(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

Date: 01.02.2022

0.A. No.84 of 2022
(FOR SPEAKING TO THE MINUTES)

SA.Mulla e Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
i Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

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

2 Today matter is taken on board by circulation for
speaking to the minutes so as to correct typographical
mistake in para 2 of order dated 31.01.2022.

3 In last sentence of para 2 it is stated he
“Applicant is due to retire in March 2022”. Learned
Advocate for the Applicant states that the Applicant is
due to retire in March 2024 and not March 2022. He
therefore requested to correct Typographical mistake.

4, Last sentence in para 2 should be corrected as
“He is due to retire in March 2024”.

5. Necessary correction be made in order dated
31.01.2022.

LN L
Sd/-
-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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Date: 31.01.2022

0.A. No.84 of 2022

SA.Mulla e Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

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

v The Applicant has filed O.A. for direction to the
Respondent No.1 to consider his transfer from Mumbai
to Stara District since, he has already completed more
than 3 years as Naib Tahsildar in the Office of Collector,
Mumbai. The Applicant made representation dated
04.03.2021 but was not responded. He raised
grievance that his Junior h?s been transferred having
completed 3 years tenure, he is not transferred despite
overdue. He is due to retire in March- 2024

Sy lssue notice to the Respondents before
admission returnable on 14.02.2022 to know why his
representation is not considered.

4, Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not
be issued.

S 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.

6. 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.
[PTO.
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7. 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.

8. In case notice is not collected within seven days
or service report on affidavit is not filed 7 days before
returnable date, Original Application shall stand
dismissed without reference to Tribunal and papers be
consigned to record.

9. In the mean time, learned P.O. shall take
necessary instructions from the Respondents and
apprise the Tribunal whether his representation can be
considered in general transfer of 2022 or earlier.

10. S.0. to 14.02.2022.
\ n o
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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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

Date: 01.02.2022

0. A. No.42 of 2022 with O. A. No.58 of 2022 with
0. A. No.59 of 2022 with O.A. No.77 of 2022

i3 Heard Ms. Pooja Mankoji, learned Advocate
holding for Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondent.

7 This O.A. is taken on today’s board for speaking
to the minutes to correct para 3 of order dated
31.01.2022, which is as under:-

. & As per the Affidavit filed by the
Director General of Police, minutes of
P.E.B.-2 was sent for approval by circulation
to prominent Members of P.E.B.-2. but the
Commissioner of Police, Mumbai and
Secretary, Home Department (Appeal and
Security) did not sign it.”

3. Learned P.O. has pointed out that in Affidavit
filed by the Director General of Police there is no such
mention that the minutes of P.E.B. were sent to
Secretary, Home Department (Appeal & Security), and
therefore facts to that effect in para 3 needs to be
corrected.

4, As per the Affidavit it appears that minutes of
P.E.B. were sent to the Commissioner of Police, Mumbai
for approval, he did not sign it. There is no mentionisg
in Affidavit that minutes of P.E.B. was sent to Secretary,
Home Department (Appeal & Security). If it is so, then
really it is very surprising that minutes were not sent to
one of the prominent Member namely to Secretary,
Home Department (Appeal & Security). These aspects
will be considered at the appropriate stage in detail.

[PTO.
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5. Insofar as speaking to the minutes is concerned,
para 3 be corrected and be read as under:-

“As per the Affidavit filed by the Director
General of Police, minutes of P.E.B.-2 was sent
for approval by circulation to prominent
Members of P.E.B.-2 but the Commissioner of
Police, Mumbai did not sign it.”

6. Necessary correction in order dated 31.12.2021
be made.

\
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)

Member (J)
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# Cornected ac fe oxden ddvdl
Ol-o2r2021 faSSerf i e
above OPs.

%a\(ea}t: Q-

o

: I/C Registrar
Maharasitra Administrative Tribunal
Mumbal.

LATER ON 02.30 P.M.
Date: 31.01.2022

0. A. No.42 of 2022 with O. A. No.58 of 2022 with
0. A. No.59 of 2022 with O.A. No.77 of 2022

il Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the
Applicant, Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondent — The Director General of
Police and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondent — The Commissioner of Police.

