
20.12.2016 
C 

0.A No 1183/2016  

Shri Mohan N. Atole ' 	' l'' nDlicapt 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents 

1. Heard Smt 
advocate for the 
Chougule, learned 
Respondents. 

Punam ,„-M4,N.,#9,n!„<,,lparned 
applicant and Shri. 

Preseriting„ Offi5eir, foi-. the 

2. This Original'ApplicdtiOn haA beeri'filect by 
the Applicant seeking release of his pensionary 
dues. The Applicant has stated in the Original 
Application that he retired on superannuation on 
30:11.2015. 	than a year back and no D.E , 
or judicial proceedingswe& pending against him 
at the time of his retirement. However not only 

6. 
his regular pensioni,eas yet been sanctioned, Rot 
has 	been .paid other retiral dues like G.I.S, 
Gratuity and Home Town Allowance. Learned 
Advocate Mrs Mahajan sought interim relief by 
way of directions to the Respondents to release 
these dues within a period of two weeks. 

3. Learned Presenting Officer stated that he 
does not have any instructions in the matter and 
sought time to file reply. 

4. Going by the averments made by the 
Applicant in his Original Application that no D.E 
or judicial proceedings were pending against him 
on the date he retired, he is clearly eligible to be 
given all his pensionary dues. The Respondents 
are directed to pay his GIS, Gratuity, Home Town 
Allowance within a period of two weeks from 
today. 

5. Issue notice before admission made 
returnable on 17.1.2017. 

• [Pro. 



APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for the Applicant  

ghti 
._.—CTP-117T.O. for the Respotoicate 

cf) 4–c) 1 k 17. 

a t vg iv \11  (Ra e-sA 
Vice-Chairman 

;__t czA,, 

Akn 

  

  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda 
Appearance, Tribunal's orde 

directions and Registrar's o 

Comm, 

s Or 

4ers 

Tribunal's  orders 

DATE:  r--c)\  

CORANt : 
Hoo'hle Shri. RAJIV AGAJOVAL 

(Vke - Chairman)  

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

7. Applicant is authorized and directed to 
serve on Respondent intimation/ notice of date of 
hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along 
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondent,  is 

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

	

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

remedy are kept open. 

	

9. 	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. 

10.. S.0 17.1.2017. Hamdast. 



versus'  
The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

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

• 
Tribui l' s orders 

0.A.955/2016  

0 • 

()AN) h•15, cmeLl c.01140',01-r-M4  e0.4 

TVAr-)4Yn e._ 	AO. AO- 10 ii 

A140  

Ad] To .. k,\ IL2417 • 

(C.0 P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	
I  	 lEp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA "MIN/SrrRATIliti)E TRIBUNAL ■ 
MUMBAI 

 

A 

of 20
r,  .vISTRICT 

'' 

Original Application No. 

(Advocate 	  

	 Applicant's 

s. R.R. Shaikh & Or. 	... Applicants 
Vs. 

he State of Mah. & ctrs. 	... Respondents , 

11.  
Applicant and Advodate absent. Smt. A.B. Kololgi, 

he learned Presenting Officktr for the Respondents. 
1.$ 

By, a praecipe submitted yesterday, the matter was 
irculated for today, but the Applicant and Advocate are 
bsent. The matter stands adjourned to 13th January, 

017. 	 ,1 

S.O. to 13th January 2017. 

DAIS  -1=o\  

94,7;  

Hoteble I 

Hon'ble Shri M. Rameshkurnar (Member) A 

APPEARANCE  

Shri/Smt 	A 14i 00-6_ 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shni-/Sint •  P-•-•Qk.% 	 
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondsfit/s 

404- <vv)_9 
(R.B. Malik) 	

p 

Member p) 
20.12.2016 

.0. 

Mentioned, by Ms. Sonali Pawar, the learned 
dvocate for the' 	 She submits an application 

n behalf of •10th Applicant. The same is .taken on record 
d relying on the learned Advocate's statement supported 

y the 'said application, the Applicant No.10 is permitted 
o withdraw this OA whereosjit continues as far as the 
ther Applicants are concerned. . The OA is disposed of in 
o far as the Applicant No.10 is concerned with nci order 
s to costs. It remain adjourned as before in so far as 
he other Applicants are n erned. 	• 

0,\:k 

(R. . alik) a_P • 
Member (J) 
20.12.2016 

[Pro.  
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DISTRICT 

	 Respondent/s 

(Advocate 	  

1 

The State of Maharashti:a and other 

versus 

S.O. to 3rd  Janua , 2017. Hamdast. 

