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

directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

0.A. No.765 of 2021

Rahul F. Khairnar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. On behalf of the applicant reliance is placed on
circular dated 13.3.2020. Clause (2) of the said circular
reads as under:

“)) A T GETal e #er aser fagra
m@mmmﬁmamm
o). oy.30¢8¢ TAR UHAIHH (TEOT 2o oY) otearad
afiee FYoarT el 37E. dgon AFDfRIH 004 FElTE
WQ@HRM—HHW—&M/W'
vF uerat TEUeTT Seaarer 3 anrar drenaeiid
ARG Foer N, IO ICH T IS Hdr g
qergel FEuTerT € auar Ereadid g delem 3.

3. To resist the claim of the applicant the respondents-
department has relied on circular dated 12.6.2014. Para 1 of
the circular reads as under:

v, FWEE FANETEe ffvE aw e Faende
FaEAE T ARG YA GEEdIIST Sl Y
= fasma (T et veRTEoTeafatEd ) feEe
to a¥f Qar gl YT HTERIF 3E.

4. Ld. PO states that she will make her submission
regarding apparent discrepancy between what is stated in the
aforesaid two circulars.

“5. S.0.102.5.2022. Partheard. , /y m\/

Sd/-

(M.A. Lovekar)
Member (J)
29.4.2022

(sg))
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DiSTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ...nrnnrrverreeciaaammasneeessanensssssesesassnnsssseees )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer.........ooiruriiiimmrsienii e )

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

_ Date : 29.04.2022

0.A.N0.236 of 2021 with 0.A.No.237 of 2021

K. Suryakrishnamurthy (0.A.236/2021)

A.N. Padwal (0.A.237/2021) ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. None appears for the Applicant  in
0.A.No.237 of 2021. Heard Troy Legal, for the
Applicant in 0.A.N0.236/2021, Ms. K.S. Gaikwad,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents and
Mr. B.S Shinde, learned Advocate for the
Respondents No.4, 6 and 7 in 0.A.No.236/2021 and
for Respondents No.5 to 10 in 0.A.No0.237/2021

2. Learned P.O for the Respondents submits
that she will file affidavit-in-reply during the course
of the day. She further submits that similar matter
has been concluded in the M.AT. Bench

Aurangabad and has been closed for orders.

3. Learned Advocate Mr. B.S. Shinde files
affidavit-in-reply.

4, Adjourned to 21.06.2022
- ]
Sd/- _
Sd/-
(Medha(Gadgilf (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
prk
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[Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

F (G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019)

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

29.04.2022

0.A 483/2021

Shri A.F Murde ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate
for the applicant and Smt K.S Gaikwad, learned P.O for
the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O for the Respondents serves copy of
the affidavit in reply to the learned counsel for the
applicant.

4. S.0 to 4.5.2022.

' Sd/-
Sd/- —_—
(Medhd/Gadgil) / (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
Akn

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [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 Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

29.04.2022
O.A 386/2022
Smt Rekha P. Satpute ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents
1. Heard Smt Punam Mahajan, learned advocate

for the applicant and Smt K.S Gaikwad, learned P.O for
the Respondents,

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
6.6.2022.
3. 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. Private service is allowed in view of this
present COVID-19 Pandemic situation. Respondents are
put to notice that the case may be taken up for final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

4. 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.

5. 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 before returnable date or on
the same date. Applicant is directed to file affidavit of
compliance and notice.

6. Learned P.O is directed to file short affidavit in
reply on 5.5.2022.

7. S.0 to0 6.6.2022.
Sd/-
/
Sd/- / '
(Medhd Gadkil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson

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

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
| MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ....eevereeieeni e eeeeevereeeeeeeae e veaes )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer.......cceiiviviiiiieieeceiee et ee e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, ] ,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.892/2017
Shri D.G. Basutkar ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ... Respondents
1 Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule holding for Smt.
K.S. Gaikwad, learned P.O. for Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant submits that
Writ Petition is pending before the Hon’ble High Court.
The decision in W.P. have important bearing over the
matter in issue. In similar challenge, Hon’ble High Court
has granted stay to the operation of Judgment delivered
by this Tribunal which is relied by the Applicant to seek
relief claimed in this O.A.

