
(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ISp1.- MAT-F'-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Applicants 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Ceram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No. 752 of 2017 

Shri J.R. Dalvi 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

DATS: G• 
C°Itkri 

Shri.R-Ar-AGAtiVAL--- 
( ice - Chairman) 

APMARANCE: 

sitilst,t_zzr:sa.a.cm-fAchil_Howtg-ke--- 

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S. Sutyawanshi, 

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant submit 

that due to the order passed in Review Application, 

amendment is necessary in the present application. 

Liberty to file M.A. is granted. 

3. S.O. to 29.11.2017. 

Ativoeitte ibt the Applicant 

filr the Respondents 

cisur.)crliA.StAl 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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(G.C.P,) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB 
IVITJMBM 

Original Application 1\io." 	
of 20 	

DISTRICT 

(Presenting Officer ............................................. . .............. . ..... ... ) 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Respondents 

Tribunal' s orders 

(Advocate .. ......................... . ..... . .......................... ) 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

0.A.1%16.138 of 2017 

Shri H.B. Suryawanshi 

Vs. 

The State of Mali. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. 
Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned 

Advocate for the applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., 
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	
Learned Advocate for the applicant seeks time 

to file application for amendment in view of the 
earlier order. 

3. At the request of learned Advocate, the O.A. 
is adjourned to 06.12.2017. 

(M.T. Joshil 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 

DATV 

CORM*:  
Shri.42 4VIGARAVII,--uLS C-"I\ .1'7644  

(Vice - Chairman) 
amalbk-Sttri-it-A- entbet)--  
APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for the Applicant 
_Ahrt-/Smt. 
--C-4411-P.O. for the Respondents 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

I Spl - MAT-F'-2 E IN THE MAIIA_RASHTRA. ADMINITRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No.' 	 of 20 	
DISTRICT 

Applicant/s 
(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

(Presenting Officer 
	 Respondent/s 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders Tribunal' s orders 

   

   

O.A.No.778 of 2016 

Shri R.D. Kamble 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. 	None for the applicant. 	Heard Ms S. 
Suryawanshi, the Presenting Officer for the 
Respondents. 

2. It appears that earlier many occasions, the 
adjournments have been granted to the applicants. 

3. In this circumstances, S.O. to 04.12.2017 
either for hearing or for passing necessary orders. 

4. S.O. to 04.12.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 

DMA:  1G \ \  

cn_.1V17-Tf,1-63 CORAM : 
'Ma Shri. IWW-A6ARWAL-- 

(Vice - Chairman) 
eillartbfe-Shri-lk—ilr-MAL4K-fMeenlier)-- 
APPEARANCE:  

Advocate frit the Applicant 
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DISTRICT 

DATE  : 
MUIC 
**CM, Shri. 

(Vice -Chairman) 
non24+44:4*-&-moraglicirntheft- 
APPEARANCE : 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 

I P 

Advocate Portia Applicant 

C. 	P.O P.O. for the Respondents \-1  
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL tSpl - MAT-F' 2 E.  

1VIUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

Applicant's 
(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

(Presenting Officer 
	 Respondent/s 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

 

Tribunal' s orders 

  

       

       

       

0.A.No.609 of 2017 

Shri S.A. Patil 	
... Applicant, 

Vs. 

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

1. Heard Party in person and Ms S. 

Suryawanshi, the Presenting Officer for the 
Respondents. 

Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply. 

3. At the request of learned P.O. time to file is 
granted. 

4. S.O. to 29.11.2017. 
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(G.C.F.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
• 	I Sp1.-  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MAT-F-2 

MUMBAI 

E. 

Original Application NO: 	 of 20 	
DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 
(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.No.733 of 2017  

Shri A.G. Khairnar 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

DATA: IGI 011 11 
COMM  	 
Allapel& Shri. 

1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate 
for the applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. submits that at least two 
months tingee  ilLequired to complete the process as 
the file iteptPbefore the Hon'ble Minister twice and 
thereafter the same is to be recommended to the 
M.P.S.C. for concurrence. 

3. In the circumstances, at the request of 
learned P.O., the O.A. is adjourned to 02.01.2018. 

(Vice - Chairman) 

APEARANCE:  

`T- 
Advneate Ex the Applicant 

.c12-WestilSitt! 
----ezP:0-1-P.O. for the Respondents 

M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 
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Shri. it2411-V-AGAW111L- 

Wive - Chairman) 
hi*Lfir-ftdember)-- 

APPISARANrcE:  

Advocate ibir the Applicant 

' 	CP-clo-k k° 		_eptytvo. for the Respondents 

Adl, 

(O.0 ) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
fEpl -  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MAT-F-2 E 

 
MUMBAI 

Original Application ITO. 	134' 	of 20 
..DISTRICT 

Applicant/s 
(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

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

0.A.No. 136 of 2017 

Shri C.D. Panem & Ors. 
••. Applicants 

Vs. 

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

1. 
Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaiwkad, 
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply. Time 

granted. 

3. 	
At the request of learned P.O., the O.A. is 

adjourned to 05.12.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 

vsm 

[PTO. 
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COMM : 	 
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Ibn'bie Shri. 