(R.B. 	k) 	-2-  • V° 
Member (J) 
20.12.2016 

(skw) 

DAM:  9-6)1'2-120lb  
cORAM : 	9  , 
Hon'ble 

APPEARANCE:  

Shri/Snat •  °•.`) 	°)1 	 
Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri /SW. • 	 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/p 

	

1.*-34e, 	 . 

Adj. To 	..1..1.1,/-617 ,  

(C.C.P.) J 2260 (M (60,000-2-2015) 

IN THE M.AHARASIITRA ADMINISTRAT TRIBUNAL 

ISp1.- .MAT-F-2 E. 

BAI MUM 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 
  Applicants 

(Presenting Officer 
	

I 

's orders Tribto 

9.A.293/2016 	 

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

Shri A.K. Randive ... Applicant 

Vs. 
The State of Mah. 86 ors. 	... Respondents 

Heard Shri V.V. 
AppliCant and Shri A.J. 
Officer for the Responde  

shi, the learned Advocate for the 
hougule, the learned Presenting 
s. 

Much as the lea ed PO would try to convince me 
in so far as the perflmance of necessary clearance 
functioning by Respondent No.5, I remained completely 
Unimpressed. If, the N 
been held up is not issu 
any further direction, th 
post of 5th Respondent s 
personally present befor 
to somebody's pension 
This direction be per 
incumbent presently hol 

Objection Certificate which has 
by the next date, then without 

present incumbent holding the 
all positivelyeout fail rerhain 
me so that 	issue with regard 
atter does not get prolonged. 

onally communicated to the 
ng the post of 5th Respondent. 

RTO. 
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S.O. to 4th Janua 

(aim) 

2017. 

(R.B. Malik) Q 
Member (J) 
20.12.2016 

[PTO. 

\c- 

lEpl.- MAT-F-2' E. 

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

IN THE MAHARASIITRA.ADMINISTRAT 
MIJMBAI 

of 20 Original Application No. DISTRICT 

	 Applioant/s 

(Advocate 	  

The State of Maharashtra and otheri 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 	  

versus 

Office Notes, Office. Memoranda of Coram, 

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

Tribtu a orders 

0.A.15 	/2016 

Shri F.M.Y. Patel 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. 

Heard Shri G. 
Advocate for the Appli 
learned Presenting Office 

The request of 
Affidavit-in-reply of Re 
because sufficient oppor 
the Affidavit-in-rejoinder 
has already been filed. 
admitted is now fixed for 

... Applicant 

ors. 	... Respondents 

. Bandiwadekar, the learned 
nt and. Smt. A.B. Kololgi, the 
for the Respondents. 

he learned PO for filing the 
ondent No.3 is turned down 
nity has already been given and 
f the 1st and the 2nd  Respondent 
he OA which has already been 
earing to 4th January, 2017. 

2611'1.1 2-0) to 

CORAM :tttiavr.z1,41 114 1,5) 

Hon'h!e , 	. . 

APPEARANCE : 

Slxigatt— 	?A4.).1.0-4.5.tLR  

Advocate for the Applicant 

N4v4-61nt. •  A' 	•  11-1‘61  1.1 	 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the Respondent/s 

Adj. To 	t.k) 417 • 
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a_o  - 	Nlo 

(R.B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
20.12.2016 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. of 20 	 DISTRICT 

	 ApPlicaltit/s 

(Advocate 	  

• versus 

The State of Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 	 :•..•.• ''.." 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda' Coltil°' 

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

Tx•ibuit l's orders 

0.A.41 /2016 

Shri V.G. Lohkare 
Vs. 

The State of Mah. 

... Applicant 

ors. 	... Respondents 

  

Applicant and Ad ocate absent. Smt. A.B. Kololgi, 
the learned Presenting 0 icer for the Respondents. 

See the orders dated 20.9.2016, 18.10.2016, 
9.11.2016, 15.11.2016 and 6.12.2016, th; Applicant 
remained absent and u represented all thdugh out. It 
seems, therefore, that hrti has lost interest in this matter. 
The OA stands hereby di missed for default with no order 
as to costs. 

