
































ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 1145 OF 2022
(Subhash R. Aage Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri S.L. Bhapkar, learned Advocate for

the applicant and Shri D.R. Patil, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. Affidavits in reply filed on behalf of the

respondent Nos. 1 & 3 jointly and on behalf of

respondent No.4 separately are taken on record and

copies thereof have been served on the other side.

3. S.O. to 29.03.2023 for filing affidavit in

rejoinder, if any.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 1146 OF 2022
(Subhash S. Shinde Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri S.L. Bhapkar, learned Advocate for

the applicant and Shri D.R. Patil, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. Affidavits in reply filed on behalf of the

respondent Nos. 1 & 3 jointly and on behalf of

respondent No.4 separately are tnaken on record

and copies thereof have been served on the other

side.

3. S.O. to 29.03.2023 for filing affidavit in

rejoinder, if any.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 774 OF 2021
(Ganesh L. Chavan Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri S.A. Kulkarni, learned Advocate for

the applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. At the request of the learned P.O., one more

last chance is granted for filing affidavit in reply on

behalf of the respondent Nos. 1 to 3.

3. S.O. to 17.03.2023.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 776 OF 2018
(Nana B. Salunke Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri R.R. Wakekar, learned Advocate

holding for Shri A.D. Sugdare, learned Advocate for

the applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities.

Smt. Sunita D. Shelke, learned Advocate for

the respondent No.3 (Absent).

2. As per the Circular No.

MAT/MUM/ESTT/732/ 2021, dated 25/28.05.2021

issued by the Hon’ble Chairperson of the

Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal, Mumbai, the

matters regarding Recovery and Pay Fixation are to

be dealt with by the Single Bench. The Original

Application is pertaining to Recovery/Pay Fixation.

3. In view of the same, the present matter be

placed before the Single Bench.

4. S.O. to 14.03.2023 for final hearing.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



C.P.NO. 34 OF 2022 IN O.A.NO. 78 OF 2021
(Shubhangi Y. Pawale Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri K.B. Jadhav, learned Advocate for

the applicant, Shri B.S. Deokar, learned  Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities and Smt.

Anuradha S. Mantri, learned Advocate for the

respondent No.2.

2. Affidavit in rejoinder filed on behalf of the

applicant is taken on record and copy thereof has

been served on the other sides.

3. S.O. to 21.03.2023 for admission.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



M.A.NO. 512/2022 IN O.A.ST.NO. 1828/2022
(Mukund B. Lokhande Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri P.S. Dighe, learned Advocate for the

applicant (Absent). Smt. M.S. Patni, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities, is

present.

2. Affidavit in reply filed on behalf of the

respondent Nos. 1 & 2 is taken on record.

3. S.O. to 20.03.2023 for filing affidavit in

rejoinder, if any.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



O.A.NOS. 149, 150 AND 151 ALL OF 2020
(Vitthal S. Ambatwad & Ors. Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri S.L. Bhapkar, learned Advocate for the

applicants in all these O.As. and Shri V.R. Bhumkar,

learned Presenting Officer for the respondents in all

these O.As.

2. As per the Circular No. MAT / MUM/ JUD/

1340/2022, dated 22.12.2022 issued by the Hon’ble

Chairperson of the Maharashtra Administrative

Tribunal, Mumbai, the matters regarding voluntary

retirement, counting of service for initial modified

assured progress scheme by G.R. dated 01.07.2011,

service benefit, pensionary other than pay scale, time

bound promotion, ACPS and lien are to be dealt with by

the Single Bench. The Original Applications are

pertaining to benefit of G.R./service benefit, pensionary

other than pay scale.

3. In view of the same, the present matters be placed

before the Single Bench.

4. S.O. to 17.03.2023 for hearing.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 36 OF 2020
(Dr. Pratap M. Shinde & Ors. Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Smt. Archana Therokar, learned Advocate

holding for Shri V.B. Wagh, learned Advocate for the

applicants and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities.