3. O.A. is, therefore, adjourned after vacation to 29th
June, 2022.
Sd/-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member-J
29.04.2022

(skw)



HP
Text Box
             Sd/-


(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AdVOCALE ...oeeieeveeeeiic e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiei e, )

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

Date: 29.04.2022

R.A. No.9 of 2022 in 0.A.No.733 of 2021

Sandeep P. Patil ....Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri M. D. Lonkar, learned Counsel for the

Applicant (Ori. Respondent No.2), Smt. Archana B. K., learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondent No.1 and Smt. Punam
Mahajan, learned Counsel for the Respondent No.2 (Ori.
Applicant).

2. This R.A. is filed for review of order passed by this
Tribunal dated 29.03.2022 in 0.A.No0.733/2021. With
consent of learned Counsels for the parties, the matter will

be taken up for hearing of review on 02.05.2022.

3. Notices are dispensed with.

4. S.0. t0 02.05.2022. N
Sd/-

(A.P. kurhekar)
Member(J)

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

Tribunal’s orders

0O.A. No.765 of 2021
Rahul F. Khairnar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. K_S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. On behalf of the applicant reliance is placed on
circular dated 13.3.2020. Clause (2) of the said circular
reads as under:

“2) TS THT YR FIAAIT WeT awrer fde
geratll qof ST e waErdy aier e oty
°%.0¥.30¢8¢ THR THAHH (TFOT o fSahrof) Zorgrae
Tt FUAT el ME. TEal HRRTH 008 Hefie

TPI0T R TR IC-37 T Ie-§ IHR / Fararsiar

Ush UCIaHl FgUIGT Sl 3 gwET areradig
%%amaﬂ%,aﬁam-a:am-ga?ﬁmaﬂ
Wﬁﬁmmammamﬁaamaﬂ%”

3. To resist the claim of the applicant the respondents-
department has relied on circular dated 12.6.2014. Para 1 of
the circular reads as under:

" FREE fasmrde e a@w we daridie
FHAS S @GNS 9ouH Geruvar s
o famnd (Tl Ot vHReoTeatane ) R
to a¥ Qa1 qot FY IneRasE M 7

4. Ld. PO states that she will make her submission
regarding apparent discrepancy between what is stated in the
aforesaid two circulars.

5. S.0.102.52022. Partheard. =/ \/
Sd/-
(M.A. Lovekar)
Member (J)
29.4.2022
(sgj)
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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.687 of 2021 with M.A. No.436 of 2021

Shri D.J. Parmekar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents

Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. The applicant is aggrieved by order dated 30.8.2021
passed by respondent no.1 whereunder his request to post
him at Sanjay Gandhi National Park, Borivali was turned
down.

3. Communication dated 19.10.2019 (Exh.B) shows
that respondent no.2 communicated that, proposal of the
applicant could be considered after he had completed tenure
of one year on the post which he was then holding.

4. At page 29 there is a chart prepared under the
signature of respondent no.3. The chart contains remarks
that under Spouse Convenience Scheme application of the
applicant could be considered.

5. Today, on instructions received from Dy.

Conservator of Forest, Alibaug a statement is made by Ld.
PO that during the ensuing annual general transfers, transfer
case of the applicant for posting him at Sanjay Gandhi
National Park., Borivali shall be considered as vacancy is
there.

6. Respondent No.1 is directed to consider application
of the applicant for posting him as aforesaid as per GR dated
9.4.2018 regarding Spouse Convenience Scheme. OA is
accordingly disposed of. Since OA is disposed of, MA for
interim relief does not survive and the same is also disposed

of. , 3 Ve i~
Sd/-
— 2
(M.A. Lovekar)
Member (J)
29.4.2022
(sgj)

7
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|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 Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0.As. No.305 to 308 of 2022

M.P. Patil & Ors. (OA No.305/2022)

M.P. Rao & Ors. (OA N0.306/2022)

G.D. Gaikwad & Ors. (OA No.307/2022)

G.D. Chaudhari (OA No.308/2022) ..Applicants
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO seeks time tll 2.5.2022 to make submission
on behalf of the department as to whether the department is
prepared to relieve the applicants for joining on the
transferred pOost by giving priority.