(Vice - Chairman) 
.41/11Lble-Shei-RA-44A-1711(--(14entlier)--- 
APPEARANCE:  

-r71(4 	CMA ' 

Advocate fbr the Applicant 

Mid 
C,P:01-P.O. for the Respondents 	V 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
[Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI- 

Original Application Nol 	I CIE 	of 20 14--- 

(Advocate 	  

Applicant/s 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.No.195 of 2017 

Smt. M.P. Kttlkarni 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. Heard party in person and Shri A.J. 
Chougule, the Presenting Officer for the 
Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply. 

3. On the request of learned P.O. time to file 
reply as a last chance is granted. 

4. S.O. to 05.12.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 

vsm 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
1Spl -  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
AT-F-2E. 

 

MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
DISTRICT 

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 581 of 2017 

Shri A.V. Waghmare 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. 86 ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri S. S. Mishra, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B. K., the 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Heard with consent. It appears from the 
record that since 2014, the coxicerned respondents 

ifewrpie-t.i'h4 are merely eerrsidereci tne issue -15f filing S.L.P. 
against the petitioner in the Hon'ble Supreme Court 

and only for that purpose irt imparting retiral 
benefits and deemed date of promotion is stopped. 

3. In the circumstances, the concerned 
respondents are directed to file S.L.P., if any, in the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India within a period of 
two months, failing which the respondent no.2 is 
directed to take steps for considering the reliefs 
sought in the present application within a period of 
one month thereafter. 

4. With this direction, the Original Application is 
disposed of with no order as to costs. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 
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(Vice -Chairman) 

-Rtsult4e-Shci-11:417-MAtift-(Memberf---- 
APPEARANCE  : 

Advocate I* the Applicant 
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Applicant's 

OATS: 

tORAX : 	 .(.4t 
l rifle Shri. R-A-11-V-Acodtc1—.  

(Vice - Chairman) 

APMARANCE • 

SitrtAtr. 	kc"Ajj° 
Advocate tbr the Applicant  

. '''''''''''''''' c,P.0 / P.O. fur the Respondents 

I 	wo•loset....•••••••■■rm1110111161..1.00 	  

•CS 	 —11111M. 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
ISp1.-  

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
E. 

 

MUMBAI 

Original Application No 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent's 
(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 362 of 2017 

Smt. S.D. Pawale 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. 	
Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents 1 to 4 and 

Ms. Shabana i/b Shri P.S. Pathak, the learned 

Advocate for the applicant. 

2. 	It appears that there is no force in the 

application. Learned Advocate for the applicant, 

however, seeks time to file amendment. In fact, the 

fact of decision of this Tribunal which is sought to be 

challenged is already on record even the copy of the 

said decision is filed on record. 

3. Learned Advocate submits inadvertently 
'that 

the said decision could not be challenged though it is 

already filed on record. 

4. In the circumstances, with the above 

observations, S. O. to 2 1 . 1 1.20 17 for filing 

amendment application, if any. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 

vsm 

(PTO 
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DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

JUN: 	  
f , 

cORAM'  
sit-JZVkCa__,1141—* J OAS 

Nats'ids Shri.•Rktfihke-AftWttL- 
(Vice - Chairman) 

ArrEARANCE : 

Advrimte fbr the Applicant 
9firi 

P.O, for the Respondents 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ESp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.No.1007 of 2017 

Shri V. H. Shaikh 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri L.S. Deshmulch, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, 
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. - Learned Advocate for, the applicant submits 
that as the promotion idle already granted to the 
applicant, the applicant is not pressing for the said 
relief. He also files on record a true copy of the 
decision taken by the concerned respondents. 
Learned Advocate further submits that as the 
decision of the deemed date of promotion has already 
been taken, the O.A. may be disposed of with a 
direction to the concerned respondents to decide the 
same issue within six month. 

3. The submission appears to be reasonable, in 
the circumstances, the O.A. is disposed of without 
any order as to costs on the line of the above 
submission. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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ma: I6" ■  

	

gauts.; 	 T7 Ti3sLA.  
110111, Shri. 

(Vice -Chairman) 
111.8244e-Sitti44ALIK-Vitember)-- 

AintARANCE  

Advocate Re the Applicant 

	

—Mbri-Smt. 	•  3'U 	°ICS 
—C-TRIDTP.O. for the Respondents 

( .3 S 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
(Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application N6. of 20 DISTRICT . 	. 

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corium 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.164 of 2016  

Shri V.V. Londhe 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned 
Advocate for the applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaiwkad, 
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. for the respondents files a 
communication dated 15.11.2017 received to her 
from the concerned respondents. It would show that 
the request for grant of deemed date of promOtion is 
ultimately refused. 

3. In the ;circumstances, the Original Application 
will have to be heard on merit. 

4. S.O. to 13.03.2017. 

M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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2 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal's orders 

0.A.No. 879 of 2017 

Shri A. N. Balip 
... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advodate 

for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.m the 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. seeks time to file reply. It 

should be note that the issue in the present 

application is fully covered by the decision of this 

Tribunal as well as the Hon'ble High Court and the 

decisions of the Honble Supreme Court in State of 
Pun ab & Ors. V s. Rafi Masih: 2015 4 SCC 334 
and Sh 

India & Ors. • 11994 

am Babu Verma & Ors. V 

2 SCC 521. 
s. Union of 

1.%-.2---seihrtitikistittfittiotenther)-- 
RANCH: 

kkos4-1htthe Applicant 
rR NJ- 

PA, tut the Respondents 

7), k 

pArn: 6 

(i-2A-k_Si. 04 	-T-6G tAsts:4shri. natliv-AO-AfWAL--- 
(Vice -Chairman) 

.1 	
e.1.11.0011111111141111110MINISNWIIIMNIANN 

3. 	In the circumstances, it is not more res- 

integra that when the employee is imparted any 

financial benefits without any misrepresentation 

being made by hir1)  +1-ie recovery from the 

pensionary benefits late on cannot be recovered. 

