
(G.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 
[Bpi.- IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MAT-F-2 

 
MUMBAI 

E. 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 28.06.2018 

0. A. No.1131 of 2017 

A. V. Chavan 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

....Applicant 

Respondents." 

DATE s2- 61(i  
CORAM  
Hon'ble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE:  
Shri/4rnt-r---- 

Advocate for the Applicant 
1 

Shramt-r- 
C.P.O/R.O. for the Respondentis 

Adj./S.0. to 	17-17.1q"  

1. Heard Shri C. T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Shri K. B. Bhise, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Adjourned to 12.07.2018. 

(P.N. DIXIT) 

	

VSM 
	 MEMBER (A) 

Date : 28.06.2018 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



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

IN THE MARARA.SHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.963 of 201 7 

N.B. Wagh 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Simi A.V. Bandiwadekar, learn d Advocate for 
the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO files reply and the same is taken on record. 

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant requests for six 
week's time to file rejoinder. 

DATE '-e$3161t7  
CORAM  
Hon'ble Shri P.N. OIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE:  
:..B 	 

4. 	S.O. to 31.7.2018. 

El 
(P.N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 

28.6.2018 
(sgj) 

Advocate for the Applicant 

.ShrilSffit:-.N,  • 	•  G-(4Nc4  
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent's 

Adj./S.O. to  --3‘ 	\  

got 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.453 of 2018 

DATE 28161 1  
CORAM 
Hontie Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

P.S. Walkd 	 ..Applicant 
Vs 

The State Of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heird Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting 
Officer for; the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO requests for four weeks time to file his reply. 
He also 0:Intends that the applicant has not exhausted the 
remedy of 'appeal before the appellate authority. 

3. S.O. to 30.7.2018 as a last chance. 

511CciPl(i 
(P.N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 

28.6.2018 
(sgj) APPEARAN E 

shri4ffit : 	..... 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shrii.S./N...ra-  • 
.__CACI715:-0. for the Respondent/V 

Adj./S.O. to ..a0 14-  \  
clz_s 

[PTO. 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



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

directions and Registrar's orders Tribunal's orders 
O.A. No.558 of 2018 

K.D. Dhondge 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the Applicant 
and Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, learned Presenting Officer for the 
Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 30.7.2018. 

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 Respondents 
intimation/notice of date of hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along 
with complete paper book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the 
case would be taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission 
hearing. 

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. In case. notice is not collected within seven days and if service 
report on affidavit is not filed three days before returnable date. OA shall 
stand dismissed without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to 
record. 

8. Ld. Advocate for the applicant states that applicant has- been 
suspended from 7.10.2017. However, till date no subsistence allowance 
has been paid to him. 

9. Ld. PO confirms that as per rules applicant is entitled to 
subsistence allowance and he will instruct the concerned respondents to 
make the payment. The respondents are directed to make the payment of 
subsistence allowance before 20.7.2018. 

10. Ld. PO points out that remedy of appeal is not exhausted by the 
applicant. Ld. Advocate for the applicant states that he will do the same 
M coming days on priority. 

11. Steno copy and hamdast is granted. Ld. PO is directed to 
communicate this order to the respondents. 

14P,  (P. . ixit) • 
Member (A) 
28.6.2018 

DATE 9-314  
CORAM 
Hon'ble Shri P.N. D•XIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE:  
' 	

 

Advocate forfor the Applicant 

.. 
---G7RaP.O. for the Resps t dents 

Adj./S.O. to  1'3° 17-  Lk 8)  

(sgj) 
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DATE 	(? 

CORAM 
Montle She P.N. MIT (Iitember)A 

APPEARANCE:,  
shriamt-t-:11:X • 	

 

Advocate forfor the Applicant 

z4grzintA. S 	t\(31-1/\c-Lol<cmA- 

C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondenth 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.579 of 2018 

Dr. M.A. Waghmare 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Issue notice returnable on 6.8.2018. 

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 
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly 
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book 
of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case would be 
taken up for final disposal at the stage of admission hearing. 

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. In case notice is not collected within seven days and 
if service report on affidavit is not filed three days before 
returnable date, OA shall stand dismissed without reference 
to Tribunal and papers be consigned to record. 

ajtil&Ill 
(P. . Dixit) 
Member (A) 

28.6.2018 
(sgj) 

Admin
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2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant mentions that in the 
above matter as the date of the impugned order is prior to 
one year, he proposes to confirm the actual date of receipt. 
He seeks one weeks time to do so. 

3. S.O. to 12.7.2018. 

(sgj) 

(121q
41(hTFC  

. Dixit) 
Member (A) 
28.6.2018 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.580 of 2018 

P.S. Bhore 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

DATE v- (611 7  
CORAM  
Flon'ble Shri RN. MR (Member) A 

APPEARANCE:  n, 
ShritSmt. 	GGulytacsoctdokon- 

Advocate for the Applicant 

6,4\<34 ShrilSmt-.~..N.:. M.: . .. ................ 
c. P. 0/P.O. for the Respondent's 

L2-17 1?  Adj./S.O. to 

#7 / 

[PTO. 
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DATE 	611 
CORAM  
Hon'ble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE:am 	I, 	A 

viisIcP-M`clitz 40401(  

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shrl/Sh*--"  .Z 	141- 
O. for the Respondent/9 

Adj./S.O. to ........ T't I 7  

(G.0 	J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 
rspi:- MAT-F-2 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MIJ1VIBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 28.06.2018 

M. A. No.02 of 2018 in 0. A. No.07 of 2018 

P.R. Bhusal 	 ....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 
lerned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents seeks one week's 
time to file Affidavit-in-Reply, pending the same he will 
provide un-affirmed copy to the Advocate for the 
Petitioner. 

3. Adjourned to 05.07.2018. 

12-1 
(P.N. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 
VSM 
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 
directions and Registrar's orders 

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.979 of 2017 

G.S. Deshmukh 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

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

2. Ld. PO requests for one weeks time to file affidavit 
in reply. 

DATE , 9-5616  tici  

CORAM  
Hon'ble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE• 
ShriLSR47-7-:.Z, -cCES  0--AAct; 

3. S.O. to 9.7.2018. 

ct.NW 
(P.N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 

28.6.2018 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri/ ft:--'V • e - eVA s 	„ 
__C-,P7etM for the Respondent/s 

Adj./S.0 to 	9 \14-, . 1, 

[PTO. 
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DATE  sw8161(..?  
CORAL  
Hon'ble Shri RN. ()IXIT (Member) A 

APPEARAW,;E:  cutAcii__ 
shricsa 	 "r•L'.,* ' 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.1090 of 2017 

M.M. Sawant & Ors. 	 ..Applicants 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO states that department has initiated the 
proposal as per the ruling of the Hon'ble Supreme Court. 
She therefore requests for two weeks time to intimate the 
progress in the mater. 

3. S.O. to 11.7.2018. 

lar 

(P.N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 

28.6.2018 
(sgj) 

Advocate for the Applicant 

_SW/Scat-A• 3  
C.P.O1P.O. for the Responde 

Adj./S.O. to 	i .(1-  I  

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.429 of 2018 

V.V. Kaldhone 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO requests for one weeks time to file affidavit 
in reply. 

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant refers to nonpayment 
of his provisional pension. 

DATE 	̀6-  I I 	l 3  
CORAM 
Hon'ble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE: tin_ L 
--ShritSmt. : .0.4A5rA\ .. t Y 1c 

-Advocate for the Applicant 

. 	. . 	. 	.. . 
'C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondent's 

	

,Adj./S,O. to ..... . .. .. 	. 	. 	... ........ 

4. The same should be positively dealt with in the reply. 

5. S.O. to 10.7.2018. 

Dixit) 
Member (A) 
28.6.2018 

(sgj) 

[PTO. 
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(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.462 of 2018 

S.D. Joshi 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO requests for two weeks time to file affidavit 
in reply. 

DATE  29 k 11° 
CORAM 
1-ton'ble Shri P.N. MIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE: 
smismt. : 

Advocate for the Applicant 

. . 
_C.,P:e/P:O. for theResponde s 

Adj./S.O. to 	41'  

3. S.O. to 24.7.2018. 

Sy 1n  
(P.N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 
28.6.2018 

(sgj) 

[PTO. 
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(G.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 
[Sp1.- MST-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

I N 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 28.06.2018 

0. A. No.784 of 2017 

S. D. Surve 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Shri C. T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Shri N. K. Rajpuroit, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. DATE 	t (3  
CORAM  
Honible Shri RN. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE: 
shruscnt-,--- G'11■511-1k:kg4-12-,  

  

Advocate for the Applicant 	,1  

g • 	 tcaliLc)(Lit  
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respohdent/s 

Adj./S.O. to 	t 	1:1-  

2. Adjourned to 12.07.2018. 

cf\ct  1(I 
(P.N. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 
VSM 
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(G C P ) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 - MAT-F-2 E.  