Shri S.B. Bhosale, learned Advocate for the

Caveater and Shri S.K. Kadam, learned Advocate for the

respondent No.3, are absent.

2. Learned Advocate for the applicants on

instructions seeks permission to withdraw the present

Original Application.

3. I have no reason to refuse permission to withdraw

the present Original Application when the withdrawal is

sought unconditionally.  Hence, permission as prayed for

is granted.

4. In view of the above, the Original Application

stands disposed of as withdrawn.  No order as to costs.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 564 OF 2021
(Suhas S. Kulkarni Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri Saket Joshi, learned Advocate holding

for Shri A.S. Deshmukh, learned Advocate for the

applicant and Shri D.R. Patil, learned  Presenting Officer

for the respondent authorities.

2. The Original Application is filed challenging

impugned notice of premature of compulsory retirement.

3. Learned Advocate for the applicant on instructions

seeks permission to withdraw the present Original

Application.

4. I have no reason to refuse permission to withdraw

the present Original Application when the withdrawal is

sought unconditionally.  Hence, permission as prayed for

is granted.

5. In view of the above, the Original Application

stands disposed of as withdrawn.  No order as to costs.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 485 OF 2022
(Jaspalsingh B. Kalon Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri A.A. Mukhedkar, learned Advocate

for the applicant and Shri B.S. Deokar, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. S.O. to 23.03.2023 for hearing.  Interim relief

granted earlier to continue till then.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 306 OF 2022
(Papindersingh S. Sandhu (Pujari) Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri A.A. Mukhedkar, learned Advocate

for the applicant and Shri D.R. Patil, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. S.O. to 23.03.2023 for hearing.  Interim relief

granted earlier to continue till then.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 68 OF 2023
(Dr. Rohini S. Deshmukh Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri V.D. Dongre, Member (J)
(This matter is placed before the Single
Bench due to non-availability of Division
Bench)

DATE : 23.02.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri V.J. Chavhan, learned Advocate

holding for Shri K.J. Suryawanshi, learned Advocate

for the applicant and Shri M.P. Gude, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. Await service.

3. S.O. to 29.03.2023.  Interim relief granted

earlier to continue till then.

MEMBER (J)
SAS ORAL ORDERS 23.02.2023.



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 359 OF 2021
(Hajrabee @ Nurbe Shaikh Nijam Vs. State of
Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri Ravindra V. Gore, learned counsel

for the applicant, Shri V.R. Bhumkar, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities,

Shri D.T. Devane, learned counsel for respondent

Nos. 2 to 4 and Shri Abed M. Pathan, learned

counsel for respondent No. 7.

2. When the present matter is taken up for

consideration, learned counsel appearing for

respondent No. 7 submits that in the present matter

the parties are willing to resolve the dispute by way

of amicable settlement and has, therefore, sought

time.  On the previous date also similar submissions

were made.  However, if the parties are really

desirous of settling the matter amicably the time

needs to be provided for that.  In the circumstances,

the matter now stands adjourned to 10.3.2023, till

then if the parties reach to any settlement, the

consent terms be produced before the Tribunal, so
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that matter can be disposed of after considering the

terms of settlement.  If no compromise is arrived at,

the matter will be heard on merit on the given date.

3. S.O. to 10.3.2023. High on board.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 634 OF 2022
(Somnath R. Baviskar Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri S.D. Joshi, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned counsel for the applicant submits that the

applicant does not wish to file any rejoinder affidavit.

List the matter for hearing on 10.4.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 682 OF 2022
(Bhimrao N. Doiphode Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri S.R. Shirsath, learned counsel for the

applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has again sought time

to file affidavit in reply on behalf of the respondents.  The

request is opposed by the learned counsel appearing for

the applicant.  However, in the interest of justice last

chance is granted to file affidavit in reply till 13.3.2023.

It is made clear that if the reply is not filed by the

respondents on or before the next date, the matter will

be heard without reply of the respondents.