2. The issue involved in all these O.As. is pertaining
to non relieving of 187 Police Sub-Inspector transferred
on the their request from the establishment of the
Commissioner of Police, Mumbai to other parts of the
State of Maharashtra.

- As per the Affidavit filed by the Director General
of Police, minutes of P.E.B.-2 was sent for approval by
circulation to prominent Membfrs of P.E.B.-2. but the
Commissioner of Police, Mumbaﬂ;n_:d_SecﬁetaLyT—Home

DepaﬁnxenqupeMdéee&ﬁty)]did not sign‘i it.

4, It is seen from the Affidavit filed by the
Commissioner of Police, Mumbai that he had certain
reservation about the transfer of 187 Police Personnel
without providing substitute, and therefore he did not
sign it. He also raised grievances by sending letter
dated 30.12.2021 to Additional Chief Secretary, Home
Department on the issue. Thus prima-facie there is no
meaningful consultation or deliberation among the
Members of P.E.B.
recorded and sent to the Members for signature by way

It appears that first decision was

of circulation, and thereafter only certain information
was called from the Commissioner of Police in respect
of the Transfers. Indeed, all such information ought to
have been called for before any such decision and after
considering the same only, appropriate decision by
recording specific reason to that effect ought to have
been taken by P.E.B.-2. o
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5. Before proceeding further it would be
appropriate to know the decision of the Government on
the letter dated 30.12.2021 send by the Commissioner
of Police. However, Government is not made party.
Learned C.P.O. as well as P.O. states that they have no
instructions as to decision on the letter dated
30.12.2021.

6. In view of above, as requested by Shri S.S. Dere,
Additional Chief Secretary, Home Department,
Government of Maharashtra is necessary to be joined
so that Tribunal should know the decision of the
Government in this behalf.

¥ Permission granted to add Additional Chief
Secretary, Home Department, Government of
Maharashtra as Respondent No.1. Issue notice to newly
added Respondent No.1 before admission returnable on
03.02.2022.

8. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not
be issued.

9. 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.

10. 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.

11. 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.

12 Service by Hand delivery as well as registry post
is permitted.

13. Amendment be carried out forthwith.

14.  S.0.to 03.02.2022.

LN

Sdi-

(A.P. Kurhekar)

Member (J)
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Date : 31.01.2022
0.A.No.1020 of 2021

J.G. Naik ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. Talekar, learned Advocate holding

for Mr. A.B. Chalak, learned Advocate for the

Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Applicant has produced the order dated
24.01.2022 passed by the Deputy Director Sports
and Youth Services, Kolhapur Division, Kolhapur.
The authority has held that the certificate which is
produced by the Applicant Ms. Naik is not valid.
Similarly, the authority has not accepted the
explanation given by Ms. Naik at the time of hearing
the said matter. Hence the authority has cancelled
the validity certificate of the Applicant Ms. Naik. It
has also mentioned that the Applicant has right to
preferred appeal before the Joint Director, Sports
and Youth Service, Balewadi, Pune within two
months from the receipt of this decision. Thus, the
applicant is having other forum available. In view of
this we do not find any reason to keep this O.A.

pending.

3. The learned Advocate submits that the
authority has no power to review its own decision
once the same authority has accepted and verified
the said certificate. He submits that on this ground
the O.A. is to be kept alive as he wants to argue the

matter.

4. We make it clear that we do not find any
necessity to hear Mr. Talekar on this point because
another forum i.e. Appellate Authority which 1[%7'35

per the procedure is available. The learned




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

Tribunal’s orders

Advocate Mr. Talekar can agitate this before the said
authority if 1st or 2nd appeal is decided against the
Applicant.

S. The learned Advocate further draws our
attention to paragraph 6 of the order dated
17.12.2021 where he submits that the interim relief

which is granted it be continued in this matter.

6. The learned C.P.O. opposes and submits
that no interim relief was granted by this Tribunal

in this matter.

7. We are in agreement with the learned C.P.O.
that no interim relief was granted by this Tribunal

to the applicant.

8. In such circumstances it is better for the

applicant to approach the Appellate Authority for

any relief.

9. O.A. is disposed of with liberty to file afresh,
if decision of the Appellate Authority is decided
against the Applicant.

Sd/-

Sd/-
(Medhd /Gadgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member A Chairperson

prk
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Date: 31.01.2022

0.A. No.71 of 2022

M.R.Bhoir e Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri R.L. Kulkarni, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. O.A. is filed for direction to release retiral
benefits.
3. When the matter is taken up admission, learned

P.O. has raised issue of the jurisdiction of this Tribunal
inter-alia contending that the Applicant is employee of
Municipal Corporation and is not a Government
servant.

4. Shri R.L. Kulkarni, learned Advocate for the
Applicant concedes that the Applicant stands retired
from the post of Clerk on the establishment of Kalyan
Dombivili Municipal Corporation. Thus he is not a
Government servant, so as to entertain this O.A.

5. Learned Advocate for the Applicant therefore
seeks permission to withdraw the O.A. with liberty to
file petition before appropriate foram.

6. Allowed to withdraw as prayed for.

7. No order as to costs.

AN —

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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Date: 31.01.2022

0.A. No.956 of 2021

V.A.Chavan . Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri Gaurav A. Bandiwadekar, learned

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

2. On request of learned P.O. one week time is
granted for filing Affidavit-in-Reply as most last chance.

3. S.0.t0 07.02.2022.
[N
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

NMN
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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

Date: 31.01.2022

M.A. No.43 of 2022 in O.A. No.78 of 2022 with
M.A. No.53 of 2022 in O.A. No.87 of 2022

R.D. Malwad & Ors.

RB.Mali&Ors. e Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.  ..... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the

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

2. By this M.A., the Applicants are seeking leave to
sue jointly. The Applicants are similarly situated and for
the reasons stated in the M.A., leave to sue jointly as
prayed for is granted, subject to the Applicants paying
requisite court fees, if not already paid. MA disposed off
accordingly.

\

Sd/-

v

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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Date: 31.01.2022

0.A. No.78 of 2022 with O.A. No.87 of 2022

R.D. Malwad & Ors.

R.B.Mali&Ors. ... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the

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

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
22.02.2022.
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 seven days
or service report on affidavit is not filed 7 days before
returnable date, Original Application shall stand
dismissed without reference to Tribunal and papers be
consigned to record.

8. S.0.to 22.02.2022.

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

NMN
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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

Date: 31.01.2022

O.A. No.991 of 2021

A.S.Ghodake ... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.  ..... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri K.S. Jadhav, learned Advocate holding

for Shri R.G. Panchal, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

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

3. On request of learned Advocate for the
Applicant two weeks time is granted for filing Affidavit-
in-Rejoinder.

4. S.0.to 14.02.2022.
I\
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

NMN
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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

Date: 31.01.2022

M.A. No.34 of 2022 in R.A. No.02 of 2022
in O.A. No.30 of 2020

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. (Org. Resps.)....Appl.
Versus

S.V. Satam (Org. Appl.) .....Resps.
1. Heard Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting

Officer for the Applicants (Org. Respondents) and
Ms. Advaita Lonkar, learned Advocate holding for
Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the Respondent
(Org. Applicant).

2. This M.A. is filed for condonation of delay
caused in filing R.A. No.02/2022.

3. Issue notice in M.A. before admission returnable
on 28.02.2022.

4. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not
be issued. |

5. 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 Miscellaneous Application. Respondents are put

to notice that the case would be taken up for final
disposal at the stage of admission hearing.

6. 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.

7. 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.




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

directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

8. In case notice is not collected within seven days
or service report on affidavit is not filed 7 days before
returnable date, Miscellaneous Application shall stand
dismissed without reference to Tribunal and papers be
consigned to record.

9. S.0. to 28.02.2022.

N )
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

NMN
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MUMBAI
M.A./R.A./C.A. No. of 20
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dircctions and Registrar’s orders

Date: 31.01.2022

0. A. No.42 of 2022 with O. A. No.58 of 2022 with
0. A. No.59 of 2022 with O.A. No.77 of 2022

A.B. Handal & Ors. ... Applicant
G.B. Kolhal & Ors.
V.l. Jadhav & Ors.

R.B. Jadhav

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the

Applicant, Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents in 0.A.42/2022 & 0.A.58/2022,
Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents in 0.A.59/2022 and Shri AJ. Chougule,
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents in
0.A.77/2022.

2. Today learned P.O. has filed Affidavit-in-Reply of
Respondent No.1 - Director General of Police as
directed by this Tribunal in order dated 24.01.2022. It
is taken on record.

3. Learned P.O. submits that common Affidavit is
file in all these O.As.

4. Learned P.O. is directed to apprise the Tribunal
about the decision of Government and the letter dated
30.12.2021 sent by Commissioner of Police, Mumbai
raising grievances against Director General of Police.

5. O.A. be kept at 02.30 p.m. along with afresh O.A.
No.77/2022 which is filed today.

i

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

NMN
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FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.

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

Date: 31.01.2022

M.A. No.44 of 2020 in O.A. No.424 of 2020

Dr.K.B.Batte ... Applicant

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate |

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

2. The Applicant sought to amend O.A. so as to
challenge order dated 03.06.2021 issued by
Government during the pendency of O.A. and placed on
record along with Affidavit-in-Reply.

3. It being subsequent event, allowed to amend
the O.A.
4. M.A. is accordingly allowed, amendment be

carried out within a week.

5. Respondents shall file Affidavit-in-Reply to the
amendment made in O.A. by next date.

6. S.0.to 22.02.2022.

N
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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Original Application No. of 20
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directions and Registrar’s orders

M.A. N0.299 of 2021 in O.A. No0.370 of 2021
(Through Video Conferencing)

R.A.R. Shaikh ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri H.S. Chitaley., learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant states that he has
emailed rejoinder and hard copy is sent by post from Pune.
Ld. CPO submits that she has not received the rejoinder. Ld.
Advocate states that it is sent before four weeks. Ld. CPO to

verify.
3. S.0. to 15.2.2022. Interim relief to continue.
o sdr- |
Sd/- ] 22—
(Medha Gadgily ' (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
31.1.2022 31.1.2022
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C.A.No.38 0f 2019 in O.A. No.634 of 2017

S.D. Sutar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre holding for Shri A.G.
Ambetkar.. learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P. -
Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO states that Ld. Advocate for the applicant
has made a statement in the Hon’ble High Court in W.P. that
applicant will not pursue the CA.

3. S.0. to 8.6.2022.

¢ a7 |
) Sd/- o
Sd/- rv-
(Medhii Gaélgil) ( (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member?A) Chairperson
31.1.2022 31.1.2022

(sg))

[PTO.



HP
Text Box
           Sd/-

HP
Text Box
           Sd/-


(G.CPy 2737 (50,000—4-2019

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

Original Application No.

tSnl - MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINTSTRATIVE 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

C.A.No.38 0f 2018 in O.A. No.48 of 2017
(Through Video Conferencing)

Ranjana P. Gage ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri Y.P. Deshmukh., learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Pursuant to our order dated 18.1.2022, Ld. PO has
produced photocopy of noting dated 17.3.2018 of Urban
Development Department. In this 3 pages noting,
respondents have mentioned about order passed by this
Tribunal in OA No.48 of 2017 and also order dated 8.9.2017
passed therein. They have also referred to notice given by

Shri Y.P. Deshmukh to the State Government about -

implementation of the order. The respondent-State has
mentioned details of the order and the prayer in case of the
applicant and also given reasons how her case is different
and therefore she cannot be given arrears from the deemed
date but she can be given from the date she actually started
working on the said post i.e. from the date of promotion.

3. The noting appears quite well reasoned and under
such circumstances we do not find any reason to interfere in
this contempt application.

4. Further copy of this noting can be collected by the
Ld. Advocate for the applicant from the office of the

respondents.

5. CA disposed off accordingly.

117 fis
4 / Sd/- I
Sd/- /-
(Medhd/GadgH) '(Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
31.1.2022 31.1.2022
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Date : 31.01.2022
0.A.No.325 of 2018 with 0.A.No.13 of 2020

A.M. Jadhao ....Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Mr. M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned
Special Counse! for the Respondents and Mr. C.T.
Chandratre, learned Advocate for Respondent No.3
in 0.A.No.13/2020.