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIM 'NAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.823 of 2017 

A.M. Pasalkar & Ors. 	 kpplicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 F pondents 

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned . .dvocate for 
the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learne Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Ld. PO requests for one week's tin ,c file affidavit 
in reply. 

3. S.O. to 5.7.2018. 

%.11 111  fel 

( '.N. Dix l 
iV 'tuber 	) 

28.6.201F 

DATE 0% [G ILD  

CORAM  
Hon'ble Shit P.N. OMIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE: fif\  
___shoemt. : .9.c.uKOM1.5144-011-"Lv1  

Advocate for the Applicant 

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

Adj./S.O. to  41(4-  I 17  

  

(sgj) 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.865 o 2017 

S.C. Rajolia 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri M.I. Pathan, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE  -21314  

CORAM  
Horrible Shri P.N. OIXIT (ketiterY A 

APPEARANCE: op_ 6.  
Shriamt. pa-  k • A ak-ukt701■,, 

Advocate for the Applicant 

..0.911d1S-n•rrn-*..N  .6- c) 
___-G7R0711.*0. for the Respondents 

Adj./S.O. to 	9.11-11'  

2. 	Ld. PO requests for one week's time to file affidavit 
in reply. 

S.O. to 9.7.2018. 

(P.N. Dixit) 
Me nber (A) 

2S.6.2018 
(sgj) 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD. CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 28.06.2018 

0. A. No. 127of 2018 

V.D. Shriram 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Shri M.B. Kadam, the learned Advocate for 
DATE  v-S16t5? 	 the Applicant, Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting 
CORAM 	 Officer for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3 and Shri A.S. 
Hon'ble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 	Gaikwad, the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.4. 

APPEARANCE;  
Shrd.Sfrit-:77. 	'a,  44"4" .11̀GLIA/1.  

By consent adjourned to 12.07.2018. 

Sba 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shriieent—Ps  'Cr-' -•c5  
.--C,P:eltP.O. for the Responcleplis NbiR1 

 
.k3 

a-06 t4-0P 	uc.71--60 
Adj./S.O.  to 	  

[2-(7-1(3•• 

(PSI DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

Admin
Text Box
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Advocate for the Applitiant 

----€7P:OfP.O. for the Responde s 

Adj./S.O. to  -3* 	I II  • 

VSM 

(G C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2015) 	 [SpI.- A a-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN  

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Cornm, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 28.06.2018 

0. A. No. 400 of 2016 

D.T. Joshi 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. 	Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate 

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE 	  

CQRAM  
Hotta Sty' P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant seeks 

adjournment. 

3. S.O. to 03.07.2018. 

APPEARAtI,CE: et? 4er 

(P.N. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



(O.C.F.) J 2260(B) (50.000-2-2015) 	 [Sol.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Comm, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 28.06.2018 

0. A. No.295 of 2017 

S. B. Nandgaonkar 

Versus 

....Applicant 

DATE s2-81 1  
CORAM 
Honble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEAR NCE: 
pmt. : . .C10--cLim  

Advocate for the Applicant 

ShriL,Smt-t.H.-10 ' 	PC"  
...X.,P:01P.O. for the Responl.entis 

v_l?  Adj./S.O. to 	; 	f  

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajana, the learned Advocate 

for the Applicant and Shri N.K.Rajpurohit, the learned 

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that the 
case of the. Petitioner was placed before Suspension 
Review Committee on 22.02.2018 and the Committee took 
the decision to continue his suspension. 

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant seeks leave to 
amend the O.A. She requests three weeks time for the 
same. 

4. Liberty to amend the O.A. is granted. 

S.O. to 24.07.2018. 

k.1(t 

(P.N. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 
VSM 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



(G.C.P.).  J 2260(B) (50,000-2-2035) 	 [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 28.06.2018 

M.A. No.303 of 2017 in 0. A. No.652 of 2017 

A.P. Patil 	 ....Applicant 

Versus 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	Respondents. 

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

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

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

DATE  v---8 ( t  
CORAM 

Hontle Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE:   
1,"(,° 

Advocate for the Applicant 

..shoismt.  . 	 ts6 .k .  
c.P.o/P.o. for the Respondentis 

Adj./S.O. to (1 (T.  