3. S.O. to 13.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 376 OF 2022
(Priyanka S. Bansode Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri S.D. Joshi, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri V.R. Bhumkar, learned Presenting Officer for

the respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has sought time to file

affidavit in reply.  Though the request is opposed by the

learned counsel appearing for the applicant stating that

sufficient opportunities are already availed, in the

interest of justice time is granted by way of last chance.

3. S.O. to 21.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 649 OF 2022
(Prena S. Gadve Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri S.D. Joshi, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has sought time to file

affidavit in reply.  Though the request is opposed by the

learned counsel appearing for the applicant stating that

sufficient opportunities are already availed, in the

interest of justice time is granted by way of last chance.

3. S.O. to 21.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 668 OF 2022
(Kishor C Koli Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri V.G. Salgare, learned counsel for the

applicant (absent).  Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities, is present.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has tendered across the

bar affidavit in reply on behalf of respondent Nos. 3 to 5

and the same is taken on record. He undertakes to

supply the copy of the reply to the learned counsel for

the applicant.  Learned Presenting Officer submits that

respondent Nos. 1 & 2 may not file separate affidavit in

reply and are adopting affidavit in reply filed on behalf of

respondent Nos. 3 to 5.

3. The matter be listed for hearing on 10.4.2023.  In

the meanwhile, it would be open for the applicant to file

rejoinder affidavit, if he so desires.

4. S.O. to 10.4.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 860 OF 2022
(Harichandra A. Gawali Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri Saket Joshi, learned counsel holding for Shri

Avinash S. Deshmukh, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has sought time to file

affidavit in reply.  The request is opposed by the learned

counsel for the applicant.  In the O.A. the applicant is

praying for directions against the respondents to at least

start him paying provisional pension.  Having regard to

the prayer so made, in fact the respondents must have

come with the affidavit in reply by that time.  However,

time is granted by way of last chance.  It is made clear

that if the affidavit in reply is not filed on or before the

said date, the matter will be heard and decided on the

next date.

3. S.O. to 9.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 386 OF 2021
(Chandrashekhar R. Chopdar Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri Harish S. Bali, learned counsel for the

applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. The arguments are concluded.  Keep the matter for

query, if any by the Tribunal or else on that date the

order will be dictated in the open court.

3. S.O. to 14.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 433 OF 2021
(Chabutai R. Dudhe Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri A.K. Mishra, learned counsel for the applicant

and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned counsel for the applicant has tendered

across the bar rejoinder affidavit and the same is taken

on record and copy thereof has been served on the

learned counsel for the applicant.

3. List the matter for hearing on 23.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 626 OF 2021
(Rajendra Baburao Telap Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri K.B. Jadhav, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri V.R. Bhumkar, learned Presenting Officer for

the respondent authorities, are present.

2. At the request of learned counsel for the applicant,

S.O. to 27.3.2023.  Interim relief granted earlier to

continue till then.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



M.A.NO. 426/2022 IN O.A.ST.NO. 868/2022
(Pradyumnakumar P. Gosavi Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri J.S. Deshmukh, learned counsel for the

applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities, are present.

2. Misc. Application for condonation of delay and the

O.A. both shall be heard together.

3. S.O. to 5.4.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 120 OF 2023
(Anilkumar M. Dabshede Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri V.B. Wagh, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

Shri S.S. Dambe, learned counsel for respondent

No. 2 (absent).

2. Learned Presenting Officer has tendered across the

bar a copy of communication dated 22.2.2023 received

to the office of learned Chief Presenting Officer from the

State Government and the same is taken on record.  In

view of the same, the matter is adjourned to 8.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 513 OF 2021
(Manik Govindrao Gaikwad Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri A.D. Gadekar, learned counsel for the

applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. The retiral benefits of the present applicant are

withheld on the only ground that criminal appeal filed by

the State against the order of acquittal recorded in

favour of the applicant is pending before the Hon’ble

High Court Bench at Aurangabad.  This issue is no more

res integra.  Merely because criminal appeal is pending

against the Government servant, retiral benefits cannot

be withheld by the State.  At the most the respondents

may while releasing the retiral benefits obtain a bond

from the Government servant to the effect that in the

event he is convicted in the criminal appeal pending

before the Hon’ble High Court, within the period which

may be mentioned in the said bond, will refund the

amount released in his favour.

