I
e bu_J\/\,c:Q)_S o LLU/Ll/\ .
< .o - Ao [C{ , l?

%ﬂ,

6lalig—

V\ami—?nMcJ o adw . As.c
Poen Respo \/\J.LM_‘*-CDMJ . Applican
Q»R,LH}IG

Mceﬁ P\OLZJL:} EQDO‘-"-—«’-’-‘

Honble ’Ls{—'_bx\nsm\n‘_Bev\ch/S
Bepch .

Sd/-
C_QB MAL
WICE - CHA
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(HU000--2- 201505
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

VOO D 2260 (A)

Original Application No. 33\ /ﬂ_

of 20
O}

F B 3. Bagull
{Advocate oo Qm KA’ .................... )

Districr

versys

The State of Maharashira and others

(Presenting Ofcer. .o )

18ph-

MAT-F-2 BE.

Applicant/s

Respondent/s

Uffice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE : 6!‘1\'%1/7

CORAM :
Honbie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chatrman)

APPEARANCE ;
Shri/§oot. = m,,)énh} -

Advocare for the Apph::am

C.RO/ PL) fo: the Respondcm/s

Pty o

Ady~To

cle,few\cc.

Yo and,
Al 1”’*"‘*&"’"3&"'/ ket “_

WWWW
Yo chandt

Mgmﬁ&.
Lek i

Aol o Lﬂi"ﬂ

MWWWT’*

q

Sd/-

cm:f .

W """dw&‘y

Taxe)


Admin
Text Box

      Sd/-


	06.09.2017 (5).PDF
	Page 1

	06.09.2017 (C).pdf
	06.09.2017 (4).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3

	06.09.2017 (3).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

	06.09.2017 (B).pdf
	06.09.2017 (2).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2

	06.09.2017 (A).pdf
	06.09.2017 (1).PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5

	06.09.2017.PDF
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3