2. Learned Advocate for the Petitioner requests 
liberty to substitute the O.A. as well as M.A. He seeks 
three weeks time for doing the same. 

3. S.O. to 31.07.2018. 

CI  icti Vie( 
(P.N. DIXIT) 

MEMBER (A) 
VSM 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



APPEARANCE:  
--ShritSmt. : 	 . 

Advocate for the Applicant 

Shri/Snitr-- 
P,OtP.O. for the Respondent/ 

Adj./S.O. to 	 d 11.1 	 

H cuAkel 

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.923 of 2017 

R.Z. Zople 	 ..A plicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	 _espondents 

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan. 1 arned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Shri A.J. Choug dl., learned Presenting 
Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. PO requests for adjournm ant to obtain further 
progress in the matter. 

DATE 28461\e'  

CORAM  
Hon'bie Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A  

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant states that decision 
regarding the same should be expedited 

4. S.O. to 31.7.2018. Hamdast. 

Syr , Fir 
(P.N. T Aft) 
Me' ,11-,er (A) 
2 .6.2018 

(sgj) 

[PTO. 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

 No.477 of 2018 

A.G. Patil 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. PO requests for one weeks time to file affidavit 
in reply. 

3. 	S.O. to 3.7.2018. 

DATE  253( 4-ke 
CORAM  
Hon'ble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE:  
„shotsmt. : .Faxes,clum, 	 cipkr  

Advocate for the Applicant 

O.A.

a.  

(4 °  

	

mismt,.7 	a/wad/4  -1  

	

--G P.-6/P.O. for the Responds

Adj./S.0. to 	-  l 81  

(P.N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 

28.6.2018 
(sgj) 

[PTO 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.516 of 2018 

Dr. J.V. Nandanvankar 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri A.R. Joshi, learned Advocate for the 
Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. Advocate for the applicant states that applicant 
has joined at the place of posting. He however, contends 
that his request for continuing at the same place has perhaps 
not been considered. 

DATE asi g  
CORAM 
Honble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARANCE:  
shruscRt.:— 

Advocate for the Applicant 

' P.  
C.P.O/P.O. for the Respondentis 

Adj./S.O. to 	't  I 1.  

3. 	S.O. to 4.7.2018. Ld. CPO to ensure that original 
record is produced on the next date. 

41 -&71—  
Dixit) 

Member (A) 
28.6.2018 

(sgj) 

[PTO. 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



(G.C.P.) J 2959(B) (50,000-3-2017) 	 [Sp1.- MAT-F-2 E. 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No. 

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

Tribunal' s orders 

O.A. No.541 of 2018 

P.N. Rathod 	 ..Applicant 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 	..Respondents 

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief 
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. 

2. 	Ld. CPO states that as mentioned in Exhibit G page 
29 the applicant was directed to produce certain documents 
in support of his claim. She further contends that from 1979 
till 25.5.2017 (Exhibit I page 32) the applicant did not 
provide the same. She, therefore, contends that the 
respondents need one weeks time. She undertakes to file 
reply during the course of the day. 

DATE  3-53  
CORAM  
-Hon'bie Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARAME: 
eca2-1Achloockdwam--  

Advocate for the Applicant 

..S.140/Sn47-:-.41-9 	' P rn 
....f...,P2F-rfor the Respondent's 

Adj./S.O. to 	\'8'  

ceJA. 

3. Ld. Advocate states that he will need some time to 
file rejoinder. 

4. S.O. to 3.7.2018. Issue of interim relief will be 
discussed on the next date. 

(P.N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 

28.6.2018 
(sgj) 

[PTO. 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or 

directions and Registrar's orders 
Tribunal' s orders 

Date : 28.06.2018 

0. A. No.374 of 2017 
S. S. Kiwade & Ors. 	 ....Applicants 

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. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that she 

will inform the respondents about the policy which has 

been evolved by the C. P. Nevi Mumbai in respect of 

Constables who have been posted as Drivers. The C.P. 

Navi Mumbai in his circular has stated that after five years 

such Constables would be transferred from Drivers to 

Constables. She requests two weeks time to report 

progress. 