3. One more prayer has been made that the

respondents have not taken any decision about the
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period of suspension and period from dismissal to

reinstatement of the applicant.  In the circumstances the

following order is passed.

O R D E R

By obtaining the bond in the nature of indemnity

from the applicant to the effect that in the event of his

conviction in appeal pending before the Hon’ble High

Court, he will refund the retiral benefits paid to him,

which could not have been paid in the event of

conviction in the trial court, the respondents shall

release the retiral benefits to the applicant within 12

weeks from the date of this order.

(ii) The respondents are directed to take decision

about the period of suspension & the period of dismissal

to reinstatement of the applicant also within the

aforesaid period.  Need not to be stated that if any

grievance remains after decision by the respondents, it

would be open for the applicant to challenge the same

before this Tribunal.

(iii) The Original Application stands allowed in the

aforesaid terms.

(iv) There shall be no order as to costs.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 634 OF 2022
(Somnath R. Baviskar Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri S.D. Joshi, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned counsel for the applicant submits that the

applicant does not wish to file any rejoinder affidavit.

List the matter for hearing on 10.4.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 682 OF 2022
(Bhimrao N. Doiphode Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri S.R. Shirsath, learned counsel for the

applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has again sought time

to file affidavit in reply on behalf of the respondents.  The

request is opposed by the learned counsel appearing for

the applicant.  However, in the interest of justice last

chance is granted to file affidavit in reply till 13.3.2023.

It is made clear that if the reply is not filed by the

respondents on or before the next date, the matter will

be heard without reply of the respondents.

3. S.O. to 13.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 376 OF 2022
(Priyanka S. Bansode Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri S.D. Joshi, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri V.R. Bhumkar, learned Presenting Officer for

the respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has sought time to file

affidavit in reply.  Though the request is opposed by the

learned counsel appearing for the applicant stating that

sufficient opportunities are already availed, in the

interest of justice time is granted by way of last chance.

3. S.O. to 21.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 649 OF 2022
(Prena S. Gadve Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri S.D. Joshi, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has sought time to file

affidavit in reply. Though the request is opposed by the

learned counsel appearing for the applicant stating that

sufficient opportunities are already availed, in the

interest of justice time is granted by way of last chance.

3. S.O. to 21.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 668 OF 2022
(Kishor C Koli Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri V.G. Salgare, learned counsel for the

applicant (absent).  Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities, is present.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has tendered across the

bar affidavit in reply on behalf of respondent Nos. 3 to 5

and the same is taken on record. He undertakes to

supply the copy of the reply to the learned counsel for

the applicant.  Learned Presenting Officer submits that

respondent Nos. 1 & 2 may not file separate affidavit in

reply and are adopting affidavit in reply filed on behalf of

respondent Nos. 3 to 5.

3. The matter be listed for hearing on 10.4.2023.  In

the meanwhile, it would be open for the applicant to file

rejoinder affidavit, if he so desires.

4. S.O. to 10.4.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 860 OF 2022
(Harichandra A. Gawali Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri Saket Joshi, learned counsel holding for Shri

Avinash S. Deshmukh, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned Presenting Officer has sought time to file

affidavit in reply.  The request is opposed by the learned

counsel for the applicant.  In the O.A. the applicant is

praying for directions against the respondents to at least

start him paying provisional pension.  Having regard to

the prayer so made, in fact the respondents must have

come with the affidavit in reply by that time.  However,

time is granted by way of last chance.  It is made clear

that if the affidavit in reply is not filed on or before the

said date, the matter will be heard and decided on the

next date.

3. S.O. to 9.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 386 OF 2021
(Chandrashekhar R. Chopdar Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri Harish S. Bali, learned counsel for the

applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. The arguments are concluded.  Keep the matter for

query, if any by the Tribunal or else on that date the

order will be dictated in the open court.