3. S.0. to 2.5.2022.

Sd/-

(M.A. Lovekar)
Member (J)
29.4.2022

(sgj)

[PTO.
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(G.CP.) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
N 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 Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0.A. No.398 of 2022

P.D. Rathod ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. The office objections, if any, are to be removed and
court-fees to be paid, if not already paid.

3. Issue notice before admission returnable on 2.5.2022.
The respondents are directed to file reply.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to scrve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O.A. Private service is allowed in view of this present
COVID-19 Pandemic situation. 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.

Sd/-

L =
(MLA. Lovekax‘)/

Member (J)
29.4.2022

(sg))

[PTO.
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{G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019)

ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

M.A/R.A./C.A. No.
IN

Original Application No.

MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’s orders

0O.A. No.382 0f 2022

R.R. Powar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. " ..Respondents

Heard Ms. Pooja Mankoji h/f Shri S.S. Dere, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Aichana B.K.. learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The office objections, if any, are to be removed and
court-fees to be paid, if not already paid.

3. Issue notice before admission returnable on
24.6.2022. The respondents are directed to file reply.

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. Private service is allowed in view of this present
COVID-19 Pandemic situation. 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. .
Sd/-
v v
(M.A. Lovekar)
Member (J)
29.4.2022
(sg))
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(G.C.P) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [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 Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0O.A. No.166 of 2022

M.P. Chindarkar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. On oral request of Ld. PO adjourned to 10.6.2022 for
filing reply.

3. S.0. 10 10.6.2022.

Sd/-
(M.A. Lovekarvji B

Member (J)
29.4.2022

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [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 Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0O.A. No.206 of 2022

R.T. Kadam ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri Sarang Gundajwar h/f Shri R.G. Panchal.
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. S.0. 10 10.6.2022. Interim relief to continye.

Sd/-

(M.A. Lovekar)
Member (J)
29.4.2022

(sgj)

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.)y J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [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 Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0.A. No.644 of 2021

A.J. Sayyad ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri N.S. Khedkar h/f Shri S.K. Hande,
learned Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. On oral request of Ld. Advocate for the applicant
adjourned to 5.5.2022.

Sd/-

(M.A. Loyekar)
Member (J)
29.4.2022
(sg)

[PTO.
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(G.C.P) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [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 Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0O.A. No.268 of 2022

Y.A. Deore ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. Ld. PO states that during the course of the day she
will file reply. Ld. Advocate for the applicant submits that
matter may be kept on 2.5.2022.

3. S.0. t0 2.5.2022.

Sd/-

4 ~

(M.A. Lovekar)
Member (J)
29.4.2022

(sgj)

[PTO.
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(G.CP.) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [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 Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

0O.As. No.646 & 731 0f 2021

T.A. Sayyad

S.I. Abbas ..Applicants
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri Nagnath Bhumkar, learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. On oral request of Ld. Advocate for the applicants
adjourned to 24.6.2022.
Sd/-
(M.A. Lovekar)

Member (I)
29.4.2022

(sg))
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AdVOCALE «.oneniiie e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer........ooiiiiiiiiiiiie e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 29.04.2022
0.A.No.85 of 2022
R.N. Jadhav ....Applicant

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

1. Heard Mr. N.G. Gaware, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Ms. K.S. Gaikwad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Matter is admitted and kept for final hearing
on 28.06.2022 with liberty to file reply.

Sd/- Sd/-
-
¢ 4ol /
(Medha Gadgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson

prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE <o e e e e es )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer........couuiiviiiimmiimiiiiinrceaneicas e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 29.04.2022
0.A.No.1069 of 2021
S.R. Patil ....Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Mr. S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for

the Applicant, Mr. A.J. Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Mr. S.C.