(slcw) 

[PTO 

DATE  : 	f)--6)11-  \9-coi(o  
CORAM : sk„.0 , 	 Ayet.yi 	 M  

Hon'ble Justice  Ski  A. tHos44--(4eitmeft) 

Hon'ble Shri M. Rameshkumar (Member) A 

APPEARANCE: 

ShriSmt 

Advocate for the Applicant 

$11;i4Sint. :.A ... ..... 	...... . . 
C.P.0 / P.O. for the iespondent/s 

Adj. To 	0A- 	aj,W1i. e-11  • 
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2260 (A) (50,000-2-.2015) 	
ISp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 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 

Tribuir s orders 

0.A.877/2016  

Shri S.M. More 	 ... Applicant 

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

DATER' 	V-0\11--\ 9-ol  

CmAm  Hon'tile I 

Ho .  

APPEARANCE: 

Advocate for the Applicant 

i5.11."3"-4  
C.P.O / P.O. for the Respondent's 

trit, 	n-  417c02a) 

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Sat. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned 
Presenting Officer for thJ Respondents. 

The learned PO, furnishes for perusal art rder 
dated 16th December, 2016 which quite clearly 	s 

•that the order of promo 'on has been issued in favour of 
the Applicant. In so far as the deemed date aspect of the 
matter is concerned, the Applicant may move the 
authority in that behalf d in case, she does so within a 
period of four weeks from today ancr• expeditious decision 
in that behalf may be *limn and com- municated to her. 
The OA is accordingly disposed of in these terms with no 
order as to costs. 

.„q2c_) • ) 1--\  

(R. B. Malik) 
Member (J) 
20.12.2016 

(skw) 

[PTO. 
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The State of' Maharashtra and others 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

   

   

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coral'', 

Appeuraoce. Tr;honors orders ur 

directions and Registrar's orders 

 

nibo nal' s orders 

  

C.A. No. 100 of 2016 
In 

O.A. No. 275 of 2016 

Shri R.S. Katkar 
	 ... Applicant 

V/ s. 

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

DATE: 

OWL 
)iou'llleShri. RAIN AGAgWAIL 

(Vice - Chairman) 
litareble Slut K. B. MALIK (Member{ 

APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for die Aplitant 

.---C-Tee-tP.O. for the Respondosts 

S 
. A 	s 

Heard Shri M.B. Kadam holding for Shri 

S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the Applicant 

and Ms N.G. Gohad, the learned P.O. for the 

Respondents. 

Both the sides are ad-idem that the order 

dated 04.10.2016 I the O.A. No.275/2016 has 
been complied with and yesterday the applicant 

has resumed duty. 

Contempt Application, therefore, does not 

survive?' and is disposed of with no order as to 

cost. `t— 

(R.B. 
MEMBER (J) 
20.12.2016 

(RAJ V A RWAL) 
4Z1  

VICE-CHAIRMAN 
20.12.2016 

(vsm 

120. /. 
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(Presenting Officer 

Office Notes, Office :Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribitnal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribotiar s orders 

C.A. No. 80 of 2016 
In 

O.A. No. 517 of 2016 

Shri R.B. More 

V / s. 

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

Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms N.G. Gohad, 

the learned P.O. for the Respondents. 

The Affidavit-in-Reply of Shri Ranjit S. 

Otari has been filed. It does not make a 

satisfying reading. 

We are not 'satisfied with any of the 

reasons cited at bar and even in that affidavit. 

In fact, it seems there will be a lot of explaining 

to do in so far as that affidavit is concerned. We 

specifically direct that all the steps necessary to 
provide relief to the applicant should continue 
but we direct the respondent no.2 to remain 

personally, present before us on the next date. 

S.O. to 10.01.2017. 

(RA V AG RWAL) 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

20.12.2016  

g&f.: 
CO 
Iforeble Shri: RAJIV AGAWL 

(Vico Chairman) 
lilasible Sluff R B. MALIK (Member) 

CRAN 

vomit. 

Advocate for the wilco* 
.. 	-b"4 

fOrgie Res ,  I ,ents 

p-400-11,a cV (.4s)•+1. ' 

( 	11 

... Applicant 

(R. 	ALIK 
MEMBER (J) 
20.12.2016  

VSM 

WE() 

Admin
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20.12.2016  

0.A No 1190/2016 

... Applicant 

Fis.ARANCE : 

............... 	°(3)-4.4-316  
vocate for tits,  Applicant 

te-f P.O. for the Respondents 

i"—Tiftirormas•••••••■••••••••••■•••••SsMosIMMIWINOWMOIMS•  

Shri V. M Mule 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra 86 Ors... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri M.D Lonkar learned advocate 
for the applicant and Ms Savita Suryavanshi 
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice before admission made 

returnable on 22.12.2016. 