DATE . 01608  
CORAM  
Hontble Shri P.N. DIXIT (Member) A 

APPEARAKE:  
Shrig► ffit-r— 	1.(c12-0̀4101  

Advocate for the Applicant 

—Slunmt7-414 ' 
C.P.O/P.O. for the Responde s 

Adj./S.O. to  2'6-11- I  

3. 	S.O. to 26.07.2018. 

5)4 
(P.O. DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

 

VSM 

   

craocVAS 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



Advocate for the Applicant 

..._Shri pmt. • ta_z_kfle.i".ok re)  

O. (oi0Apppel
14P.4(k-t 

 
 • 

-O.., A I 
.41/0-D,.-i■to 

(. 	I' 	.1 2200,  In '50.000 2 201:,1 
NIN1E 

IN THE MAHA-RASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
MUMBAI 

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

IN 

Original Application No. 	 of 20 

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO. 

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

     

Tribunal's orders. 

 

      

      

 

O.A. No.543 of 2018 

 

Dr. V.N. Dekate 
Vs. 

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. 

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for 
the Applicant, Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting 
Officer for Respondent No.1 and Shri Kamlesh Y. Mali, 
learned Advocate holding for Shri A.R. Kapdnis, learned 
Advocate for Respondent No.2. 

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant has produced a 
communication dated 27.6.2018 from the Department of 
Health. The same is taken on record and marked 'X' for 

I 	 DATE 	
identification. It states that the applicant should be allowed 
to join on the said post with immediate effect. 

CORAM  3. Ld. Advocate for respondent no.2 is present and 
Fion'bie Shri F.N. DIXIT (Member) A 	states that as per his instructions the CEO is permitting him 

to join on the said post. 

Shri/4646÷A '11 • (302--wkcomicko,,  kik.. 
4. 	Ld. Advocate for the applicant therefore prays that 
the OA may be disposed off 

..Applicant 

..Respondents 

APPEARANCE:  

5 	OA is disposed off accordingly. 

6. 	Steno copy and hamdast is granted. Ld. PO is 
directed to communicate this order to the respondents. 

Y1111:1'7--  
(P.N. Dixit) 
Member (A) 
28.6.2018 

‘0,_ -1,6 ctsosr-A 0, 
tvcc---We 	(sgj) 

ot.) 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-
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MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION No. 550 to 560 of 2017 
with 

0.A.578 of 2017 

P. P. Gertgale es Ors. 	 ....Applicants 

Versus 

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

Smt. Punam Mahajan, Advocate for Applicant. 

Ms S. P. Manchekar, Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents 

CORAM : SHRI P. N. DIXIT, MEMBER (A) 

DATE 	: 28.06.2018 

ORDER 

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicants 
and Ms S. P. Manchekar, the learned Chief Presenting Officer for the 

Respondents. 

Admitted  .facts of the case are as follows:- 

(a) Twelve Applicants who were recruited as Constable in the year 2012 
were posted as Driver in the office of S.P. Pune (Rural). They have 
prayed that they should be relieved from the duty of Driver and 
permitted to work as a Police Constable. 

(b) in Affidavit-in-Reply filed by the Respondent No.2 had stated in para 
no.15 that the tenure of the Constable is five years. 

2. 	Learned Advocate for the Applicant points out that the Applicants have 
completed more than five years as on date. 
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3. Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents has produced a copy of the Minutes 
of the Meeting held on 22.05.2015. Marked as 'X' for identification and taken 
on record, which states as under:- 

"tme to4a ztt zce.t)tcnri ailzrz 11N-6-4 fkansur 42) MrzIrd &MARV tul  	L37[ 
9R clIAZi 	at-dri of 	fWgirur 41t-E ou i crxelebici tuf viceitt,63 
wit.eic61q (si4cr 314wat 	eZeleeff 31--A NT-AM-4 cbtuetici 310. ETTe7 cbd-Nitt 
dtqc11cot 	 rot 3rrad. /5 

4. Learned C.P.O. further states that even though they are due for transfer 
they are again likely to be posted as Driver considering the paucity of Drivers in 
the Unit. As the Applicants are no longer interested in working as Dyiver, their 
request should be considered on priority and suitable alternative n,?eds to be 
identified. 

5. S.P. Pune (Rural) should also evolve a policy in this regard as has been 
evolved by the C.P. Navi Mumbai. A copy of the same is produced by the 
learned C.P.O. and marked as X1' for identification. 

6. Pending such evolution of the policy, S.P. Pune (Rural) to makc sure that 
the Applicants are transferred suitably within a period of three months or 
earlier. 

7. In view of several petitions from different units in Maharc,shtra are 
received by this Tribunal, the Director General of Police should evol) a policy 
for the entire State and circulate it to all units in a period of three mo lths. 

