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30.09.2016

0.A No 649/2016

Shri D.N Shinde & ors .. Applicants

Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors...

Respondents
Heard Shri H.A Joshi, learned advocate for
the applicant and Smt Kranti 8. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Learned Advocate for the Applicants sought
leave of this Tribunal to amend the Original
Application to delete prayer clause (c}. Leave:
granted. Learned Advocate Shri Joshi states that

he will make the amendment forthwith.

S.0 to 21.10.2016.
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(Reljiv Agrwal)
. Vice-Chairman
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(G.C.PY J 2260 (A} (B0,000.--2-2015)

ISpl.- MAT-F.2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT IV E TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. B @ 2—  of 20 [5 DisTRICT
..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE L e }
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.......c...ooee.l e e )
Office Notes, Oflice l\"[vm'urnm!u of Corum,
Appeerance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal's orders .
dircetions and Registrar’s orders '
30.09.2016
O.A No 882/2015
Dr. L.R Dange .. Applicant
: Vs. _ ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

DATE: éO\q‘llg

CO{AM

ARl

Hon ‘ple Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL
~(Vice - Chairman)
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None for the applicant and Smt Kranti S.
Gaikwad, the

Respondents,

learned Presenting Officer for

it is seen that the affidavit in reply is filed.
Original Application is admitted. Place for final
hearing 21.10.2016.

Sd/-

(Rajiv Agarwal)
Vice-Chairman
Akn
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRAT IVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

.of 20 ffé

M.{\--vis) 16 cin
@BE

Original Application M¥o.

(Advocate ..., e Ee e ee et e ea et e e

1Spl- MAT-F2 B

DisTrRICT

..... Applicant/s

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer...ooi, S

..... Respondent/s

.......................... }

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearunce, Tribunal’s vrders or
directions und Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

30.09.2016 -

DATE:;RO\Ql\“g'

Hon'hle Sk RAJIV AGARWAL
(Viee - Chairmen)

Afp -
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.

M.A 378/2016 in O.A No 886/2016

Shri Irfan G. Mulani .. Applicant
Intervenor
Vs. :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents
1. Heard Shri D.B Khaire, learned advocate for

the applicant (Intervenor}, Ms Archana P K, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents no 2 to 4, and
Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned advocate for Original
Applicant. .

2. Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 7.10.20 16 .

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

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

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

6. The service may be done. by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained

‘and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the

Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file
affidavit of compliance and notice.

7. 5.0 7.10.2016. Hamdast.
Sd/-
(Raffiv Agataval)
Vice-Chairman
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(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2- -2015} 1Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINIST RAT IVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No. . | of 20 DISTRICT

: ‘ o Applicant/s
('Advocate.,................: .......... ..... [T peeteaveranes )

versus
The Staterof Maharashtra and others
..... Resf)ondent,/s

(Presenting Officer. ..o SUTUURNRIPPISVRR L)

Office Notes, Otfice Memorunda of Coram,
Appeurance Tribunal’s orders ov - Tyibunal’s orders
divections and Registrar’s orders

Date : 30.09.2016.

0.A.N0.395 of 2015

Shri S.R. Dharmsale & Ors. ~ ..Applicants
Vs. )
The State of Mah. & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Shri D.B. Khaire, the learned Advocate

for the Applicant, Smt. S. Suryawanshi, the learned
Presenting Officer holding for Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents No.1to

4 and Shri V.P. Potbhare,'for'the newly added

Respondent.

2. On Mr/ Khaire’s request two weeks time is

given to him. to comply with the order = dated

DaTB: Bo\q I - 30.06.2016 to implead the Respondents.

3. 5.0. to 14.10.2016.

AP ;..;mmte . ,
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(G.C.PD J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) {Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT
..... Applican/.
_ (AQVOCALE <.rvvircrrrarsssreeemsmsns s )]

versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

. Resbondent/s
(Presenting Oﬁxcer ................................................... e )
Office Notas, Office Memoranda of Coram, . )
Appearance, Tribunal’s or ders or Tribunal’ s erders
dirveetions and Registrar’s orders
e S R
Date : 30.09.2016.
B 0.A.No.36 of 2016
Dr. P.W. Mahindre ' ‘ .Applicant
Vs. '
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Applicant and Advocate absent. Mr. Chougule,

the leafned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

DATR Bd\q\]t, ' 2, By way of caution issue notice to the Appncam
_‘ N ——y . ‘
QORAM : for 18.10.2016.
ArEL 0
ShriSo 1‘\&7'\(_ M_:m C_W) 7 gl

(R.B. Malik)