Mangle, learned Advocate for Respondent No.2.

2. Learned Advocate Mr. Dere is directed to
serve the entire O.A. to Respondent No.2. Registry
to mention the name of the Counsel who is

appearing for Respondent No.2.

3. Adjourned to 05.07.2022.
Sd/- Sd/-
________/‘
(Medh\JGadgﬁ) / (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)

Member(A) Chairperson
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DistriCT
..... Applicant/s
(AdVOCALE ..oevvniiiiiiic e )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.........coiiiiiiiiiiiiii e e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 29.04.2022
0.A.No.491 of 2021
Dr. S.V. Sambhare ....Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Mr. D.B. Khaire, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. K.S. Gaikwad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate submits that affidavit-in-

reply has not be filed by Respondent No.2, M.P.S.C.

3. 0O.A. is filed on 29.07.2021. Reply is awaited
since 26.08.2022. In view that reply is not filed till
date matter will proceed without reply of M.P.S.C.

4, Adjourned to 20.07.2022.
Sd/-
Sd/- o . —
(Medha(lGadgitf / (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2

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

29.04.2022

M.A 64/2022 in O.A 647/2022

Shri A.R Desai ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents
1. Heard Shri K.R Jagdale, learned advocate for

the applicant and Ms Swati Manchekar, learned C.P.O
for the Respondents.

2. Learned C.P.O informs that the name of the
present applicant Mr A.R Desai, was not recommended
by the M.P.S.C. Therefore, there is no issue of granting
interim relief.

3. We direct M.P.S.C to inform as to why the name
of the applicant was not recommended in the revise list.
4. S.0 to 9.6.2022.
. ,. : I /

Sd/- Sd/-

. /
(Medha Gadgi¥f (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
Akn
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTRrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE oot eeee e e ere e e aeans )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e )

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

Date : 29.04.2022

C.A.No.23 of 2022 in 0.A.No.563 of 2019

M.H.H. Kacchi ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. M.B. Kadam, learned Advocate for

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

2. Learned C.P.O. 1is directed to make
statement regarding entire payment paid to the
Applicant after going through the order passed by
the Tribunal.

3. Adjourned to 16.06.2022.
Sd/- Sd/-
T
) A / .
(Medhal Gadgill) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE oeeeeiii et et ea )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer..........ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders Date : 29.04.2022
0.A.No0.391 of 2022
D.C. Ghoderao & Ors. ....Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Mr. M.B. Kadam, learned Advocate

holding for Mr. S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant submits
that he has already served the office of C.P.O. and
all Respondents and has tendered the copy of

affidavit of service. It be taken on record.

3. Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents to file

affidavit-in-reply on the next date.

4, Adjourned to 22.06.2022.
|
Sd/' //
Sd/-
"y
(Medha Gadgi«) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE weeeenieiee ettt )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer......ccooiciiaiiniiiii e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Date : 29'04'201%‘¥bunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
0.A.No.292 of 2022
A.R. Kende ....Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Mr. Y.B. Lengare, learned Advocate for

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

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant submits
that he has already served the office of C.P.O. and
all Respondents and has tendered the copy of

affidavit of service. It be taken on record.

3. Learned C.P.O. for the Respondents is

directed to file affidavit-in-reply on the next date.

4. Adjourned to 09.06.2022.

., /
(Medha\z{adgiﬂ (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
prk

[PTO.
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ..oeeirniiiiiieeiiie e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..........cooooiiiiiiiiiiiii e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Date : 29‘()tl"zoﬁ‘%)unal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

C.A.No.45 of 2021 in 0.A.No.715 of 2020

A.R. Patil ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Applicant in person absent. Heard Ms. S.P.

Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. Affidavit-in-reply is already filed.