3. S.O. to 14.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 433 OF 2021
(Chabutai R. Dudhe Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE : 23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri A.K. Mishra, learned counsel for the applicant

and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

2. Learned counsel for the applicant has tendered

across the bar rejoinder affidavit and the same is taken

on record and copy thereof has been served on the

learned counsel for the applicant.

3. List the matter for hearing on 23.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 626 OF 2021
(Rajendra Baburao Telap Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri K.B. Jadhav, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri V.R. Bhumkar, learned Presenting Officer for

the respondent authorities, are present.

2. At the request of learned counsel for the applicant,

S.O. to 27.3.2023.  Interim relief granted earlier to

continue till then.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



M.A.NO. 426/2022 IN O.A.ST.NO. 868/2022
(Pradyumnakumar P. Gosavi Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri J.S. Deshmukh, learned counsel for the

applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities, are present.

2. Misc. Application for condonation of delay and the

O.A. both shall be heard together.

3. S.O. to 5.4.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 120 OF 2023
(Anilkumar M. Dabshede Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Shri V.B. Wagh, learned counsel for the applicant

and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer for the

respondent authorities, are present.

Shri S.S. Dambe, learned counsel for respondent

No. 2 (absent).

2. Learned Presenting Officer has tendered across the

bar a copy of communication dated 22.2.2023 received

to the office of learned Chief Presenting Officer from the

State Government and the same is taken on record.  In

view of the same, the matter is adjourned to 8.3.2023.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 6 OF 2022
(Ramesh Narayanrao Shahane Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri V.G. Pingle, learned counsel for the

applicant and Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer

for the respondent authorities.

2. The grievance of the applicant is that though he

retired on 31.8.2017 on attaining the age of

superannuation till today his retiral benefits are not fully

paid to him on the ground that criminal prosecution is

pending against him.  Learned counsel pointed out that

the applicant is being given only provisional pension,

however, neither the amount of gratuity has been paid

nor amount of leave encashment or other retiral benefits

i.e. commutation of pension etc.  Learned counsel

pointed out that the criminal case which is alleged to be

pending against the applicant is a private complaint.

Learned counsel further pointed out that though the FIR

in the said matter was registered on 31.1.2013, the

charge-sheet has been filed in the said matter on

8.4.2022.  Learned counsel submits that the applicant

when retired on 31.8.2017 the criminal case cannot be



:: - 2 - :: O.A. NO. 6/2022

said to be pending against the applicant, since no

charge-sheet was filed in the said matter.  Learned

counsel in the circumstances has prayed for allowing the

application thereby directing the respondents to release

the retiral benefits in fully to the applicant.

3. Shri M.P. Gude, learned Presenting Officer

reiterated the contentions raised in the affidavit in reply

filed on behalf of the respondents.  Learned P.O.

submitted that in view of the specific provision under the

Maharashtra Civil Services (Pension) Rules, more

particularly Rule 130 (c) thereof the applicant is not

entitled for release of the said benefits, in view of the fact

that criminal prosecution is pending against the

applicant.

4. I have duly considered the submissions so made

on behalf of the applicant and learned Presenting Officer.

Admittedly, there was no departmental enquiry pending

against the applicant.  The pensionary benefits are

withheld for the reason that the criminal prosecution is

pending against the applicant.  The respondents have

not disputed that the criminal case pending against the

applicant has not been in connection with the official

duties of the applicant and was registered on the basis of

private complaint.
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5. After having considered the facts and

circumstances, it appears to me that the respondents

cannot withhold the retiral benefits payable to the

applicant on the ground that criminal prosecution is

pending against the applicant.  As is revealing from the

chronology of the events, though the FIR was registered

on 31.1.2013, that date is not material for withholding

the retiral benefits.  The charge-sheet has been filed on

8.4.2022 i.e. after the retirement of the applicant.  It is

thus, evident that on the date of retirement no criminal

prosecution can be said to be pending against the

applicant.  Moreover, when the respondents have not

denied that the criminal prosecution is having no nexus

with the official duties of the applicant, there seems no

reason for withholding the said amount.  Learned

counsel for the applicant has relied upon the judgment

and order passed by this Tribunal in the case of Dilip

Prabhat Patil Vs. State of Maharashtra & Ors. (O.A. No.