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

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

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

remedy are kept open. 

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. S.0 22.12.2016. 

8. Looking into the fact that the Applicant is 
retiring by the end of this month, learned 
Presenting Officer is directed to produce the 
relevant Mantralaya file in which decision was 
taken to place the Applicant under suspension. 

+7-cl\  
(Rajiv Aga al) 
Vice-Chairman 

,2-o112-11 4  

,n'bie Shri. RAW/ AGARWAL 
(vice - Cliairuina) 

• 	n 

Akn 
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yg:  .011)-45  

tr 'Me Sint RAJIV AGAIWAIL 
(vice - Chairman) 

eble Shri It. B. MALIK (Member) 
"BALANCE : 

ItA 	 auAA-re_, 

teate for the Applicant 	pA 
6- GeV 

dents to-0 	2 

R taco - 
3. 

-9-0-P.O. fur the !team 
4tdt-910ct_fa- 41-0 

U.A. No. 1139 of 2016 

Shri D.P. Antapurkar 	... Applicant 

V/s. 

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

Heard Shri M.M. Sudame, the learned 
Advocate for the Applicant, Ms N.G. Gohad, the 
learned P.O. for the Respondents Nos. 1 & 2 and 
Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for 

Respondent No.3. 

In fact the arguments of Shri Sudame, the 
learned Advocate were heard on the last 
occasion. However, now the learned P.O. seeks 
permission to file Affidavit-in-Reply which was 
not filed earlier despite sufficient opportunity. 
Shri Sudame, the learned Advocate however 
requests that even in this set of facts he be 
allowed to implead the G.A.D. as a party 
respondent no.4 hereto so as to facilitate a 
proper focus on the real controversy. 

After hearing the submissions at the bar, 
we arccallowod his application. The applicant do 
implead the State of Maharashtra through 
Principal Secretary, G.A.D. as a party 
respondent. 

The amendment be carried forthwith 
post amendment

.7
' Copy of the amended O.A. be 

served to newly added respondent and copy be 
also furnished to the learned P.O. as well as Shri 
Jagdale, the learned Advocate for yhe 
respondent. 

The O.A. may not now be shown as Part-
Heard for time being. It is adjourned for 
Affidavit-in-Reply. Affidavit-in-Reply tendered by 
respondent no.1 is taken on record. 

t- 	17 

S.O. to 17.1.2017. 

\c) 

(R.B. MALIK) 	(RAJIV A ARWAL) 
MEMBER (J) 	VICE-CHAIRMAN 
20.12.2016 	 20.12.2016 

vsm 
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(O.C.13.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 
IN THE MAHARASHTRA. ADMINISTRAT 

MUMBAI 

141.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

Original Application No'. ' of 20 DISTRICT 
	 Applicant/s 

(Advocate 	  

versus' 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

(Presenting Officer 

	 Respondents 

(R iv A 
" Vice-Chairman 

[PTO. 

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

Tribunal' a orders 

DATE: 7̀--t) 9414  

: 
Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 

ice -Chairman) 

•—• 
APPE)IANCE: 

Advocate for the Applicant 

for the ReSPOTIdett9  

0.12.2016 2  

M.A 289/201i in 0.A No 740/2016  

Shri P.V Jadhav 86 rs 	... Applicants 

Vs. 
The State of Mahar htra & Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri V. Joshi, leained advocate for 

the appliaants an Shri K.B Bhise learned 

Presenting Officer ki the Respondents. 

This Misc Ap lication is to sue jointly. As 

the Applicants are eking identical relies against 

the same ,Respond ts, Misc Application to sue 

jointly is allowed, ubject to payment of court 

fees, if not already 	d. 

Misc Applic1 tion stands disposed of 

accordingly. 

Admin
Text Box
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s oS 

(R 'iv Ag 	al) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO. 

• ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

(G•C.P.) .1 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATll  
MUMBAI 

TRIBUNAL 

Original Application No: 
	 of 20 

	
DISTRICT 

  Applicant/s 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

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

directions and Registrar's.  orders 

Tributal's orders 

20.12.2016  

M.A 291/201 in 0.A No 741/2016  

Shri Y.D Londhe & r 	... Applicants 

Vs. 
The State of Mahara htra & Ors... Respondents 

i' Heard Shri V. Joshi, learned advocate for 

the applicants an Shri K.B Bhise learned 

Presenting Officer fo the Respondents. 