8. Learned C.P.O. to follow it up with the concerned. 

9. Hamdast and steno copy is allowed. 

10. S. 0. to 09.10.2019. 

41 

(P.N. DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

VSM 

-1( 

Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-



MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION No.35 of 2018 

D. J. Ambilwade 	
....Applicant 

Versus 

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

Shri A. V. Bandiwadekar, Advocate for Applicant. 

Ms S. Suryawanshi, Presenting Officer for the Respondents 

CORAM : SHRI P. N. DIXIT, MEMBER (A) 

DATE 	: 28.06.2018 

ORDER 

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

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

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that she is filing her sur-

Rejoinder during the course of the day. 

Admitted facts of the case are as follows :- 
(a) 	The Applicant was suspended on 12.10.2017 as per the order issued by 

the Respondent No.1 (Exb. 'A', page 26), proposed departmental enquiry 

against the Applicant. Under suspension, the Headquarter of the 

Applicant was shown at Aurangabad while he was working at Pune. He 

has, therefore, prayed in Para No.9 (a) of the O.A. to quash the set aside 

suspension and requested that his headquarter should be at Nashik 

instead of Aurangabad. According to learned Advocate for the Applicant, 

the Applicant should have not been suspended even for whatever charge 

alleged against him. 	The Applicant is alleged to have drawn 

Rs.13,56,000/- in excess than his entitlement. 
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(b) Applicant who was working at Yashwantrao Chavan Open University, 

Nashik as Assistant Registrar, was appointed to the post of Chief 

Administrative Officer for two years on 23.03.2005. 

(C) Learned Advocate for the Applicant draws attention to Synopsis Nos.1 to 

25 as under:- 

"1] 	That between 2.3.1992 to 12.10.2000, the Petitioner worked as the Assistant 
Registrar, Class-I post in Yashwantrao Chavan Open University, Nashik. 

2] 23.3.2005 - That, that the Respondent No. lappointed the Petitioner in the post of 
the Chief Administrative Officer on the probation period of 2 years by way of direct 
recruitment. 

3] 3.10.2007 - That, the Respondent No. 1 terminated the probation period of 2 
years of the Petitioner in view of successfully completion thereof by the Petitioner. 

4] 17.10.2007 - That, the Petitioner came to be granted yearly increment by the Civil 
Surgeon, Nashik with effect from 1.3.2007 and entry to that effect is taken in his service 
book. 

5] 17.12.2007 - That thereafter, that the Petitioner came to be transferred to Nashik 
from the office of the Respondent No. 2. 

6] 6.1.2010 - That, a non-drawal certificate and pay drawn statement came to be 
forwarded to the Respondent No.2 by the Civil Surgeon, Nashik. 

7] 27.10.2010 - That, the Respondent No. 2 fixed the pay of the Petitioner as per the 
6th Pay Commission recommendations of which entry is taken in the service book of the 
Petitioner. 

8] That since he completed regular service of 12 years in the post of Chief 
Administrative Officer, that he became eligible to claim monetary benefits of Assured 
Career Progression Scheme. 

9] 5.11.2012 - That this was duly recommended by the aforesaid Head of the Office 
of the Petitioner at Pune to the Respondent No. 2. That, however, for long time nothing 
was heard in that behalf by this Petitioner. 

10] 7.5.2015 - That, the pay fixation of the Petitioner, so also his service book came to 
be duly verified and the same was found correct by the Pay Verification Committee of 
the office of the Accountant General, (M. S.), Mumbai. That accordingly the entry to that 
effect came to be taken in the service book of the Petitioner. 

11] 18.10.2016 - That the Respondent No.1 withdrawn from the Respondent No.2 the 
administrative and the financial powers with effect from 18.10.2016. 
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12] That vide same G.R., the new post came to be created, namely, that of the 
Commissioner of Health Service and Mission Director and came to be conferred upon him 
the administrative powers and financial powers. 

13] 26.10.2016 - That, the Head of the Office of the Petitioner at Pune informed the 
Commissioner, health services, Mumbai, that since the Petitioner has completed his 12 
years of regular service on 2.3.2004, that he may be given the benefits of time bound 
promotion / Assured Career Progression 
Scheme. 

14] That, however, in April 2017, the Respondent No. 2 called for the service book of 
the Petitioner and accordingly the same was forwarded immediately. 