2. At the request of learned Advocate adjourned
to 07.02.2022.

| R o 11

Sd/-
Sd/- -
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(Medha (Qadgils/ (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member A Chairperson
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Date : 31.01.2022
0.A.No.750 of 2021

M.S. Rathod ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. S.V. Waghmare, learned Advocate

for the Applicants and Ms. Archana B.K., learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. At the request of the learned P.O. last

chance is granted to file affidavit-in-reply.

3. Adjourned to 24.02.2022. ”5‘ ﬁ()v .
a : i {
Sd/- -
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(Medha éadggﬂ (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
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Date : 31.01.2022
0.A.No.79 of 2022

Y.P. Thakur ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. K.R. Jagdale, learned Advocate for

the Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The learned C.P.O. on instructions from Mr.
Kapil Narwade, Assistant Section Officer, M.P.S.C.,
Mumbai submits that M.P.S.C. will give the official
website to the Applicant at the earliest, so that they
will be able to apply.

3. As nothing survives in the matter, O.A. is
disposed of.
i‘\ As
Sd/-
Sd/- -
(Medka Gaggil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member Chairperson
prk
[PTO.



HP
Text Box
           Sd/-

HP
Text Box
           Sd/-


(G.C.Py 2737 (K0,000—4-201D ISnl - MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINTSTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A./R.A./C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Apphcation 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.349 ot 2021

V.E. Mhatre ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

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

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks time to file
rejoinder.
3. S.0. 10 24.2.2022. Interim relief to continue.
PN t
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M.A. No.36 of 2022 in O.A. No.65 of 2022

P.P. Bhosale ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri B.A. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for -
the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, 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
28.2.2022. 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 MA and 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.

A ~
Sd/' ' Sd/' )
(f\/levdha év/adgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
31.1.2022 31.1.2022
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Date : 31.01.2022

0.A.No0.457 of 2021

Dr. N.A. Netke ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. Bhushan A. Bandiwadekar,

learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P.

Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. The learned C.P.O. informs that the officers
who are looking into the file were down with
CORONA and hence file remained on the table of
Joint Secretary.

3. In view of above, adjourned to 14.02.2022.
. ba
| Sd/- -
Sd/- :
(Medha Gadgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member A Chairperson
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31.01.2022
O.A 27/2022
Smt Mangala S. Khadse ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors ... Respondents

SPEAKING TO THE MINUTES

1. Heard Shri Rajendra Sorankar i/b Ketan Dabke,
learned advocate for the applicant and Ms Swati
Manchekar, learned C.P.O for the Respondents.

2. In the order dated 27.1.2022, in para 2, the last
sentence is to be read as follows:-

Thereafter the said matter was placed before the
Hon’ble First Court wherein direction was given
that this matter along with other matter be
placed on 24.1.2022.

3. Ordered accordingly.
A N
‘ Sd/- ‘
Sd/- /
l‘l) -/
(Medh Gadé{l) {(Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
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Date: 31.01.2022

M.A. No.606 of 2021 in M.A. No.564 of 2021
in O.A. No.701 of 2021

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. (Org. Resps.)....Appl.
Versus
S.R. Nakhwa (Org. Appl.) .....Resps.

1. Heard Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Applicants (Org. Respondents) and Shri
C.T. Chandratre, learned Advocate for the Respondent
(Org. Applicant) is absent.

2. This M.A. is filed for recalling order dated
21.12.2021 passed in M.A. N0.564/2021 whereby cost
of Rs.10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) was imposed upon
the District Collector, Raigad for not making compliance
of order passed by this Tribunal in O.A. No.701/2021 by
order dated 21.09.2021.

3. The Applicant stands retired on 31.12.2015 but
his retiral benefits was withheld for no reason for more
than 6 years, and therefore he was constrained to file
0.A. N0.701/2021 for direction to Collector, Raigad to
release his retiral benefits. There was no legal hurdle
to release retiral benefits. Negligence on the part of the
Respondents, was writ at large. Therefore O.A. was
disposed of by order dated 21.09.2021 with direction to
District Collector, Raigad to take all necessary steps and
release retiral benefits within two months from the
date of the order.

4. Despite specific directions given by the Tribunal
it was not complied with, and therefore Collector,
Raigad filed M.A. No0.564/2021 for extension of time.
M.A. was disposed of by order dated 21.12.2021
thereby granting one month extension and cost of
Rs.10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) was imposed. It was
to be paid within a week.