This Misc Ap 

the Applicants are s 

the same Respond 

jointly is 'allowed, 

fees, if not already  

ication is to sue jointly. As 

eking identical relies against 

ts, Misc Application to sue 

object to payment of court 

id. 

DATE: 9- 0  

• 

Hoteme Sint RA Vic AGAIMAL 
ce -Cbairents) 

_Thow+406.6",444.14mmentber)___ 

APPEARANCE : 

Advocate for the AmIlicant 

Sfiri 	......... ..... 
—CW-PPG. for the Respondents 

Misc Applic tion stands disposed of 

accordingly. 
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[PTO 

(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016) 

IN THE MAILXRASIITRA A.DMIN
AI  
ISTRAT 

MUMB 

[Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

blaTRICT.  

	 Applicant/8 
of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

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

Tribu 

20.12.2016 

al's orders 

Original Application No: 

Shri P.B Dandekar 
Vs. 

The State of Mahara tra 8s Ors... Respondents 

Heard Shri R. Kavle, learned advocate for 

the applicants an Shri K.B Bhise learned 

Presenting Officer fo the Respondents. 

Learned Advo to Shri Kavle files affidavit 

in rejoinder. Orighial Application is admitted. 

Respondents may fil sur-rejoinder, if need be. 

Place for final earing on 11.1.2017. 

Applicant 

DATE: 	  
CORAIVI 
Hon 'ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 

(Vice - Chairman) 
137-MAL-11“Menihee)--- 

slifir&m:—. s 1."-t)  
APPEARANCE:  

Advocate fbr the Applicant 
C-1>)t\- 

Sibri 	— 
...—C-4444+0. for the Respondents , 

' 	 IA\ • 

e 	cis ck-c4)-"AA-1  

(!) 

it 
iv Agd wal) 

Vice-Chairman 
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Text Box
                Sd/-



[Spi.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

DISTRICT.  
Applicants 

0.A is admitte 

6.1.2017. 

. Place for final hearing on 

R w Ag 
Vice-Chairman. 

Akn 

[PTO. 

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

IN THE IVIATIARASHTRA. ADMINISTRAT 
MUIVIBAI 

Original Application No. • 	" 
	of 20 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent's 

• (Presenting Officer 

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

12/2016  " 

Shri K.R Dabhade 	 ... Applicant 

Vs. 
The State of Mahara tra 86 Ors... Respondents 

Trib al' s orders 

20.12.2016  

0.A No 

Heard Shri 

advocate for th 

Suiyavanshi, learne 

Respondents no 1.  

advocate for Respon 

Affidavit in 

Respondents. Learn 

states that he does 

C.T. Chadratre, learned 

• applicant, . Ms Savita 

Presenting Officer for the 

d Shri Deshrnukh, learned 

nt no.2. 

reply is filed by the 

d Advocate Shri Chandratre 

t wish to file rejoinder. 

MA; 
/Malik Shri. RAJIV AGARVIAL 

(We - Chairman) 

APPEARANCE:  

p cx_ezinco_tbst; 

---C-7ROItO. for ttA,L04.,  

k_fa (IV 

.c -k-  c) 	07—Jr 
e#' 

Advocate fix the Applicant 
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(Or C.1' ) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 

IN THE MAIIARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAT 

Original Application NO. 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and otherl 

ISO.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

	 Applicant/s 

	 Respondent/s 

of 20 

DATE 

Hon'hte Shri. RAJIV AGAR 
rr WAL  (Vice - Clieianal 

APPEARANCE:  

Advocate for the Applicant 4?) 	• 

CPI) P.O. for the Respirations 

(Presenting Officer 

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

directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribu al' s orders 

0.A No 1193 2016 

Smt Geetanjali V. R wal 	... Applicant 

Vs. 
The State of Mahar htra & Ors.... Respondents 

1. Heard Shri 
advocate for the ap 
learned Presenting 

C.T Chandratre, learned 
licant and Ms Archana B.K. 
fficer for the Respondents. 

20.12.2016 

2. Issue notic before admission made 

returnable on 10.1. 017. 

3. Tribunal ma take the case for final 

disposal at this star -  and separate notice for final 

disposal need not b4 issued. 