4. 	In the circumstances, the Original Application 

is allowed without any order as to costs. The 

impugned decision of the respondents directing 

recovery from the pensionary benefits is hereby 

quashed and set aside. Pensionary benefits be 

imparted at the earliest or in any case within a 

period of three months. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 
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DISTRICT 

Applicant/s 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 [Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application'NO: 	 of 26 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 873 of 2017 

Shri P.J. 'Ingawale 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. 8s ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri R.G. Panchal, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, 

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DATle: 	t4« 

	

COMM  : 	a Ala 
Shri.4M134-46.44-WAL--- 

(Vice - Chairman) 
Jibre-bk-Shri-P,-.-8,-).4A-L4K-fklerntsg0-- 

►PFtARANCE 

Advtestc fltIr the Applicant  

	

rtn. • 	./-5." 	C'—`311  
--C-7-f4)-1-1'.0. for the Respondents 

••• •... 	 
f 	 \ 	• 

2. It appears that the present application suffers 

for want of necessary parties though the relief 

sought of seniority of Constabulary, the employees 

who are shown senior to the applicant are not joined 

as respondents. 

3. In the circumstances, S.O. to 30.11.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application N. 	 of 20 

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.99 of 2017 

Shri S.R. Shete 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

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

2. The learned P.O. for the respondents files 
Affidavit-in-Reply. It is taken on record. Learned 
P.O. pointed out that para no.3 of the reply shows 
that leave is already granted. 

3. Learned Advocate for the applicant seeks time 
to take instructions from the applicant in this 
regard. 

4. At the request of learned Advocate, S.O. to 
05.12.2017. 

vsm 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50;000-2-2015) 
ISp1.- MAT-F-2 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
1VIUMBAI 

Original ApplicatiOn NO. 	 of 20 

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

Respondent/s 
(Presenting Officer 	  

E. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.835 of 2016  
Shri S.S. Benake 	... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, the learned Advocate 
for the applicant and Smt. Kranti Gaikwad, the 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Heard both the sides. The learned Advocate 
for the applicant fairly states that the application for 
correction of date of birth is made at the fag end of 
the superannuation. Even otherwise the document 
on record shows that in the record • of 
Grampandhayat on which the applicant places 
reliance, the name of the child is different. 

3. In that view of the matter, there is no force in 
the matter asking for direction to rectify the date of 
birth. Therefore, the O.A. is dismissed without any 
order as to costs. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 
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1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi, 

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. S.O. to 12.12.2017 either for hearing or for 

passing necessary orders. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application lqo. 	 of 20 	 ,DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  
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Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 311 of 2017 

Shri S.V. Pawar 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 
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1,J 

 

NPsn'hie 
(Vice - Chairman) 
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APPEARANCE: 

Advocate for the Applicant 
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DAM  I6ht(14------  
COR4X • 

4 Lis 'ca-11\777:10 

(Vice -Chairman) 
viihnt-Ne-Striit-97-MMAK-(14einioet.)-- 
APPEARANCE: 

Men 'Me Shri. 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000=2-2015) 	 1Spl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application 1.4o. 	 of 20 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus. 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

O.A.No.735 of 2017 

Shri R.R. Koli 

Vs. 
The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

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

2. Heard both the sides. 	The applicant is 
seeking to set aside the order passed by the 
Divisional Commissioner where under the delay of 
490 days in preferring the departmental appeal 
against the decision in the departmental enquiry was 
not condoned and the delay condoned application 
was dismissed. The applicant had given reasons for 
the delay that as he was mentally depressed he did 
not file appeal and even in the meantime he sent a 
resignation letter. 

3. Affidavit-in-Reply is filed by the respondents. 
Learned P.O. submits that there is no documentary 
evidence to support the reasons advanced by the 
applicant. 

4. The punishment awarded was to the extent of 
effecting the carrier of the present applicant 
permanently and in that view of the matter, if the 
appeal is itself heard on merit no loss could occur to 
the Respondents State. 

5. The Original Application is allowed with no 
order as to costs. The decision of the Divisional 
Commissioner, Exb. 'A', page 10 is set aside. Delay 
is hereby condoned. The Divisional Commissioner is 
directed to hear the appeal itself on its own merit as 
early as possible. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
vsm 

rp TO 

Adv*mte Tr the Applicant' 

...k.-1;-PriTs) lc! the Reis 

000 000 beLINIDI SSOINI 

eil-A.kaen 
(rdli 	0 w 

Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-



DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(OC.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	
iSpl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASIITRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application NO. ' 	 of 20 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Res pondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 310 of 2017 

Shri N.D. Hotkar 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. 	Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., 