15] That despite the aforesaid position, it is noticed by the Respondent No. 1 that the 
Respondent No. 2 has still been interfering in the administrative and financial matters 
by issuing administrative orders. 

16] 3.5.2017 - That in view of this, the Respondent No. 1 issued Circular, thereby 
reiterating the aforesaid G.R. dated 18.10.2016 making it clear to the Respondent No.2 
that his administrative and financial powers have been withdrawn and thus he is 
refrained from interfering with such matters and that he should look after only technical 
matters. 

17] 31.7.2017 - That, the Respondent No. 2 issued order thereby directing the Head 
of the Office of the Petitioner at Pune to effect recovery of Rs.13,56,000/ --(towards the 
alleged excess payment received by the Petitioner from April 2005 to July 2017] from the 
monthly salary of the Petitioner of July 2017 paid in August 2017 and also directed him 
to stop the annual increments 
of the Petitioner. 

18] That on receipt of the aforesaid letter in August 2017, that the Head of the Office 
of the Petitioner found it difficult legally to implement the said order and therefore, 
referred the said matter back to the Respondent No. 2 for further decision. 

19] 12.10.2017 - That, however, to his shock and surprise, the Respondent No. 1 
passed the impugned order, thereby suspending the Petitioner in contemplation of the 
Departmental Enquiry and has fixed the Head Quarter of the Petitioner at Aurangabad, 
though the native place of the Petitioner is Nashik. 
20J 12.10.2017 - That in the circumstances stated above, the Respondent No. 1, 
directed the Commissioner to forward immediately the proposal regarding the 
disciplinary action under Rule 8 of the said Rules. 

21] 2.11.2017 - That, the Petitioner, requested the Respondent No. 2 to furnish to him 
the copy of the said letter, but to no avail. 

22] 1.11.2017 - That in the circumstances stated above, the Petitioner made a 
detailed representation to the Respondent No. lthereby seeking revocation of the order 
of suspension for the reasons as stated therein. 
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23] 6.11.2017 - That similarly the Petitioner has also preferred Appeal before the 
Hon'ble Governor of Maharashtra against the said impugned order of suspension. That, 
however, till this date the Petitioner had not heard anything from the Respondent No. 1 . 

24] 10.11.2017 - That, however, the office of the Hon'ble Governor of Maharashtra 
has sought certain information from the Respondent No. 1 on the points mentioned 
therein, more particularly whether the order of suspension has been approved by the 
Minister-In-Charge. 

25] 10.11.2017 - That thereafter separate communication, the office of the Hon'ble 
Governor of Maharashtra informed the Petitioner of having forwarded the said Appeal 
papers to the Respondent No. 1 for point wise information. 

26] That, however, till this date he is not aware as to whether the aforesaid 
compliance has been made by the Respondent No. 1. That apart though by now a period 
of 3 months has passed from the date of suspension, that the Petitioner heard nothing in 
the matter from the Respondent No.1 and the Appellate Authority vis-a-vis his 
representation and Appeal." 

(d) Learned Advocate for the Applicant has challenged the impugned order 

on following grounds :- 

al) Petitioner is under suspension for 5 months but no D.E. charge sheet filed. 

(6.19) 

2) As per G.R. dated 14.10.2011 Respondent has not conducted Review of 

Suspension. 

3) Misconduct even if proved would not lead to major penalty no scope for 

Petitioner to temper with the record and evidence. 	 (6.23) 

4) Respondent No.2 has no authority and power to make report which is 

basis for suspension in view of withdrawal of powers. 

(The Administrative and Financial) by the State Government. 	(6.25) 

5) Impugned order is given retrospective effect, though the same is actually 

served upon the Petitioner on 6.11.2017. 	(6.28)+PG No.38 to 43 

6) Petitioner legally justices the receipt of 13 lacs. 	 (6.29) 

7) Malafide order in the light of background incident of March 2017 followed 

by my complaint dated 2.8.2017. 	 (6.30)+PG No.53 (Bottom) 
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8) Petitioner is Class I Officer. Hence suspension should have received prior 

approval of Hon'ble Minister. 

9) The Head Quarter of the Petitioner while under suspension should have 

been kept at Nashik instead of Aurangabad. 	 (6.32) 

10) The reason for which Petitioner does not wish to wait for decision of his 

appeal dt.6.11.17 to the Hon'ble Governor. PG No.20(7)+PG No.52" 

3. 	According to the Applicant the department had issued the charge sheet 

in the departmental enquiry on 12.10.2018 and he received the same on 

22.05.2018. 

