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I THE MAHARA‘SHTEA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MoATRALAL No. of 20 .
IN
viginal Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Mfice Meomoranda of Cornm,
Apprenrance, Tribunal’s orders or

Jircetions nnd Negistinr's oeders

Tribunal’'s orders

0.A.971/2018

Mr. N.K. Biréjdar ... Applicant-
Vs, .
The State of Mah. & ors. " .. Raspondents

1. Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, fearned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri AJ. