
 

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

MUMBAI 

 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.270 OF 2017 

 

DISTRICT : MUMBAI 

 
 

Mr. Vilas V. Sanghai.      ) 

Age : 67 Yrs., Occu.: Nil,     ) 

Retired as Senior Police Inspector,   ) 

Wadala Railway Police Station, Mumbai ) 

R/at 5, Shree Katyayani Bhawan C.H.S, ) 

T.H. Kataria Marg, Mahim (W),   ) 

Mumbai – 400 016.     )...Applicant 

 
                Versus 
 

1. The State of Maharashtra.    ) 
Through the Secretary,   ) 
Controller of Accommodation,   ) 
Having office at 19th Floor,    ) 
Administrative Building,    ) 
Opp. Mantralaya, Mumbai - 400 032) 

 
2. The Commissioner of Police.   ) 

Mumbai having office at Mumbai ) 
Police Commsssionerate, L.T. Marg,  ) 
Opp. Crawford Market, Fort,   ) 
Mumbai - 400 001.     ) 

 
3. The Commissioner of Police    ) 

(Railway), Mumbai, having office at  ) 
4th Floor, Area Manager Building,  ) 
P.D’Mello road, Wadi Bundar,   ) 
Mumbai - 400 010.    ) 
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4. The State of Maharashtra.    ) 
Through Principal Secretary,   ) 
Home Department, Mantralaya,   ) 
Mumbai - 400 032.     ) 

 
5. The Accountant General.    ) 

(M.S), Mumbai having office at   ) 
101, Maharshi Karve Road,    ) 
Mumbai - 400 020.     )…Respondents  

 

 

Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, Advocate for Applicant. 

Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, Presenting Officer for Respondents. 
 
 
PER         :    SHRI J.D. KULKARNI (VICE-CHAIRMAN) 

 
DATE       :    23.01.2018 
 

O R D E R 
 

 
1.        Heard Mr. A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned Advocate for 

the Applicant and Mrs. A.B. Kololgi, the learned Presenting Officer 

for the Respondents.     

           

2.  The Applicant has sought the following relief in the O.A.   

 

“9. By a suitable order / direction, this Hon’ble 

Tribunal may be pleased to set aside the order dated 

25.2.2013 passed by the Respondent No.3 under which 

he has requested the Respondent No.5 to recover from 

pension amount of the Petitioner the sum of 

Rs.5,62,995/- towards the arrears of license fees of 

Rs.870/- and penalty in the sum of Rs.5,62,125/- for 
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having retained the Government Quarter from 1.2.2008 

till 29.6.2012 and accordingly the Petitioner be granted 

all the consequential service benefits, as if the impugned 

order had not been passed including the refund of the 

entire amount recovered from Petitioner as per impugned 

order together with compensatory interest @ 12 p.c.p.a. 

till realization.”  

 

3.  The learned Advocate for the Applicant has placed on 

record a communication dated 04.12.2017 which is marked ‘X’ for 

the purposes of identification, on which it is intimated as under : 

 

“ijarw egkys[kkdkj dk;kZy; eaqcbZ ;kauh R;kapsdMhy Ø- NO.PR-9@CH-

1@60745155@60565458] fnukad & 14@11@2017 vUo;s Jh- la?kbZ ;kaps vuqKkIrh o 

naMuh; ‘kqYd olqyhckcr dks.krsgh vkns’k fuxZfer dsys ulY;kus rlsp ;k izdj.kkr ;k 

dk;kZy;kdMqu dks.krhgh dk;Zokgh dsyh tk.kkj ulysckcr Li”Vi.ks dGfoys vkgs- lnj 

izdj.kh vf/knku o ys[kk dk;kZy; ;kaps’kh laidZ lk/k.ksckcr dGfoys vkgs- 

 

Jh- la?kbZ ls-fu-iksfu ;kauh lnj izdj.kh ek- egkjk”Vª iz’kklfd; U;k;kf/kdj.k eaqcbZ 

;sFks eqG vtZ Ø- 270@2017 nk[ky dsysyk vlqu R;kaph iq<hy rkjh[k 06@12@2017 v’kh 

vkgs- 

Rkjh Jh- la?kbZ ;kaps fuo`rhosrukrqu olqy dj.;kr vkysyh vuqKkIrh o naMfu; ‘kqYd 

jDde :- 5]62]995@& e/kqu R;kapsdMqu izR;{kkr olqy djko;kph vuqKkIrh ‘kqYd : 

15]360@& otkrh d:u voZfjr jDde R;kauk ijr dj.ksdkeh iq<hy ;ksX;rh dk;Zokgh 

gks.ksl fouarh vkgs-” 

  

4.  The learned P.O. has also placed on record a 

communication which is marked ‘X1’ and ‘X2’ respectively dated 

17.01.2018 and 15.01.2018 from which it seems that necessary 
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proceedings have already been undertaken for refund of the amount 

to the Applicant.   

 

5.  The learned Advocate for the Applicant submitted that 

the application, therefore, can be disposed of in view of this 

subsequent development.  He, however, submitted that the 

Respondents be directed to refund the amount within a stipulated 

period and if the same is not refunded within the stipulated period, 

the Applicant be given liberty to file representation for interest.     

 

6.  In view thereof, the following order.  

 

7.  The Original Application stands disposed of with 

direction to the Respondents to refund the amount recovered from 

the Applicant within eight seeks, failing which the Applicant may 

claim interest by filing the representation to the Respondents.   No 

order as to costs.      

 

 

                 (J.D. Kulkarni) 
                         Vice-Chairman 
                                 23.01.2018 
 
Mumbai   
Date : 23.01.2018         
Dictation taken by : 
S.K. Wamanse. 
D:\SANJAY WAMANSE\JUDGMENTS\2018\1 January, 2018\O.A.270.17.w.1.2018.Service Quarter.doc 
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