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	S . 0 . to 03.01.2018 either for hearing or for 

passing necessary orders. DATB: 6 tl 

CP-W-; • ------t-I5c-k4_11A T,  Maki 
flee'litsShri.RA-031-AGAWAYSI.-  

' 	(Vice • Chairabin) 
• atemi244e-ihriit-r8144AUK41444nsber4--• 

ANTATIANCE : 

Advt ate for the Appli t 

_Sher/SM. :Pr(51---  •• 

('P.O, 	P.O. for the Respondents 

V•C) -1- C3 *- 1 1  1,1 4F3 • 

..--141117-tr:-"■••••••••••■••••■
•.11•11014•10111M4106•1114 ttttt 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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(G C P ) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	

LSpl MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHA-RASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application: No. 	 of 20 
DISTRICT 
	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 191 of 2017 

Shri M.A. Sawant 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. 8b ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

DAT*:  tg(td\   	
C9–. tIVT:Tip 

Mal& Shri.-RABV-ACTAIWAL----- 
(Vice -Chairman) 

4111...1i4e-SIL-1K-(Mentbett- 
AMARANCE: 

Advocate Pot the Applicant 

MtirLISIt  	.... 
._-E=P 	P.O. for the Respondents 

...... 	0  . 

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

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant submits 

that he will have to file the application for 

amendment to O.A. 

3. At the request of learned Advocate, O.A. is 

adjourned to 14.12.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	
[Sp1.- MA'P,F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 16.11.2017. 

C.A.Nd.52 of 2017 in O.A.No.15 of 2016 

A.J. Thakare 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 
	 Respondents. 

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

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

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Contemnors No.2 and 3 are called to show cause as to 

why they should not be saddled with costs of Rs.25,000/- each 

payable to applicant for failing to reply personal notice given to 

by Applicant to Contemnors, copies, whereof are at page 31 and 

34. Reply be filed on or before 19.12.2017. 

3. 	Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O. 

4. Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to 

the Respondents. 

S. 	S.O. to 19.12.2017. 

r. 
(A.H. Joshi J.) 

Chairman 

prk 
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Hence, S.O. to 11.12.2017. 

(A.H. Joshi 
Chairman 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 [Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application Nol 
	

of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 16.11.2017. 

O.A.No.933 of 2017 

I.M. Shaikh 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicant. 

Respondents. 

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

the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for 

the Respondents prays for time to consider the stance to be 

taken in present case. 

3. Time as prayed is granted. 

prk 

DATE: 	  

CLAM : 
Hon'bie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE: 

Shri/I..... V.Z.SParleil.1).(3j3CliAtr 
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(Advocate 	  

Original Application-No. 	 of 20 

	 Applicant/s 

DATE 	►  int l t 9,9/2  
CORAM 
lion'hie Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE:  

: ..... 4.4Liilir).—L1-41%14 
Advocate for the Applicant 

„Shri-/Smt. • 	• e,N).VskSh-41 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent's 

Adj. 	...... 	..................... 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 ISM - MAT-F-2 E 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MTJMBAI 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

16.11.2017 

0.A No 917/2017 

Shri S.S Tate 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

1: Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned 

advocate for the applicant and Smt K.S 

Gaikwad; learned Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate for applicant prays for 

leave to, amend for substituting memo of 

Original Application by doings its precy writing. 

3. Leave to substitute memo of 0.A, index 

and synopsis is granted. 

4. 	S.0 to 23.11.2017. 

(A,H Joshi, 
Chairman 

Alm 

[Pro. 
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4. Order accordingly. O.A. is disposed. 

(A.H. Joshi1 

_ Chairman 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
	

DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 16.11.2017. 

0.A.No.633 of 2017 

(Subject : Transfer) 

G.N. Londhe 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicarit. 

Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

RA.,14_31.,_14011219..  
g;t1Mhj: 

Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 
H 

APPEARANCE : 

.Sh&Smt. .... 

A flvocate for the Applicant 

/Smt. : ...... 
/ P.O. for the Respondent/s 

A 	To„.... ::1....'... 

°irk' 	Afa),4- 

KC' 

2. In view that the impugned order of Transfer has been 

stayed by Government by order dated 24.11.2017, at the 

request of Applicant, ends of justice would meet if the stay 

granted by the Government continues till 30.06.2018 i.e. the 

date of applicant's retirement. 

prk 
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(A.H. Joshi J. 

Chairman 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 -(A) (50,000-2-2015) 	
[Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUIVII3AI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 16.11.2017. 

O.A.No.994 of 2017 

R.F. Dhabre 
	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 
	 Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant, Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the 

Respondents No.1 and 2 and Shri S.P. Palshikar, the learned 

Advocate for the Respondent No.3. 

DATE 	0.119-64,  
paRAN4 : 
Hpn'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

I P p 

APPEARA/+  ICE : 	
11  

Shritr•  11: 	A.L1'  

Advocate im the Appliciunt 

Ski /$4,ftt 	Y1-4  \  `/‘ 
G.12:0-/-P.O. for the Respondent/s 1 	2 

Ativ , f .19 49iiiK9v7 +2/. 

Ad). To 	a7....x\Je-c4.-  -.4).4)1\e-d,  
-ID 34111) 2-07, 

2. Shri M.R. Patil, the learned Advocate for the Applicant 

has placed on record a rejoinder. It is taken on record. 

3. Shri S.P. Palshikar, the learned Advocate for the 

Respondent No.3 prays for adjourning the hearing by one week. 

4. Time as prayed is granted. 

5. By consent, adjourned to 30.11.2017. 

prk 

H 
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DISTRICT 

	 Applicantls 

Hence S.0 to 20.12.2017. 

(A.H Jo shi, 
Chairman 

(G,C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	
ISpl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MU1VIBAI 

Original Application NO. 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondentis 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corani, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

16.11.2017 

0.A No 885/2017 

Shri P.H Mhanvar 	 ... Applicant 

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

1. Heard Shri P.H Mhanvar, applicant in 

person and Ms Savita Suryavanshi, learned 

Presentibg Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned Presenting Officer states that the 

period of suspension of applicant is treated as 

duty period and difference of pay and 

allowances would be paid within four weeks. 

76§.:  I CA 1 11 V1Y  
.ggie6AK: 
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. kW (Chainnan) 

binalble-Ski-Pfrikantesithantarihtember) A 

APPEARANCE:  

Shri/Salc 1....V.1441\SIO. 

Advenam-for-the-Applicant 

Acosta • 
/ P.O. for the Respoindeutis 
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(G.C.PJ J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	 (Spl - MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No: 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or • 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

16.11.2017 

0.A No 767/2017 

Shri Mahananda K. Mandhare ... Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra 86 Ors... Respondents 

DATE 	1 CA 11\ 2-a \  
CO4A.M  
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. loshi (Chairman) 

APPEARANCE: 

... 

Advocate for the Applicant 

,YritrirlSint. • ‘6,7,.$ • 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

k -14. 'f\C-7 70 1/7/  Th15 0' " 

a‘-kkitti4 rig. 1/)r\5 	iViNs141k°6-c9' 

1. Heard Shri M.D Lonkar, learned advocate 
for the applicant and Smt K.S Gaikwad, learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ttansfer is challenged on ground Nos 
6.4(ii), (iii), (iv) and para No. 6.1 

3. It. is admitted that Civil Services Board 
was not consulted. 

4. For the reasons stated in O.A no. 
770/2017, this Original Application is allowed, 
in terms of prayer 10(a), which reads as follows:- 

"10(a) this Hon'ble Tribunal be pleased to 
hold and declare that the order impugned 
dated 3.8.2017 issued by Respondent No 
1 at Exh. 'C' to the present O.A is illegal 
and bad in law and the same be quashed 
and set aside with all consequential 
service benefits in favour of the present 
Petitioner." 

5. Parties are directed to bear own costs. 

(A.1-1 Joshi, 
Chairman 

Alm 

[P770 
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Original Application No. 	 of 20 . DISTRICT. 

Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.1071 of 2017 

Shri C. A. Shinde 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advbcate 
for the Applicant and Ms S.P. Manchekar, the Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 
04.01.2018. 

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal 

at this stage and separate notice for final disposal 
shall not be issued. 

4. Applicants are authorized and directed to 

serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date of 

hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with 

complete paper book of 0.A.. Respondents are put 

to notice that the case would be taken up for final 
disposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 

11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal 
(Procedure) Rules, 1988. 

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, 

speed post, courier and acknowledgement be 

obtained and produced along with affidavit of 
compliance in the Registry within one week. 

Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance 

and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within seven 

days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days 

before returnable date, Original Application shall 

stand dismissed 'without reference to Tribunal and 

papers be consigned to record 

8. S.O. to 04.01.2018. 



APMARANCE 

Advocate fbr the Applicant 

Atui-f-S4ittrrtl.  S' • P,11.2L.lity.: 
P.0.4.-Pktfdr the Respondents 

Office NOtes, Office Memoranda of Cocain, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrur's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

9. 	Before filing any affidavit, the concerned 
respondents are directed to go through the G.Rs. 
dated 05.04.2003 86 28.02.2007 marked as Exb. 'H' 
86 'I' page 31 86 32 and to reconsider the decision 
taken by them in the light of those Government 
Resolutions. In case, the concerned respondents 
come to the conclusion that corrective steps are 
required to be taken then the steps shall be taken 
and report shall be filed in the present proceeding on 
the next date. 

DATE:  \661  

 -2--s-344A 
	

--
r,-i 

W ,  Shri41411VGRAVAL 
 

(Vice • Chairman) 

10. In case, if the respondents come to the 
conclusion that corrective steps cannot be taken 
then a short affidavit explaining the reasons be filed 
on the next date. 

11. Considering the urgency in the case, without 
going into merit, the interim relief as prayed in 
prayer clause 11(a) is hereby granted. 

12. Liberty to move for setting aside the order of 
interim relief is hereby granted. Hamdast. 

Adj 70........ 	L.—C.2. 	 
Hctink citcri-44-  ' 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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DAre:  1g if  

awl& Shri. 
(vice - Chairman) 

AI'MAN,RANCE : 

Adverate est the Applicant 

SIM 	/Son - 	
f7Pfri-P.O. for the Respondents 

INON 

skw 

2 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.208/2017 

K.R. Avhad 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

1. Heard Mr. J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for 
the Respondents. 

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant makes a 
statement that the departmental enquiry has not been 
started. However, the documents on record filed by the 
Applicant in fact • would show that the departmental 
enquiry has been started and from Page No.13 onwards, 
the examination of the witnesses and their cross 
examination can be seen. In the circumstances, the 
statement is deprecated. 

3. On the other hand, Exh. 'R-1' would show that the 
report is already submitted (Page No.100). 

4. Thus, whatever statements are being made by the 
learned Advocate are against the record. 

6. In view of the fact that the final order may require 
to be passed in the D.E, the present application cannot be 
sustained. Now, provisional pension is continued to the 
Applicant. 

7. In the circumstances, the application is without any 
substance and hence, dismissed with no order as to costs. 

(M.T. Josh!) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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APITARAINICE: 

.(lret-t-a----..r  

Advot-str the Applicant 

.:.S. • 	 
for the Respondents 

117- 

/ !" 

tri .$.) d 08titiii *Odd —Mtiini 	 180.- 	1. 

IN THE MAHARASIITitA AIJMINIPITItATIVE Tftit1UNAL 
N11A1 

C.A. Mu. 	 tit 2d 
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&b. 
	 ti 

VAttAli CONTINUATI N SHEET NO1 

cittlee 	tithe itUllidfilildit di 

direttions fititi 

0.A.No.41/2017 

S.N. Parvardhan 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

DATE:  16 \\ 41— 
: 

• I • 	CtStti 
flion'144 Shri. 	' 

(Vice • Chairmen) 
..1.6•2414 ,1-AL--FK--(Mentber)-- 

1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere holding  for Ms. N.A. Jadhav, 
the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. 
Suryawanshi, the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

2. At the request of Mr. Dere, the learned Advocate, 
S.O. to 21st November, 2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 

Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
skw 
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DATIL):  telt) IN 	 
c°R4i*: 	(-41-tica, 

Shri. itA-11V-ACIAP:AllA16– 
(Vice - Chairman) 

—liPatiltrle+hri-RAH4AL-14E-(Mernkier)— 

APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for the Applicant 

w-Alfg4,14114,--42c- 	e.................... 
• 	4/•21.,1 

e Respondrn P.O. for 
ha y 4 11 

■••-• 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 

[PTO. 

.... 	
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(aC P ) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	
tSpl - MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application-No.' 
	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

O.A.No. 746 of 2017 

Ms. S.S. Dhas 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and Ms S.P. Manchekar, the Chief 
Presenting Officer holding for Ms S. Suryawanshi, 
the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned C.P.O. submits that the respondent 
no.2 is reconsidering the case of the applicant in 
light of the G.R. dated 19.07.2017 and, therefore, 
she seeks time. 

3. In view of the said statement of the learned 
C.P.O., S.O. to 15.01.2018. 

Admin
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DISTRICT 

2. The learned P.O. for the respondents files 
Affidavit-in-Reply. It is taken on record. 

3. S.O. to 22.11.2017 for hearing on admission. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 

E. 
(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application NO. 	 of 20 
	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra , and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	  

1 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.860 of 2017 

Shri S.S. Bhosale 

Vs. 

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

.. Respondents 

1. 	Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and Ms S. Suryawanshi;  the 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

 	t g•It1\  
cOR41•1: 	pal T-Te:LS 

Shri.4k4c.11-V-A-CTARAYIL--- 
(Vice - Chairman) 

krit,•,./q.,ANCE: 

411444441)-1---04 •  S ,  
- Ativiwite Pr the Applicant 

r7-7-etertr.Q., for the Respodents 
Vss'A 	 }?-.c5  ' 
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	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

M.A. No.396 of 2017 
In 

0.A.No.82 of 2017 

Shri D.K. Khairnar 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

The State of Mah..85 ors. 	 ... Respondents 

1. 	Heard Ms Bhavana Khichi holding for Shri 

A.S. Gaikwad, the learned Advocate for the Applicant 

and Ms S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

Rmt: 	(1 1  

`A 0-614  CIL, 
cORAM  
Mon 'Ma Shri.  

2. 	Division Bench is not available. 	In the 
circumstances, the Misc. Application is disposed of 

with liberty to circulate the O.A. when the Division 

Bench is available. 

(Vice Chairman) 

APPEARANCE 

VIM 
Advmtle Int Applicant 

•-111trilSmt. 
--C-r13 3+-PO. for the Respondenft 

tAct, kkic-11 
"Poo_ 

Cr_ V0=0,4 Li 
(M.T. Joshi) 

Vice-Chairman 
16.11.2017 
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Mall,: 	(6(11  I fe-1—  

11-4211 	0-41,;-4 CO_ itk 
Ilhon 	Shri. 

(Vice - Chairman) 
am 'tile Slid R. B. MALIK (Member) 

ArPEARANCE:  

Z-t) 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice -Chairman 

16.11.2017 

Original Application No.' of 20 

 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	 r• 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 1064 of 2017 

Smt. Alice Pore & Ors. 

Vs. 

... Applicants 

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

1. 	Heard Shri M.R. Patil, 'the learned Advocate 
for the Applicant and-  Shri A.J. Chougule, the 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Heard both the sides. Both sides agree that 
instead of deciding the application on merit, the 
application can be disposed of with a direction to the 
concerned respondents to complete the process of 
promotion according to rules to the eligible 
candidates from the cadre of Group II to Group I 
within a period of four moths, subject to the decision 
/ direction regarding reservation in promotion. 

3. The submissions appears to be reasonable, 
therefore, the present application is disposed of with 
no order as to costs. 

Ad•.:,:*: Co.: the Applicant 

. for the Respondents 

oft110,1* 	weetr.•111 
C:14  

5. 
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i1Q..VALk: 
Ilitott'At Shti. 

(Vice - Chairman) 
atm' 	P. B. MALIK (Member) 

: 

   

Applicant 

the Itspondents 

1 '2-11 14 

 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Date : 16.11.2017. 

0.A.No.1062 of 2017 

Shri G.A. Palve & Ors. 	...Applicants. 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri M.V. Thofat, learned Advocate for 
the applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents., 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 
14.12.2017. 

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

4. Applicants are authorized and directed to 
serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date of 

hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with 

complete paper book of 0.A.. Respondents are put 
to notice that the case would be taken up for final 
disposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 

11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal 

(Procedure) Rules, 1988. 

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, 
speed post, courier and .acknowledgement be 

obtained and produced along with affidavit of 
compliance in the Registry within one week. 
Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance 

and notice. 

7. In case notice is not collected within three 

days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days 

before returnable date, Original Application shall 
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and 

papers be Consigned to record 

8. S.O. to 14.12.2017. 

9. Without filing any detail Affidavit-in-Reply, 

the respondent no.2 is directed to submit a report as 
to within how much period the recommendations are 

going to be made and if nec,ssary, a short affidavit 

only to that extent ITtc‘y 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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DATh:  I (k  

CORAM , 	- 	 

Lilbebto Shri. 
(Vice • Chairman) 

Advocate 113: the Applicant 

3.  P •  itt.clut-r-Lchkavi-- 
Q—C-A-431-P.O. for the Respondents 

cdinco 9  Q_c.„ 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 16.11.2017. 

M.A.No.484 of 2017 
in 

O.A.No.1062 of 2017 

Shri G.A. Palve & Ors. 	...Applicants. 

Versus 

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

1. Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, learned Advocate for 

the applicants and Ms S. P. Manchekar, learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. This MA has been filed to sue jointly. As all 

the Applicants are seeking similar relief, the MA to 

sue jointly, is allowed, subject to payment of Court 

Fees, if note already paid. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

0.A.No.430 of 2017 

Shri B. D. Kshirsagar 

Vs. 

The State of Mali. 8r, ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

DATh : 	  

C-9-11"2-1: 	Li4.1sUcst—i\A 
mei '11m Shri. 

(Vice - Chairman) 
silialtri-R7fiTletAttlittivturnher)-- 

APMARANCE  

Advottate tbr the Applicant 

:1"1--ciNCWL (2). 

C.13.0 / P.O. for the Respondents 

1. 
Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., 

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 
The learned P.O. for the respondents files 

Affidavit-in-Reply. It is taken on record. 

3. S.O. to 29.11.2017  for hearing on admission. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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DATE: 	 
CORAM : 
1.1041'1-M Shri. 

Fe 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer. 	  

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

Tribunal' s. orders 

O.A.No.207 of 2017  

Shri A. J. More & Ors. 	 ... Applicants 

Vs. 

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

1. 	Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, the learned Advocate 
for the Applicants and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

,Toz 

(Vice - Chairman) 

2. The learned P.O. for the respondents files 
Affidavit-in-Reply. It is taken on record. 

3. S.O. to 23.11.2017 for hearing on admission. 

APPtAltAl'X'E : 

Advocate thr the Applicant 

Sri 4tv4r-tym7.11.1f.24:..k 
.---C-1404-P.O. fat-  the Ret pond 

1\1-1/3  

' 

CA/ILL 
OPO•14••• 
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2. Learned P.O. for the respondents seeks time 

to file reply. 

3. Time to file reply is hereby granted. 

4. S.O. to 04.01.2018. 

M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 423 of 2017 . 

Shri V. D. Zambare 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

1. 	Heard Shri S.B. Deshpande , the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S. P. Manchekar, 

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DAM:  164 U (4-1  
't:--oz-k--k-a-Att 

41-4-11VAGAMP11.--  
(Vice - Chairman) 

411602-ble--Sitfi-lt-W-WELIMMentbee)---  

APPEARANCE :  

c1141\C-14-.  

tuktirl  
,stdi4-4111e44..  s  P tkk,2 4--r-J 	_ 

C.P.0 l P.O. fc: the Respondents 

AcP,,onte 	the Appii,:vit 

vsm 
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Era:  I ©(  

°MIL 	 ■TTE)-1:1 
Shri. RAM-V-246-AltWAL- 

(Vice - Chairman) 

AKTIA,Tt., \NCE: 

Advocate :sir the Applicant 
Z' • kkik CA-1, 01,<DP- 

.O. for the Respondents 

' cd.toc  o 1,a, 
00000000 

c  QS,  {.--LAIN-_cKuto 

	 1.1.1IJJ.1,C1.1.1.1,/ 0 

(Advocate 	  

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No.1055 of 2017 

Shri D.A. Patil 

Vs. 

The State of Mali. & ors.  

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri M.B. Bharaswadkar, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms S.P. Manchekar, 

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. The learned Advocate on instructions from 

the applicant wants to withdraw the Original 

Application. 

3. Accordingly, the Original Application is 

allowed to withdraw without any order as to costs. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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Advez:rte for the Applicant 

.:... 	 
_--C-TP:0-rP.O. for the Respondents 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrur's Orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

M.A. No.479 of 2017 In 
0.A.No.984 of 2017 

Shri R. N. Fulzele& Ors. 

