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

Tribunal’s orders

Date: 29.11.2019

0. A, No. 1168 of 2019

D.B.Marale = ... Applicant
Versus .

The State of Maharashtra & Ors, «Respondents.
1. Heard Shri K.R. lagdale, learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Smt. Archana. B.K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents,

2, In the present O.A. the Applicant is seeking
correction of date of birth in service record. Accordingto -
him, his real date of birth is 1.6.1966 but in service record,
it is recorded as 1.6.1962. He was appointed as Police

- constable in 1986 but seems made Application to

Additional Commissioner of Police for correction of Date of

Birth on 5.3.2013.

3. Thereafter, file seems moving from the office of -
Commissioner of Police to Director General of Police to
Gavernment ti#l date. It seems that certain queries were

~-raised and additiona! lnformation was callred from the

Pirector General of Police. As such, there. is no fina!
decision by Government till date.”

4. In view of above, the present O.A. being
premature, it needs to be disbosed of with suitable
direction to the Respondent No.1 to decide the claim of
the ‘Applicant for correction in date of birth in accordance
to Rules within stipulated period. -

5. O.A. is disposed of with direction to Respondent -
No.1 to decide the claim of the Applicant for correction of
date of birth in service record in accordance to Rules
within three months from today.

6. Respondent No. 1 shall communicate the decision
to the Applicant within two weeks thereafter.

7. !f the Applicant felt aggneved by the decision, he
will be at liberty to take recourse of law.

8. . Noorderas to costs. .

Sd/- —
(A.P. KURHEKAR)

MEMBER {J}
NMN ’
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|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

(G.C.P) J 2959 (A) (50,000—-3-2017)

IN THE MAIHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application Ne. of 20 DistrICT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE oo v re e eeoemrer e et aem e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfIicer.......cii e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar's orders
Date: 29.11.2019.
0.A.No.719 of 2019
A. R. Amane ...Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri Sumant Deshpande, learned
Counsel for the Applicant and Shri S, D. Dole,
learned  Presenting  Officer for the
Respondents.

2. Today, learned P.Q. has filed Affidavit-

in-Rejoinder. 1t is taken on record.

3. Matter is adjourned for hearing at the
stage of admission.

4, S.0. to 10.01.2020.

e

Sdi-

(A.P."Kurheka r)

Member(l)
vam
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B . e T

(AAVOCAte .

..... Appleant -

versius

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer ..o

..... Respondent =

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

Tribunal’s orders

Date : 29.11.2019
0.A.Nc.1062 of 2019

Dr. B.T. Karavekar . Applicant
Versus

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

1. Heard Shri G. A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt.Kranti Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer along with Shri S. D. Dole, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, Present O.A. is filed by the Applicant for direction
to release retiral benefits with interest which are withheid
despite the period of 18 months are over from retirement.
3 Earlier, the Applicant has filed 0.A. No.628/2010
challenging the suspension and delay in conciusion in D.E.
initiated  against him. The Original  Application
N0.628/2010 was disposed of by this Tribunal on
22.11.2010 with direction to the Respondents to complete
the D.E. within three months, failing which suspension
order dated 21.05.2010 wili stand revoked.

4, Noting this fact, this Tribunal in order dated
07.11.2019 passed in this 0.A. at the time of admission
observed that this is the worst case of contempt which
explicitly exhibits that the concerned Government officials
have no regard to the order passed by this Tribunal and

the same has been flouted with impunity,




5. The Tribunal, therefore, directeq the Respondent
No.1 to explain the delay in completion of D.E. in terms of
order passed by this Tribunal and further tg explain why
contempt Proceeding should not be initiated for wiliful
disobedience of the order passed by this Tribunal in
0.A.N0.628/2010 on 22.11.2010.

6. Today, Dr. Pradeep vyas, Principal Secretary,
Public Health Department has filed Affidavit. It is taken on
record.

7. In Affidavit, it is stated that the department is
taking necessary steps for completion of D.E. There is
absolutely no justifiable explanation to explain inordinate
and huge delay of eight years jn completing D.E, Enquiry
Officer seems to have submitted the report by his letter
dated 19.03.2018 addressed to the Secretary, Public
Health Department, Mantralaya, Mumbai which seems to
have been simply ignored. |t is only after the order passed
by this Tribunal on 07.11.2019, the department attempted
to trace the enquiry report,

8. Suffice to say, the present case is a classic example
of negligence, laxity and disobedience of the order passed
by the Tribunal with impunity. The Tribunal has noticed
that disobedience of the order passed by this Tribunal has
become regular feature, and therefore, matter needs to
be dealt with stern ly.