3. Learned C.P.O. submits that affidavit-in-

reply dated 26.10.2021 has already been filed by the
Additional  Chief  Secretary  (Accounts and
Treasuries) wherein it relied on the judgment of the
Hon’ble Supreme Court in case of SLP (C}N0.4722 of
2021 dated 05.04.2021 wherein the issue of
payment of last increment which falls due on 1st
July in respect of the Government employees who
are retiring on 30% June is pending before the

Hon’ble Supreme Court

4, Adjourned to 26.07.2022.
t /?/’ , /l’,
Sd/- Sd/-
(Medha GAdgiff (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE oeeeieeneee it )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........coooiiiiiiiiiii s )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, 4.2
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Date : 29.04. q%?bunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

C.A.No.61 of 2019 in 0.A.No0.975 of 2018

B.S. Lambhate ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. Gaurav A. Bandiwadekar, learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. K.S. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2. Learned Advocate submits that he wants to
verify the calculations given by the Respondents on

the basis of affidavit-in-reply.

3. Adjourned to 17.06.2022.
! Sd/-
Sd/-
v .
(Medha Gadgil) / ({Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) [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

29.04.2022

O.A 892 with 643 & 635/2021

Shri S.B Kharat & Ors ... Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents
1. Heard Ms Poushali Roychoudhary i/b Shri S.B

Talekar, learned advocate fer the applicants and Ms
Swati Manchekar, learned C.P.O for the Respondents.

2. Learned counsel for the applicant states that Mr
Talekar, is busy before the Hon’ble Bombay High Court
and request for time.

3. At the request of learned advocate for the
applicant, matter is adjourned to 2.5.2022.

Aa
Sd/- Sd/- >
"
(MedhalGadgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)

Member (A) Chairperson
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|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE «eveeinniieiiiiieeaeee e e sreiaearn et aeseans )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer..... ...t )

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 29.04.2022

M.A.No.595 of 2021 in 0.A.No.1054 of 2021

S.N. Rotellu ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. S.A. Inamdar, learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Mr. A.J. Chougule, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. M.A. is filed seeking condonation of delay of

6 years and 9 months.

3. Learned P.O. seeks time to file affidavit-in-

reply to the said M.A.

4. Adjourned to 10.06.2022.
L) - :?A l -
Sd/- ) Sd/-
TP .
(Medha Gadgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE ooenereneeeeiieeiieeettaeecenanerressraanesaseeeraasssanas )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........oo et )

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

Date : 29.04.2022
M.A.No.128 of 2021 in O.A.No.212 of 2021

V.G. Davari ....Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Mr. R.M. Kolge, learned Advocate for
the Applicant, Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents and Mr.
Gajanan Kukde, learned Advocate holding for Mr.
M.V. Thorate, learned Advocate for the Respondent
No.2

2. M.A. is filed seeking condonation of delay of

1 year and 4 months,

3. Learned C.P.O. raises objection in respect of
appearance of learned Advocate Mr. M.V. Thorate.
Hence, Mr. Thorate is directed to appear before the

Tribunal to satisfy on this issue.

4. Adjourned to 14.06.2022.
|}
(Med\@ Gadgil) / (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE e eeeeeeeeeieirieenneee et et esneateneeanenaesraanes )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OffiCer........coooriiiianie i )

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

Date : 29.04.2022

C.A.No.55 of 2019 in 0.A.No.805 of 2016 with
0.A.No.806 of 2016 with O.A.No.807 of 2016

R.V. Dube & Ors. ....Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Mr. Gaurav A. Bandiwadekar, learned
Advocate for the Applicants and Mr. A.J. Chougule,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents

2. Learned P.O. submits that amongst the three
Applicants, in respect of Applicant No.1, Mr. R.V.
Dube the treasury office has raised some objections.
The same will be removed and bill will be
resubmitted to the Treasury office today itself. In

case of Applicant No.2, Mr. Sitaram Mamataji Pote,

his dues will be deposited in his account within 4 to
5 days. As far as Applicant No.3, Mr. Shashikant K.
Chinchkar is concerned some details regarding his

bank account are lacking.

3. Learned P.O. is directed to inform the
Women and Child Development Department to send
the written letter seeking clarification from the

Applicant, Mr. Chinchkar.