346/2021 decided on 17.2.2022) having identical facts.

6. After having considered the entire material on

record the Original Application deserves to be allowed

and is accordingly allowed in the following terms: -

(i) After obtaining the bond from the applicant

in the nature of indemnity to the effect that in the

event of his conviction in the criminal prosecution
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against him, he will redeposit the amount which in

such case he will be required to deposit within the

period which may be mentioned in the bond of

indemnity, the respondents shall release the retiral

benefits in favour of the applicant within 12 weeks

from the date of this order.

(ii) The Original Application stands allowed in

the aforesaid terms.

(iii) There shall be no order as to costs.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 513 OF 2021
(Manik Govindrao Gaikwad Vs. State of Maharashtra &
Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri A.D. Gadekar, learned counsel for the

applicant and Smt. M.S. Patni, learned Presenting

Officer for the respondent authorities.

2. The retiral benefits of the present applicant are

withheld on the only ground that criminal appeal filed by

the State against the order of acquittal recorded in

favour of the applicant is pending before the Hon’ble

High Court Bench at Aurangabad.  This issue is no more

res integra.  Merely because criminal appeal is pending

against the Government servant, retiral benefits cannot

be withheld by the State.  At the most the respondents

may while releasing the retiral benefits obtain a bond

from the Government servant to the effect that in the

event he is convicted in the criminal appeal pending

before the Hon’ble High Court, within the period which

may be mentioned in the said bond, will refund the

amount released in his favour.

3. One more prayer has been made that the

respondents have not taken any decision about the
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period of suspension and period from dismissal to

reinstatement of the applicant.  In the circumstances the

following order is passed.

O R D E R

By obtaining the bond in the nature of indemnity

from the applicant to the effect that in the event of his

conviction in appeal pending before the Hon’ble High

Court, he will refund the retiral benefits paid to him,

which could not have been paid in the event of

conviction in the trial court, the respondents shall

release the retiral benefits to the applicant within 12

weeks from the date of this order.

(ii) The respondents are directed to take decision

about the period of suspension & the period of dismissal

to reinstatement of the applicant also within the

aforesaid period.  Need not to be stated that if any

grievance remains after decision by the respondents, it

would be open for the applicant to challenge the same

before this Tribunal.

(iii) The Original Application stands allowed in the

aforesaid terms.

(iv) There shall be no order as to costs.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD



ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 359 OF 2021
(Hajrabee @ Nurbe Shaikh Nijam Vs. State of
Maharashtra & Ors.)

CORAM : Hon'ble Shri Justice P.R. Bora,
Vice Chairman

DATE :  23.2.2023
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Shri Ravindra V. Gore, learned counsel

for the applicant, Shri V.R. Bhumkar, learned

Presenting Officer for the respondent authorities,

Shri D.T. Devane, learned counsel for respondent

Nos. 2 to 4 and Shri Abed M. Pathan, learned

counsel for respondent No. 7.

2. When the present matter is taken up for

consideration, learned counsel appearing for

respondent No. 7 submits that in the present matter

the parties are willing to resolve the dispute by way

of amicable settlement and has, therefore, sought

time. On the previous date also similar submissions

were made.  However, if the parties are really

desirous of settling the matter amicably the time

needs to be provided for that.  In the circumstances,

the matter now stands adjourned to 10.3.2023, till

then if the parties reach to any settlement, the

consent terms be produced before the Tribunal, so
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that matter can be disposed of after considering the

terms of settlement.  If no compromise is arrived at,

the matter will be heard on merit on the given date.

3. S.O. to 10.3.2023. High on board.

VICE CHAIRMAN
ORAL ORDER 23.2.2023-HDD