9, As such, Affidavit filed today is not at aj
acceptable, _ -

10. At this stage, learned Counse! for the Applicant
seeks one week’s time to file contempt Proceeding against
the concerned officials.

11. In view of above, the matter is adjourned to
09.12.2019.

'S N

Sd/-

{ A.P. KURHEKAR)

MEMBER ())
VSM
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~ Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ov
directions and Régistrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

Date: 29.11.201%

0. A. No. 1166 of 2019

Dr.A.RPatil L. Applicant
Versus ‘

The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ... Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. S. Suryawanshi, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. '

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
13.12.2019.
3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this

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

4, Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly

-authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book

of Original Application. 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 three days or
service report on affidavit is not filed 3 days before
returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed
without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to
record. -

8. 5.0, to 13.12.2019. Issue of interim relief is kept
open. ~
‘ Sd/-

{A.P. KURHEKAR)
MEMBER {J}

NMMN
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Uriginal Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Offiee Memoraudg of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunai's orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Regisirar's arders ‘

ate: 29.11.2019

0. A. No. 1103 of 2019

-N.Wagh Applicant
ersus
he State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

Heard Smt. R. Todankar, learned Advocate for the
pplicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting
fficer for the Respondents.

The present O.A. is filed for direction to the
espondents to release retrigl benefits in view of
oluntary Retirement of the Applicant granted w.e.f.

As such, though the period of more than nine
onths is over, the retrial benefits are withheld. Once VRS
s accepted, there should be no hurdle in granting all retrial

In view of above, the Respondent No.2 is called
upon to explain why retrial benefits are withheld. The
Respondent No.2 is directed to depute responsible Officer
0 be present in the tribunal on 09.12.2019.

5. The Respondent No.2 to note that if it is found that
retrial benefits are withheld due to administrative lapses,
then the Applicant will be entitled for interest on the
retrial benefits as per section 129 (A} & 129 (B) of the
M.C.S. (Pension) Rules, 1982,

6. 5.0.1009.12.2019 N I\,_v-7/
Sdl-

e
(A.P. KURHEKAR)
MEMBER (1)

NMN
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(GO d 1726(B) (20,000—10-2013)

IN THE MAHARASHTRBA

M.A/R.AJ/C.A No.
I'N

Original Application No.

Spl- MAT-E-2 I

ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
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

Date: 29.11.2019
0. A. No. 1009 of 2019

J.P.Biradar&Ors. cae Applicant

Versus
The State of Maharashtra, ... Respondent.
L. Heard shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

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

2. Today, learned C.P.O. has filed Affidavit-in-Reply on
behalf of Respondent No.1. it is taken on record.

3 Adjourned for hearing at the stage of Admission on
10.12.2019. ‘

noae

Sd/-

(A.P. KURHEKAR)
MEMBER (J)

%MN
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Original Apphlcation Ne.

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

o ) T Dater 29.11.2019

Tribunal’s orders

0. A. No. 875 of 2019

mt.L.B.Sarole .. Applicant
fersus
[he State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.

-l " LD

1. The learned Advocate Shri P.S. Bhavake is absent.
leard Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the
espondents.

T

]

The Respondent Nos. 2 to 4 has already filed Réply.
espondent No.1 has still not filed his Reply though
nough-time is given.

Mm

Adjourned for hearing at the stage of Admission on

3.
20.12.2019.
Sd/-
(A.P. KURHEKAR]
MEMBER (J)
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(G.C.P) J 2959(B} (50,000-—3-2017) ~ T8ph. MAT-F-2 R

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.1055 0f 2019

M.L. Dudhalkar & Ors. . Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Ms. 8.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer tor the Respondents.

2. Shri M.D. Lonkar, leamned Advocate for the
Applicant has filed leave note.

3. At the request of Ld. CPO adjourned to 16.12.2019.

Sd/-

(P.N. Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
29.11.2019
(sgj)
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(G.C.PY J 2950(B) (60,000-—3-2017) Spl- MAT-F-2 [

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M A /R.A./C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 207

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. No0.792 01 2019

D.B. Bamane .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. At the request of Ld. CPO adjourncd to 6.12.2019.

[ g

Sd/-
(PN Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
29.11.2019
(sg))
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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 Tribunal’'s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders

(LA, No.729 of 2019

S.V. Patil Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, learned Advocate tor the
Applicant and Ms. 8.P. Manchekar, learned Chiet Presenting
Officer tor the Respondents.

2. At the request of Ld. CPO adjourned 10 9.12.2019.

Sd/-
(PN Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
29.11.2019
(sg))
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(G.C.P) J 2959(B) (50,000-—3-2017) [Spl.- MAT-F-2 k.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. ot 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

0.A. No.386 of 2019

D.R. Jadhav - Applicant
. Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri Vaibhav Birmule, learned Advocate
holding for Shri D.V. Sutar, leammed Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gatkwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO seeks three weeks time to {ile reply. Ld. PO
is directed to file early reply as the matter has been delayed
considerably.