4. Adjourned to 06.05.2022.
1 a
- ’
Sd/- 7,/
Sd/-
L v
(Medha g;adgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
prk
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisTrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE «oveneeeiiiinieeeeeeieesamrieeasataee e s eaneees )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer... ..o )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 29.04.2022
0.A.No0.105 of 2020
A.H. Waghmare ....Applicant

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

1. Heard Mr. R.K. Mendadkar, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. K.S. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Affidavit-in-reply is already filed. Matter is
admitted and kept for final hearing on 14.07.2022.

Sd/- '

Sd/- e
A)
(Med;;u Gadgll/l) / (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE weneeeeiieiieeiieeee ettt e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer......coocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiieirii e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 29.04.2022
0.A.No0.170 of 2022
A.K. Sali ....Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Mr. K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for

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

2. Learned C.P.O. submits that she will file

affidavit-in-reply during the course of the day.

3. Matter is admitted and kept for final hearing
on 09.06.2022.

* 1] 9 7
Sd/- Sd/-
J—
(MedhaUGadg[{{) / (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
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(G.C.P.) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) ISpl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No. of 20 DistrIiCT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOcate ........cccoveemieiiiiiiiis oo )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer.............cooooiioiooioi oo )

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

Date : 29.04.2022

M.A.No.245 of 2021 in M.A.No.246 of 2021 in
0.A.No0.468 of 2021 with
M.A.No.246 of 2021 in O.A.No.468 of 2021 with
0.A.No.468 of 2021

M.M. Patankar & Ors. ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Ms. Mansha Khemka, learned

Advocate along with Ms. Twinkle Khemka, learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Mr. A.J. Chougule,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. M.A.No.245/2021 is an application for leave

to sue jointly.

3. Considering the cause of action pursued by
the Applicants is common, concurrent and usual,

the cases are not required to be decided separately.

4. In this view of the matter, the present Misc.
Application is allowed subject to Applicants paying

requisite court fees, if not already paid.
3. M.A.N0.245/2021 is allowed.

6. M.ANo.246/2021 is filed seeking
condonation of delay of 499 days.

7. Learned Advocate submits that cause of
action aroused on 28.07.2017 when the order of
promotions regarding P.I. was issued. She further
stated that the Applicants made representation to
‘ the D.G. on 02.08.2017 which was subsequently
ﬁ/ rejected in the year 2018. Thereafter Applicant filed
Writ Petition before the Hon’ble High Court bearing
No.670/2019. The Hon’ble High Court by order
18.02.2020 directed to appear before this Tribl{pgb_




Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

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

Tribunal’s orders

Thereafter the Applicant filed the present O.A. on
09.07.2021. In the meanwhile she states that due
to COVID-19 pandemic the delay has occurred.

8. In view of the order dated 23.03.2020 passed
by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Suo Motu Writ
Petition (Civil) No.3 of 2020, the delay 1s condoned.
Hence, M.A.N0.245/2021 and M.A.No.246/2021 are
allowed. In O.A, affidavit-in-reply as well as

affidavit-in-rejoinder is filed.

9. O.A. is admitted and kept for final hearing
on 27.06.2022. ,
Sd/- ]
Sd/- — M

(Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Chairperson

(Medh# Gadgfl)
Member(A)
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(G.C.P) J 2735 (50,000—4-2019) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DIsTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE v eveeeeiiee e iaeae e e tiee s s e eeai e eaeen )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

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

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

Date : 29.04.2022

M.A.No.253 of 2022 in 0.A.No.391 of 2022

D.C. Ghoderao & Ors. ....Applicants
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. M.B. Kadam, learned Advocate

holding for Mr. S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents
2. This is an application for leave to sue jointly.

3. Considering the cause of action pursued by
the Applicants is common, concurrent and usual,

the cases are not required to be decided separately.

4. In this view of the matter, the present Misc.
Application is allowed subject to Applicants paying

requisite court fees, if not already paid.

5. M.A. is allowed.
Sd/-
(Medha Gadgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member(A) Chairperson
prk
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