Advocsle ;. 13 Appticant - .
sh:i’}v* P*J Unguaude. Member {J)
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IN THE IVIAHARASHI‘RA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 i - DISTRICT ‘
..... Applig. /s
(AAVOCALE 1rovviveseerss s ST O )
versus
The S'tq;te of Maharashtra and others
L e Respondent/s
(Presenting Qfficer.......oooevmene et ST UUNUUTUUU PRSPPI )
" Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunut’s orders o Tribunal’s orders
directions and "Lg'l.stl ar's orders .
[ — e
Date : 30.09.2016.
0.A.No.239 of 2016
5.p. Khatavkar & Ors. ' ..Applicant
Vs. : '
The State of Mah. & Ors. ‘ ~ ...Respondents
1.  Heard Ms. 5.p. Manchekar, the learned

ndvocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the

earned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

b Original Application is admitted. Adjourned for

hearing to 18.10.2016.

R Sd/- e
owIs: .30\3\)% S - (R.B. Malik) ‘
CORAM ; o | Member (1)
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections and Registrar’s orders

Tribuhal’s orders
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L

2 Ta,

Shri S.N. Pawar

Date ; 30.09.2016.

0.A.N0.397 of 2016

... pplicant

. Vs. -
The State of Mah, & Ors. -

1. Heard Ms: S.P. Manchekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

...Re. pandents

2 The communication of 22.07.2016 from the

Government in Home Départment to the Character

Verification Committee is taken on record.

3. It appears quite clearly that this Tribunal has

taken very strong view of the matter and Hon'ble

~Chairman issued show cause notice as to why the cost

of Rs.1 lakh should not be imposed.

3. The Applicant has since been appointed w.e.f.
17.06.2016. Now, there is justifiable reason to make
sure that the impugned ofdef bf December, 2015
having been made absolutely unnecessarily, the said
order for June, 2016 should be made applicable since a
date much prior there;co. As of now, there ivs no final
work but the learned P.O. for the Respondents shall
take instructions so that it is possible that the O.A.

<hould be disposed in a more meaningfui way. '

4, 5.0.t06.10.2016.

Sd/- —_
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(R.B. Malik)
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sha

e



Admin
Text Box

           Sd/-


N

(G.C.POJ 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) |Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI ' | .
Original Application No. of 20 DisSTRICT
B : ' e Applicant/s
(Advuutte, ....... e evereaenranes )
versus

‘ . . The State of Maharashtra and others

v ..... Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfICET . e eroeereeeereet e etsrnraaenees e vvesrerarteaen e rnsrres )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda af Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions. and Registrar's orders

Date : 30.09.2016.

0.A.Ne.315 of 2016

shri S.J. Waychal ' " L..Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard shri S.5. Dere, the learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Smt. 5. Suryawanshi, the learned
,Presentmg Officer holding for Shri N.K. Rajpurohit, the

learned Chief Presenting Offlcer for the Respondents.

2. On oral request of the learned Advocate for the
Applicant Mr. Dere, time to comply with my order
dated 23.08.2016 is extended by three working days.

After the amendment newly added Respondent Shri

DATE _g_oh_h_;,___ B Abhihafv S. Pavyar’ be served in accordance with thg
QR ' Rules. .
o kb I
| 3. S.0.to07.10.2015.
Sl / -9 5 YR ' ’ . ha B
At 4 © pplions . , - Sd/-
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CRO LD 4w  espondents - ' g (R.B. Malik)
. - ' Member {J)
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(G.C.FY J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) iSpl.- MATF-2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHT RA ADMINIST R.ATIVF TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
Original Appliéation No. of 20 ' DisTRICT
T Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE coveoreorerseerrene e SR )
I\ versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
{(Presenting Ofﬁcer .................................... )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda. ot Coram, ,
Appearance, Tribupal’s orders or : Tribunal’s orders
dircetions and: Registrar’s orders ’
Date : 30.09.2016.
~ 0.A.No.798 of 2016
Ms. M.A. Mohite _ ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ‘ ..Respondents
1. Heard Ms. M.A. Mohite, the Applicant in

berson  and Smt. S. Suryawanshi, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

b o
D, It appears that’ there,rs’ directions of Hon’ble
Chairman 1% atter will have to be heard by me.

3. The O_riéinal Application is formally admitted

hecause'of order remained to be made. The written

Shii L S Sqrvq\[(m%f hrguments are already on record. She will be allowed

C.EU 5. forthe Respondntls : . oo
g o supplement the same if shé;%so disposed on the next

Ady. To m\)f- Yedore \')Nl)rd»; Hate.
Genth.

} 1. The O.A. is expedited because Applicant is

ﬂ ‘...';. L irging the matter in person.

- J‘

5. $.0. to 4.10.2016 before second Division Bench.