[PTO.
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5. Learned P.O. submits that cost is deposited in
the Tribunal and steps are already taken to release
retiral benefits of the Applicant and papers are
submitted to Treasury Office.

6. Learned P.O. prayed to recall order of imposing
cost of Rs.10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) inter-alia
contending that the Applicant was transferred on the
establishment of Collector, Raigad before about 6
months of his retirement. According to her, Collector,
Raigad has written several letters to the concerned
Department where the Applicant was initially posted
and tried to get service book updated. Para 4 of M.A.
reveals that some correspondence was made but
except 30.10.2015 all other correspondence are post
retirement, which clearly shows that no such steps were
taken well in advance of retirement. Indeed, as per
Rule 120 of Maharashtra Civil Services (Pension) Rules,
steps for completion of service book is required to be
initiated 2 years before retirement of Government
servant. However, no such steps were taken and the
Applicant is deprived of retiral benefits for more than 6
years. It is for this reason noticing sheer negligence on
the part of concerned the Tribunal has imposed costs of
Rs.10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) while granting
extension of time. As such cost has been rightly
imposed.

7. In view of above, M.A. for recalling order of
cost is without any merit and liable to be dismissed.
Collector, Raigad is at liberty to recover cost of
Rs.10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) from the concerned
official who are responsible for the same.

8. Cost deposited in Tribunal be paid to the
Applicant on his Application.

9. M.A. is accordingly dismissed with no order as to
costs.

A%
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(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)
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Date : 31.01.2022
0.A.N0.969 of 2021 with M.A.No.39/2022

P.P. Bhosale & Ors. ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. Sachin B. Thorat, Ilearned

Advocate for the Applicants and Ms. S.P.

Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the

Respondents.

2. The learned Advocate is directed to tender

the copy of M.A. to learned C.P.O. today itself.

3. The learned C.P.O. submits that she will file
affidavit-in-reply in O.A. during the course of the
day.
4. Adjourned to 24.02.2022.
0\ i
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(Medha/Gadgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member A Chairperson
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Date : 31.01.2022
0.A.No.154 of 2021

S.S. Samant ....Applicant
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. D.B. Kale, learned Advocate for

the Applicants and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned

Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The learned C.P.O. on instructions from Mr.
Mahendra P. Khodake, Awal Karkoon, Collector,
Thane informs that today he will submit file in the
office of G.A.D. and then the Collector will take the
file from G.A.D. and thereafter other formalities are

to be done in Zilla Sainak.

3. Adjourned to 28.02.2022.
AN I
Sd/- Sdr- z
(Medha ( adgip/ (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member A Chairperson
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Date : 31.01.2022

0.A.No0.488 of 2021 with 0.A.No.660 of 2021
with
0.A.No.677 of 2021 with 0.A.No.740 of 2021

S.C. Pawar & Ors. (0.A.488/2021)

S.R. Katkade & Ors. (0.A.660/2021)

S.U. Ahire & Ors. (0.A.677/2021)

N.L. Dhawal & Ors. (0.A.740/2021) ....Applicants
Vs.

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

1. Heard Mr. S.D. Patil, learned Advocate for

the  Applicants in 0.A.No.488/2021 and

0.A.N0.660/2021 and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned

Chief Presenting Officer with Ms. K.S. Gaikwad,

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The learned P.O. Ms. K.S. Gaikwad is
granted time to file affidavit-in-reply in O.A.No.660
/2021, 0.A.N0.677/2021 and O.A.No.740/2021.

3. By way of last chance, adjourned to
28.02.2027L
1 i
Sd/- 2
Sd/' _ /
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(Medh\aﬂ.‘-adg/}[ (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member A * Chairperson
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0.A. No.34 of 2022

Kishor A. Shinde ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri K.A. Shinde, Applicant in person and Ms.
S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. LLd. CPO seeks two weeks time for taking
instructions as more details are required from the
department.

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

4. Issue notice before admission returnable on
14.2.2022. The respondents are directed to file reply.

5. 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.

6. 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.