3 $.0.109.12.2019.

o~ S

Sd/-

(PN Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
29.11.2019
(sg)
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((3.C.P.} J 2959(8B) (50,000-—3-2017}

[Spl.- MAT-F-2

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.AJC.A No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Tribunal’s orders

O.A. No.314 of 2019

S.S. Panindre Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri M.B. Kadam, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri 8.D. Dole, learned Presenting Oftlicer for
the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate on instructions from the applicang
submits that grievance mentioned in the prayer has been
addressed. He therefore seeks permission to withdraw the
above OA with liberty 10 file fresh OA if there 1s any further
grievance.

3. OA is allowed to be withdrawn with liberty to file
fresh OA if there is any further grievance.

Sd/-

(P.N. Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
29.11.2019
(sgh)
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[Spl- MAT-F-2 .

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAIL

1G.C Py J 2959(B) (50,000—3-2017)

MUMBALI
M.A/R.AJ/C.A No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20
FARAD CONTINUATION SHEE'P No. .

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

M.A. No.631 of 2019 in O.A. No.991 of 2018

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents
Vs.
A.S. Kamble & Anr. Applicants

Heard Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting Officer
for the Applicants-original Respondents.

2. Ld. PO is directed to ensure that the proposal
regarding order issued by this Tribunal on 13.9.2019
positively reaches respondent no.1 before 2.12.2019. Report
progress on 3.12.2019,

3, $.0. 10 3.12.2019.

sd/-
(PN, Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
29.11.2019
(sgi)
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. {G.C.PY J 2859(B) (50,000-—3-2017) [Spl- MAT-F.2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.AJR.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

R.A. No.20 0f 2019 1n O.A. No.1137 of 2018

[D.J. Patil - Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. _.Respondents

Heard Shri M.B. Kadam, learned Advocate holding
for Shri D.B. Khaire, fearned Advocate for the Applicant and
Ms. 8.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO seeks time to file reply.

3. S.0.t0 9.12.2019.

Sd/-

(P.I\l. Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
29.11.2019
(sg))
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L(GCP) J 2059(B) (50 2000-—3-2017)

(Spl.- MAT-F_2 |
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBU

MUMBAI
M.A/RA/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

R.A. No.13 of 2019 in 0.A. No.35 0 2019

Y.L. Dharavane ~Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. -Respondents

Heard Shri U.V. Bhosle, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri A J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO seeks adjournment, which is oppused by the
Ld. Advocatc for the applicant.

3. 5.0.t09.12.2019 by way of last chance.

Sd/-
(P.N! Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)
29.11.2019
(sgj)
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(G.C.) J 2959(B) (50,000—3-2017) [Spl.- MAT-I"-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

O.A. No.1129 of 2019

U.D. Mhaske ~Applicant
Vs.
- The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri S.D. Dole. learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents.

- ' 2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant submits that he may
be permitted to file MA for condonation of delay.

3. Af his request adjourned to 16.12.2019.

Sd/-

(PN Dixit)
Vice-Chatrman (A)
29.11.2019
(sg))
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G.CP) J 2959(B) (560,000—3-2017) " iSpl- 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

O.A. No.1125 0f 2019

S.V. Lolge & Ors. Applicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri RM. Kolge, learned Advocate for the
Applicants and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant secks adjournment to
satisfy this Tribunal regarding the examination which is
supposed to be cieared by the applicants.

3. At his request adjourned to 6.1.2020.

Sd/-

.N! Dixit)
Vice-Chairmun (A)
29.11.2019
(sgj)
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I

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer........ ESUUTURTUURRRR

..... Respondent/s

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

Tribunal’s orders

29111.2019
0.A 993/2016
Shii A.S Azami S. Nadeem ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents
1. Heard Smt Ranjana Todankar, learned advocate

for|the applicant and Shri A.J Chougule, learned P.O for
thel Respondents.

2. Today during final hearing learned Presenting
Officer produces a comnunication addressed tc him
infgrming that the Respondent (State Government} have
taken a decision regarding the prayer made by the

apglicant.

3. On instructions from Mrs Parveen Jugari, ASQO,
Minority Development Department, learned P.Q further
mentions that decision has not been communicated to the
applicant. The Respondents are directed to ensure that
thef decision is communicated to the applicant within a

perjod of one week from today.

4. O.A is accordingly disposed of with liberty to
agitate against the impugned order as and when received,
within a period of two months. No order as to costs.
-~

Sd/-

‘ » —
{P.N Dixit)
Vice-Chairman (A)

s
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