A aad /
Sd/- ,)1(9
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(R.B. Malik)
Member {J)
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The State of Maharashtra and others

Respondent/s

Presenting Officer......nn e FUTTORRURRTOPRPS P )
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Appearanee, Yribuanal’s vrders or

directions and Registrar's ordors
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30.09.2016

0. A 1035/2014 & 644/2015

Shri A.D Jadhav & Ors .. Applicants

Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard Shri H.A Joshi, learned advocate

for the Applicant and Ms Neelima Gohad,

holding for Ms - Savita Suryavanshi, learned
- Presenting Officer for the Respondeni:s.
Learned Advocate Shri Joshi submits

written arguments which are taken on record.
He further submitted that on the next date even
if he is not presént, this and companion matter

may be heard finally.

S.0 to 5.10.2016.

/ - 5/ [ — ok

b

R 5. Mal Vipegiv Agawal
Member ) Vice-Chairman
Akn
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versus

The State of Maharashtra and others

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appeurance, Tribunal’s ovders or Pribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrax’s oxders | Ofx No.772 ()f 2014 OA St NO 760/14 Auran dbdd
Smt. $.1D. Channa - ~ ..Applicant -
Vs. '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. - . Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Miss Neelima
Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. OASt.No.760 of 2014 of Aurangabad Bench was
returned by the order dated 3.7.2014 of Hon’ble Member
(J) for want of jurisdiction and for presentation at the

Principal Seat.

|3 Original order sheets ‘and copy of OA is

transferred before this Bench at Mumbai.

4. Registry has reported that original papers are not

presented by the applicant,

pare:__2olall o |

w‘ ' 5. - In view that Advocate has not presented before

Hoa'bl [oiteg Shri A. H. Joshi (Cheirmae)
el er) A

this Tribupal, the proceedings arc disposed off as

infructuous. , \

Sd/—

AéV\. HE N‘Tﬂ”W S U A
POV ~ Eled o —A.H. Joshi; T\ >
CPOI PO. foﬂheRespmdi ' Chairman

: ' . 30.9.2016

AdrTo. aA 1> o\1>005c) o3e (sgi)

s indnyoiaw ~
Wy

c\ .

[PTO,
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versis”

‘The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting Officer. ...

...... Respondent/s

- et aa b i an Fhn i Lo FURUUUSRIRY

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

e ————
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Hon i lustioe Shri A. H. JosiE \Chairmant)

ok
Shai /S i raoessy
C.pO /PO, for the Respondent/s

aa\1o)lbes alert thove,

Ady. To.

Tribunal's cvders

O.As. No.272 & 273 0of 2015

Shri D.P. Londhe-

Shri G.S. Dumbre _Applicants
- Vs, ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri Sagar Tambe, Ld. Advocate helding
for Shri Abhaykumar Apte, learned Advocate for the
. Applicants and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting

‘Officer tor the Respondents.

2. Shri Sagar Tambe, Ld. Advocate states that Shri
A. Apte, Ld. Advocate for the applicants is indisposed.

He requests for adjournment.
3. Adjdurned t020.10.2016 as a last chance.

)=
A H. Josh TION
Chairman
30.9.2016

(sg)
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versies

The State of Maharashtra and others

..... Respondent/s
o (PresentingOfﬁcer...4..........................................‘........‘....‘ ........ )
Office Notes, Ofﬁcé Memovanda of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’'s orders
directions, and Registrar’s orders
Date : 30.09.2016.
' 0.A.N0.240 of 2016 :
S.R. Rathod - L.Applicant
Vs, -
The State of Mah. & Ors. . .:.ReSpondents
1. Heard Shri G.A. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri A, Chougule, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Mukesh Bhaurao Kadade, Deputy Collector
(Rervenue), Divisional . Commissioner Office,' Pune is

present.’

3. He has been warned to be careful in making

averments. That matter will be now treated as closed;

[

. 4. In my opinion the O.A. can be worked out
ey (a’ﬂm_ because on the same set of fact the departmental
Hor’bic Justioe Shri A. H. Joshi (Chairman) appeal is already pending and therefore that being a
Al """ ‘ .Ii‘l' lm—(m ‘ V
A‘ - substantive remedy will have to be exercised and on

SLF* ""'Z%A Vand. | !d/%/ prayer clause (b) appropriate directions can be given.
Adv.s 4 - the Applicent

For the present therefore this O.A. is admitted and

C.PO/PO. formwi.N 'kept f_or flnal‘dlsp.osal on 3.10.2016.
- Ad), To.e 9\10]1'6- ' | 5. 5.0. to 3.10.2016. : 5\\:1
‘ ' . Sd/- %\\q
(R.B. Malik)
Member (J)
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MA.I128/15 m €. A.33/15 in 0OA910.09

Shri V.P. Bhanushali o - Applicant
i Vs, ' '
The State of Maharashira & Ors, | -Respondents

Heard Shri R.M. Koige, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents. | ‘

2. Ld. PO, on instructions from Shri Devidas

Chaudhari, Dy. Collector, (E/R), Kurla states as follows:

(@)  That he personally contacted Shri Many
Kumar Shrivastav, Pring:ipal, Secretary,
Revenue & Forest Department.