4. Applicant isiauthorized and directed to 
serve on Responde t intimation/notice of date of 
hearing • duly authetnticated by ' Registry, along 
with complete pap book of O.A. Respondent is 
put to notice that tike case would be taken up for 
final disposal at thestage of admission hearing. 

5. • This intimati n / notice is ordered under 
Rule 11 of theMaharashtra Administrative } 

Tribunal (Pi-ocedu e) Rules, 1988, and the 
questions such is limitation and alternate 

remedy are kept op4n. 

ay be done by Hand delivery, 
r and acknowledgement be 
ced along with affidavit of 
Registry within one week. 
to file affidavit of compliance 

Hamdast. 

6. The service 
speed post, couri 
obtained ,  and pro 
compliance in th 
Applicant is directe 
and notice. 

7. S.0 10.1.201 

iv Ag 	al) 
Vice-Chairman 

(Pro 

Admin
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(O.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015) 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

[SO- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

Original Application 	' 	 of 20 

(Advocate 	 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

Applicant's 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 

Tribular s orders 

0.A No L20/2016 

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

6 20.12.201  

Shri D.B Wadile 
Vs. 

The State of Mahara i tra & Ors... Respondents 

Applicant pre nt in person. Heard Ms 

Savita Suryavanshi, learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents. 

Applicant files 

admitted. •Responde is may file sur-rejoinder, if 

need be. 

Place for final earing on 11.1.2017. 

(Ra v Ag 
Vice-Chairman 

... Applicant 

DATE 	(2 C 

CORM : 
Hon'bk Ski. RAJIV AGANWAL 

(Vice - Chairmen) 
--Rele-ble•Shri-R7-147MAtflEllotember)--  

APPEARANCE:  

.Z.ZaWthbeAi;oicant_ 

for,the R 	to 
knoD 

T. • fk cis> ciLaSt-AA-Li • 

tlill 

davit in rejoinder.. 0.A is 
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7. 

(R jiv Ag 
Vice-Chairman 

C 13.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-22015) 

IN THE MAHAltASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No: " 
	 of 20 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

[Spi.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

DISTRICT 
	 Applicant/s 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 

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

 

al' s orders 

20.12.2016  

... Applicant 

0.A No 

Shri D.S Kandekar 
Vs. 

The State of Mahara 

02/2016  

DATE:  "2-- 0  

Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 
(Vice -Chairman) 

-i41411414te-gai-R.--L-MALIX-(Member)---  

APPEARANCE: 

Shri/Soaki—' 	' 	 41 

Advocate An the Applicant 	 , 

H-RO. for the Respondents 

1 • -Fcn 

Last chance 
-advocate to amend 
Shri Chavan states 
within two weeks an 
the Respondents. 

S.0 to'11.1.20 

Heard Shri N. 
for the Applicant an 
Presenting Officer fo 

Learned Adv 
further time to ame 
Learned P.O stated 
that applicant is s 
amend the Original 

Cost of Rs. 
Applicant, which s 
M.A.T Bar Associatio 

tra & Ors... Respondents 

Chavan, learned advocate 
Ms Archana B.K., learned 

the Respondents. 

ate Shri Chavan seeks 
d the Original Application. 
hat this is the fourth time 
king extension of time to 
plication. 

00/ - is imposed on the 
ould be deposited in the 
, Mumbai 

s granted to the learned 
he O.A. Learned Advocate 

at he will amend the 0.A 
serve the amended copy on 

[PTO. 
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(Q.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (60,000-2-2015) 

IN THE IVIAHARASIITILk ADMINISTRAT 
1VIUIVIBAI 

[Spi - MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL 

Original Applicatiori 	' 

(Advocate 

of 20 	
DISTRICT 
	 Applicant/s 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondents 

(Presenting Officer 
) 

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

Trib al' s orders 

20.12.2016 
O.A No 1 2016 

Shri M.P. Babar 
Vs. 

The State of Maharash 

1. 	Heard Shri K. 
the applicant and Sh 
Officer for the Respon 

... Applicant 

a & Ors... Respondents 

Jagdale learned advocate for 
K.B Bhise, learned Presenting 
nts. 