4. Learned Advocate for the Applicant refers to G.R. issued on 14.10.2011. 

In para no.7(A) of the same (page no.63) mentions that the suspension should 

be reviewed after three months. If the process of D.E. has been completed in 

six months, the concerned person may be considered for reinstatement. 

According to the learned Advocate for the Applicant, the same has been 

violated. In support of the same, learned Advocate relies on the judgment of 

this Tribunal in O.A. No.611/ 2017 (Naresh A. Polani v/ s. State of Maharashtra) 

dated 23.10,2017 (Exb. '0', page 65). He, therefore, states that suspension 

should be set aside. 

5. Learned Advocate for the Applicant further points out that though the 

order was served on 06.11.2017, he was suspended from 12.10.2017 with 

retrospective effect. 

6. Learned Advocate for the Applicant contends that the order is issued 

with malafide as the Director of Health Services had sent the proposal (Exb. 'H', 

page 44 & 45) for his suspension though he was not competent to do so and 

refers to the Government Circular issued on 03.05.2017 (Exb. `G', page 41), 
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mentioning that proposals to Government should not be sent by Director, but 

by the Commissioner. 

7. Learned Advocate for the Applicant draws attention to the letter from 

department of Public Health, 'on 12.10.2017 (Exb. 'I', page 46) which stated 

that a proposal for D.E. should be sent immediately as the Applicant had 

mentioned a wrong date regarding his prior services before joining as Chief 

Administrative Officer and fixed his pay wrongly. This resulted in his excess 

payment from the year 2005 to 2017 for approximately of Rs.13.56 lakhs. 

According to learned Advocate even though this direction was issued on 

12.10.2017, the same was however implemented after considerable delay. 

8. Learned Advocate for the Applicant contends that the pay fixation of the 

Applicant was done by the Civil Surgeon, Nashik (Exb. B', page 27). The said 

letter (Para No.2) mentions as under :- 

44  alteiructeD, 3T1frat fit, thatetcructet, diati MA ft .94.0z.Root9 	tat 'men 

319TRZTO aft 1 	etl4t ',macula 31tfk-e-dra aria znicuittel rtc6tut apd %4etil.40, wan a*a 

cot ect mulzffi cDtettait dts.tol ftmim 9R.90.R000 ZW1 3TMA ac1Qtismt4 f 	RG.oZ. 

Root? 	affR 11M3t T mew( cuttla) actalcuG Matt isualicuidittA %dna cptuettcf 

3:  

actal 	.Goon - R(94 -9Zu400 

9) Woto RG//Rootil &A-aa-dg - 

atoilo attar 4Td icrtodi 	- 	R19(4/-  

Z)td-gzfrat4crtieD 9/4/R004 MI -.43,4R01/- 

allot atana1CtZa anat. " 

The next increment to the Applicant was granted from 01.03.2006 (Page 28) 

9. Learned Advocate further states that the Applicant joined on 03.10.2007 

(Exb. 'C' page 29) and pay was fixed accordingly in the pay scale of Rs.8000- 

275-13500. He was provided salary of Rs.9,925/-. (Exb. 'D', page 30). He was 
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also provided the difference. (Exb. 'E', page 31). Learned Advocate states that 

there is malafide because of the altercation that the Applicant had with the 

Joint Director (Finance and Administration) as per his averments para no.6.30 

of O.A. and page 53 of the O.A. 

10. In Rejoinder (Page No.156, para 3) learned Advocate states that by 

attaching him at Aurangabad, the Respondents have made a mistake and he 

should have been at the last place of his posting namely Pune. He, further, 

states that the Applicant has not been paid subsistence allowance till date and 

same should be released to him. According to the learned Advocate, the excess 

amount drawn by him was earlier stated to be Rs.13,56,000/- but now it has 

been stated as Rs.9,21,707/- (Page 190 of Rejoinder), as per the document 

furnished by the Additional Director, Health Services. Learned Advocate feels 

that there was no material record before the respondents to come to the 

conclusion that the excess amount of Rs.13,56,000/- has been drawn by him. 

According to him, the Respondents also did not confirm this fact from the office 

of Civil Surgeon, Nashik and from their own office. 

11. Learned P.O. for the Respondents seeks adjournment to reply. 

12. S.O. to 02.07.2018. 

4-irerci 
(P.M. DIXIT) 
MEMBER (A) 

VSM 

Admin
Text Box
            Sd/-
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