(b)  That Shri M.K. Shrivastav has told him that
- work fo be done at the level of his
department including approval of Hon’ble
Minister would be completed within |5
days time. Thereafter the matter would be
submitted to the Finance Department,

3. 'The Respondents are directed to comply with the
Steps at the level of respondent o, ] and also state which
- are other- departments involved and ‘what steps the

respondents would take to pursue the other department,

pate:_ 20|q))t T |
' GORAM : ' 4, For  reporting compliance  adjourned 1o

Hou'at: Justige Shri A. . Soshi (Chairman) | 18.10.2016.
AFPL- 1 UNCE;
g Bl Wolg o

0

o

" I , Q.,/’, .
_ (Z°H. Joshi, J.)

At ko Applicam o Chairman
Shf""":"" [N W 0ETaTi e v e sesaunye 3092016
C.Ea2 ik for the Respondent/s :

(sgj)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO 857 OF 2016

DISTRICT : NASIK

Shri P.U Bisen )...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Others )...Respondents

Shri C.T Chandratre, learned advocate for the Applicant.

Ms Archana B.K learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents no
1,2,4,5&6. '

Shri S.B Deshmukh, learned advocate for Respondent no. 3.

CORAM : Shri Rajiv Agarwal (Vice-Chairman)
DATE : 30.09.2016
ORDER

1. Heard Shri C.T Chandratre, learned advocate for the
Applicant, Ms Archana B.K learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents no 1, 2, 4, 5 & 6 and Shri S.B Deshmukh, learned

advocate for Respondent no. 3.

2. It appears that the Applicant is a Group-A office. of
the State Government who retired while working in Zilla Parishad,
Ahmednagar. He retired on superannuation on 31.12.2013. As a

D.E was pending against him, he was not paid his retiral benefits.



0.A No 857/2016

The Applicant has apparently filed an Original Application bearing
0O.A 307/2014 and by order dated 2.9.20214 the D.E was quashed,
The State Government has taken: the matter to the Hon. Bombay
High Court by W.P 3647 /2015, which has been dismissed by order
dated 16.3.2016. This Tribunal has directed the Respondent no.
1, i.e. Secretary, Water Resources Department to issue No Dues
and No Enquiry Certificate to the Applicant. The State authorized
the Superintending Engineer, Water Resources Department, Nasik
to issue such Certificate, which was submitted to the Accountant
Ger-eral, M.S, along with pension papers of the Applicant. It
appears that by letter dated 16.6.2016, Accountant General has
asked that the Certificate in respect of Group-A officer is required

to be issued by the State Government.

3. Despite clear orders of this Tribunal the State has not
issued necessary Certificate in favour of the Applicant and
accordingly he has filed the present Original Application. Notice
has been served on the Respondents and the Applicant has filed

affidavit of service.

4. Considering the nature of this O.A, it is really speaking

not necessary that any affidavit in reply is required to be filed by
the State Government. This Tribunal in its order dated 2.9.2014 in
O.A no 307/2014 has directed the State Government to issue No
D.E;tc;déhe Applicant to enable him to get his pensionary benefits.
This fact is mentioned in the order dated 25.4.2016 issued by the
State Government quashing the D.E against the Applicant. It is
surprising that despite clear orders of this Tribunal, the State
Government has failed to issue the necessary Certificate, though

the Applicant is a Group-A officer and he has to unnecessarily file

this O.A before this Tribunal.



3 0.A No 857/2016

5. It is, therefore, directed that Respondent no. 1 will
issue the necessary Certificate as per order of this Tribunal
referred to- above within a period of two weeks from touay.
Respondent no. 6 is also directed to issue the Permanency
Certificate to the Applicant who has worked for more than 38 years
in Government service and it is not the case that he is not entitlea
to be made permanent in the service. The said Certificate should
be issued within two weeks from today and the necessary entry
should be taken in the service book of the Applicant and the copy
of the same should be supplied to the Applicant.

6. S.0to 14.10.2016. Hamdast.

- DY/ §

v Ag al)
Vic Chan‘man

Place : Mumbai
Date : 30.09.2016
Dictation taken by : A.K. Nair.

H:\Anil Nair\Judgments\2016\1st Sep 2016\0.A no 857.16 Retirement benetits
S5B.0916 Int order.doc
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