Ag al) 
Vice-Chairman 

[PTO 

	

DATE : 	11  C,  

ç941: 
Him' hie Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 

(Vice - Cliaimistn) 

	

-itgotl,le 	11.-MAL4K-(Mef-1---- 

Ji- APPEARANCE : 

Advitcate it the Applicata 

• -1;p43-re.o. for the Restiondesto 

• c2,  

2. Learned Advoc 
inadvertently, he has 
to be served on the R 
fresh notice may be iss 

3. Issue notice be 
on 17.1.2017. 

4. Tribunal may t 
this stage and separa 
not be issued. 

e Shri Jagdale states that 
ot collected the copy of notice 
pondents. He requested that 
ed. 

re admission made returnable 

e the case for final disposal at 
notice for final disposal need 

5. Applicant is au 
on Respondent intim 
duly authenticated by 
paper book of O.A. R 
the case would be t 
stage of admission he 

6. This intimation 
11 of the Mahara 
(Procedure) Rules, 19 
limitation and alternat 

7. The service m 
speed post, courier an 
and produced along 
Registry within one w 
affidavit of compliance 

8. S.0 1,7.1.2017. 

orized and directed to serve 
on/notice of date of hearing 
Registry, along with, complete 
pondent is put to notice that 
n up for final disposal , at the 

g. 

notice is ordered under Rule 
tra Administrative Tribunal 
8, and the questions such as 
remedy are kept open. 

be done by Hand delivery, 
acknowledgement be obtained 

affidavit of compliance in the 
k. Applicant is directed to file 

d notice. 
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notice is ordered under Rule 
tra Administrative Tribunal 
, and the questions such as 
remedy are kept open. 

be done by Hand delivery, 
acknowledgement be obtained 

affidavit of compliance in the 
k. Applicant is directed to file 

d notice. 

6. This intimation 
11 of the. Maharas 
(Procedure) Rules, 19 

limitation and alternat 

7. The service m 
speed post, courier an 
and produced along wi 
Registry within one w 
affidavit of compliance 

DATE:  7--+ 0  

CORAM : 
Hon' hle Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 

(vice - Chairman) 

-ktvaltte ShriW1AL-IR-thlaither1---  

APPEARANCE:  

Advocate for the Applicant 
Vitt() S 	 

Sim 
P.O. for the Respondents 

1 ) 
'*---AliiT—Tt•MootsomMlossoatee•MeN/M4 z 

    

    

    

 

(C.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2016)  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT 
MUMBAI 

[Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

TRIBUNAL.  

Original Application NOIL 	 of 20 
DISTRICT 

..... Applicant's 

(Advocate 	  

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent/s 

(Presenting Officer 

    

    

     

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

  

Trib s orders 

20.122046 	 

   

   

0.A No 2 2016 

... Applicant 

a & Ors... Respondents 

Jagdale learned advocate for 
K.B Bhise, learned Presenting 
nts. 

Shri R.B Mali 
Vs. 

The State of Maharash 

1. Heard Shri K. 
the applicant and Sh 
Officer for the Respond 

2. • Learned Advoc 
inadvertently, he has 
to be, served on the R 
fresh notice may be iss 

3. Issue notice bef 
On 17.1.2017. 

4. Tribunal may .t 
this stage and separat 
not be issued. 

5. Applicant is au 
on Respondent intim 
duly authenticated b 
paper book of 0.A, R 
the case would be t 
stage of admission he 

to Shri Jagdale states that 
of collected the copy of notice 
pondents. He requested that 
ed. 

re admission made returnable 

e the case for final disposal at 
notice for final dispbsal need 

orized and directed to serve 
on/notice of date of hearing 
Registry, along with complete 
pondent is put to notice that 
n up for final disposal at the 

g. 

8. 	S.0 17.1.2017. 

(R jiv Agai wal) 
Vice-Chairman 

Akn 
(PTO. 
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V 
(0 C.11.) J 2260 (A) (50,000-2-2015) 	

(Spl - MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 toISTRI6T 
	 Applicant's 

(Advocate 

versus 

The State of Maharashtra and other 

	 Respondent's 

(Presenting Officer 

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

directions and Registrar's orders 

Trib al' s orders 

20.12.2016 

DATE : 	
\ \'')—\ 

COR/iM : 
lion' ble Mori. RAJIV AGA RW AL 

(Vice - Cbainnaa) 

APPEARANCE: 

Advocate fat the Aortic:ant c  L,A  

S .  
flit the Respondents 

--\C M0 \44  
....~...1•00*Ilass~101000118••••  

Shri D.B Sangle 
Vs. 