7. 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/- . sd-

(Medhd) Gad¥il) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
31.1.2022 31.1.2022
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0O.A. No.358 of 2020

M.D. Devkate ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri P.V. Patil, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant produces copy order
dated 22.10.2021 and submits that applicant has already
been promoted to the post of Deputy RTO by order dated
22.10.2021. A copy of the said order is taken on record and
marked Exhibit ‘1” for identification.

3. In view of the above, the cause of action does not
survive and hence the OA is disposed of as such.

Sdl. Sd/- G
/
(Medth Gagil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
31.1.2022 31.1.2022
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M.A. Nc.380 of 2021 in O.A. No0.427 of 2021

P.B. Patil ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Ms. S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief Presenting '
Officer for the Respondents.

o

Applicant and his advocate both are absent.
3. Ld. CPO states that copy of MA is not served.

4 Applicant to serve copy of MA in the office of Ld.

S. S.0. to0 28.2.2022.

- Sd/-
Sd/- ]
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(Medha/Gadgil) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
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M.A. No.28 0f 2021 in O.A. No0.96 of 2020

C.R. Baviskar ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri M.B. Kadam holding for Shri Gunratan
Sadavarte. learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.P.
Manchekar, leamed Chief Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2. Today report dated 31.1.2022 is submitted by Shri
Kiran Chougule, Sr. Police Inspector, Cuffe Parade Police
Station, Mumbati and the same is taken on record. It is nine
(9) pages report. It is kept in sealed envelope.

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks permission to
withdraw above MA No.28 of 2021.

4. MA is allowed to be withdrawn and disposed off as .
such.

5. Shri Gunratan Sadavarte, Ld. Advocate for the
applicant through video conferencing seeks permission to
withdraw his appearance from this matter.

6. Permission granted. Appearance of Shri Gunratan
Sadavarte, L.d. Advocate is withdrawn from this matter.

7. Shri M.B. Kadam, learned Advocate has not filed his
Vakalatnama.

8. Applicant to remain present personally on the next
date.

9. OA adjourned to 1.3.2022.

- {
Sd/-
Sd/- /
(Medta ffadgif) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
31.1.2022 31.1.2022

(sgj)
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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

M.A. No.571 0f 2021 in O.A. N0.993 of 2021

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

Heard Shri R.M. Kolge., learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. We direct L.d. Advocate for the applicant to submit
his written arguments.

3. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks one week’s
time.

4, Time granted.

5. Ld. PO is directed to inform the status of DE.

6. S.0. to 7.2.2022.

Sdl- / s 1

, 14 - e
(MedhalfGadefl) (Mridula Bhatkar, J.)
Member (A) Chairperson
31.1.2022 31.1.2022

(sgj)
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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

Date: 31.01.2022

0O.A. No.326 of 2021

LJ.Kalee .. Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today learned P.O. has filed Affidavit-in-Sur
Rejoinder on behalf of the Respondent No.1. It is taken
on record.

3. S.0. t0 01.03.2022.

AN
Sd/-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

NMN

[PTO.



HP
Text Box
         Sd/-
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|Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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

Original Application No.

MUMBAI

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: 31.01.2022

0.A. No.266 of 2021

S.S. Paithankar ... Applicant
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ... Respondents.
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today learned Advocate for the Applicant has
filed Additional Affidavit-in-Rejoinder on behalf of the
Applicant. It is taken on record.

3. S.0.to 01.03.2022.
N ~
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

NMN

[PTO.
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tG.CP. J 2737 (50,000—4-2019) 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

Date: 31.01.2022

0.A. N0.687 of 2021 with M.A. N0.436 of 2021

D.J.Parmekar ... Applicant
Versus

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

Applicant and Shri AJ. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today learned Advocate for the Applicant has
filed Affidavit-in-Rejoinder on behalf of the Applicant. It
is taken on record.

3. S.0.t0 22.02.2022.

™
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member (J)

NMN

[PTO.
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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

0.A.No.844/2021

Shri C.S. Lokhande
Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors.

... Applicant
... Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for Applicant and Smt. A.B, Kololgi, learned Presenting
Officer for Respondents.

2. Today, the learned Advocate for the Applicant files
Affidavit-in-rejoinder. It is taken on record.

3. Adjourned for hearing at the stage of admission on
3rd February, 2022.

Sd/- -

(A.P. Ialrhekar)
Member-J

31.01.2022
(skw)
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