Vs. 
The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicants 

... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri A. N. Naikwadi, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicants and Slari A.J. Chougule, 

the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. for the respondents submits 
that he will take instruction form the concerned 
respondents as to what course of action is proposed 

in the situation.' On his request, S.O. to 27.11.2017 

act on hamdast as well as authenticated copy. 

3. Issue notice before admission returnable on 

27.11.2017. 

4. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal 

at this stage and separate notice for final disposal 

shall not be issued. 

5. Applicants are authorized and directed to 
serve on Respondents intimation/notice of date of 
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with 
complete paper book of 0.A.. Respondents are put 

to notice that the case would be taken up for final 

disposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

6. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 

11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal 

(Procedure) Rules, 1988. 

7. The service may be done by Hand delivery, 

speed post, courier and acknowledgement be 
obtained and produced along with affidavit of 

compliance in the Registry within one week. 

Applicants are directed to file Affidavit of compliance 

and notice. 

8. In case notice is not collected within three 

days or service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days 

before returnable date, Original Application shall 

stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and 

papers be consigned to record 

DAM:  1611\17--  

CP1̀1?11-: „os\,, 1 
mom 'au Shri. 

(Vice • Chairman) 

\alANCE 

9. 	S.O. to 27.11.2017 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, 
the Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. At the request of learned P.O., the O.A. is 
adjourned to 28.11.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 

(Advocate 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A.No. 935 of 2017 

Shri S. R. Koli 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 

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

DATU:  16 N  
coRtit : 	 4 . , txa 

Shri. StArlIV-AGAIWAIL-
(Vice - Chairman) 

AMTARANCE 

A:1-mm% fcc. the Applicant 

Stiti /$ntt-.-r— 	D.  - Nit C 	.. 
„cAke-tir.o. for the Respondents 

	Li. kel-• 	 
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DATE:  Ig 	It- 
coRA54 : 	 ca. 	ok k•t; 
or) -144 S:iri. R-AXWAGARAvid„ 

(Vice - Chairman) 

A T.PEAR,'611,IC.',E : 

Sht (110 ••••■• 	.k1 C-6 	 C11-1C346.4<(2)1. 

Advnm-:: for e Applic  
.  cl–kAaji I . jhri-At.. 	• OOOOOO •■•MO 	• 

—c-.43:071.0. for the Respondents 

s,,c5  (c3 
Cu...... 

Original Application NO. 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions' and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

M.A. No. 337 of 2017 
In 

0.A.No.35 of 2017 

Shri S. A. Adake 

Vs  

The State of Mah. & ors. 

... Applicant 

... Respondents 

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

2. Learned Advocate for the applicant submits 
that the Misc. Application filed by the State on the 
tenability of the present Original Application on the 
ground of delay is missing. 

3. The office is, therefore, directed to note of it 
and make a submission in this regard on the next 

date. 

4. S.O. to 20.11.2017. 

(M.T. Joshi) 
Vice-Chairman 

16.11.2017 
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DATE: 	VII)) ae)  

'iion'bic Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 

APPE.1:2i.z.NCE 

. ............... 
the Applicant 

. 5.. .aMM.0:1). 
C. P.O / O. for the Res • onderit/s 

Adj. To...... 

Office Notes, Office iVietnoranda of Corum, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 16.11.2017. 

M.A.No.485/2017  in R.A.No.22/2017  in O.A.No.235/ 2017 

with 

R.A.No.22/2017  in O.A.No.235/ 2017 

V.V. Chavan 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicant. 

Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri M.V. Thorat, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on 08.01.2018. 

3. 
Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage 

and separate notice for final disposal shall not be issued. 

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 

Respondents intimation/ notice of date of hearing duly 

authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of 

0.A.. Respondents are put to notice that the case would be 

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

5. 
This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the 

Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure) Rules; 1988. 

6. 
The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed post, 

courier and acknowledgement be obtained and produced along 

with affidavit of compliance in the Registry within one week. 

Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and notice. 

7. 
In case notice is not collected within seven days or 

service report on affidavit is not filed three days before 

returnable date, Miscellaneous Application and Review 

Application shall stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal 

and papers be consigned to record. 

8. 	S.O. to 08.01.2018. 

(A.H • J-1:shi 
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"DATE: 	16\t\ 2-037  
GOAAM  : 
Hon'ble Justice Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) 
H 

: 

• 

- the Applicant 
c$ '5.-:k7Ak6S/1 9*-  1 

rc c. , 	for the Respo ent/s 

Adj..  To_  C. A 	Jtfc,2-e)  

(A.H. Joshi J 

Chairman 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 DISTRICT 

	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

• Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 16.11.2017. 

C.A.No.40 of 2017 in O.A.No.76 of 2015 

S.V. Kasare 	 ....Applicant. 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for the 

Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting 

Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Applicant's case is substantially satisfied. 

3. In case some issues remain applicant shall be free to 

agitate the issues / demands as advised and in accordance to 

law. 

4. Contemnor No.2 has tendered apology. It is taken on 

record. Circular showing measures for avoiding recurrence of 

neglect to the orders of Tribunal, is also placed on record. 

5. With liberty as indicated, C.A. is disposed. 
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