The State of Maharash 

1. Heard Shri K. 
the applicant and Shri  
Officer for the Respond 

2. Learned Advoc 
inadvertently, he has 
to be served on the R 
fresh notice may be iss 

3. Issue notice bef 
on 10.1.2017. 

4.. 	Tribunal may t 
this stage 'and separat 
not be issued. 

e the case for final disposal. at 
notice for final disposal need 

5. Applicant is auQhorized and directed to serve 
on Respondent intimation/notice of date of hearing 
duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete 
paper book of O.A. Respondent is 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, and the question& such as 
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open. 

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. Applicant is directed to file 
affidavit of compliance and notice. 

8. S.0 10.1.2017. 

a 86 Ors... Respondents 

Jagdale learned advocate for 
K.B Bhise, learned Presenting 
nts. 

e Shri Jagdale states that 
of collected the copy of notice 
pondents. He requested that 
ed. 

re admission made returnable 

Admin
Text Box
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S.O. to 22nd December, 2016. 

V. 	
( 

02' \ 6  er 
(R.B. 

20.12.2016.  
(skw) 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda, of Coram, 

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

Trilmnar s orslers 

0.A.1160/2016 

Shri I.M.S. Shaikh 	 ... Applicant 
Vs. 

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

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, the learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Smt. A.B. Kololgi, .the learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

Shri Dere, the learned Advocate for the Applicant 
insists on urgent relief. Hearing the rival submissions, 
even as the learned PO stoutly opposes the grant of any 
relief at all, I am so disposed as to think that the Applicant 
cannot be left entirely unprotected though the expanse of 
the relief that he is seeking is not something that can be 
advanced to him today. But as an interim measure, I 
direct that till further orders, even if recommendations are 
made, the Respondents shall make it clear to the persons 
concerned, that their,  appointment shall be subject to the 
ultimate outcome of this OA. 

Ner-o. 	 TRZtA.17.1)Eflte— '14.\-k)/r09  (- 
0)1 22112416. 

H 

APPEARANCE:  

	

Shri4a*-^ 	s 	y 

Advocate for the Applicant 

	

hri-tSmt. 	.....  "1210(9  c.P.0 /P.O. for the Respondent/s 

DATE :  9---611q 9-ei  
CORAM 9 vvri 6.,i.viej1K411 
Hen Ile last= 	SlorA. II. Joski(Chai,n,a) 

Issue notice returnable on 22.12.2016. 

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

Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on 
Respondents intimation / notice of date of hearing duly 
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper took 
of 0.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would 
be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission 
hearing. 

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

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



(Presenting 0 

v.ragliatu np axYa WW1 INV. 

1/1$11(1CT 

(Advocate 	  
.••.. Applicant/s 

versus 

The S to of Maharashtra and others 

Va .41) 

cer 	  

Office Notes, Dice Memoranda of Corea 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders ur 
directiomt and Regiitra•'s orders 

Respondent-is 

Tribunal's orders 

M.A. No. 541 / 2016 with  
M.A. 542/2016 in C.A. No.95/2016 in 

O.A. No.379/2015  

Maharashtra Public Service Commission 
...Applicant (Ori.Resp.) 

V / s. 

DATE 	2116  

Shri. RAJI V AGARWAL 
- Cfmirman Nor'* Shri R. B. (Vice MALIK (Member)

)  
 4--  

APPEARANCE: 

Advocate for the Applicant 
--11hri-/Smt. :-.172.U:Ii..caa-k-.LaQi1A- .4 

C.P.0 l P0. for the Kespo eats 	, Vi  

TA Y-- 2- [ (Z ( G 
Ad). .•.......„.............vm••••ovia••••• 

ail 

Smt Punam B. Madage 	... Respondent 
(OH. Applicant) 

Heard Ms N.G.. Gohad, the learned 

Advocate for the Applicant (Ori. Respondent) and 

Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned P.O. for the 

Respondent (Ori. Applicant). 

The personal appearance of the Chairman, 

M.P.S.C: Shri V.N. More is dispensed with only 

for today and M.A. No.542/2016 is disposed of 

in these terms. 

The copies of the proceedings were not 

furnished to the learned Advocate for the 

applicant. The same has been furnished just 

now. 

M.A. No.541/2016 is, therefore, adjourned 

for reply and hearing to 22.12.2016. 

„zo. )2A SO 
(R.B. MALIK) 
MEMBER (J) 
20.12.2016 

• 	 -..)? 
(RA IV AR WA AL) 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

20.12.2016 

VS M 
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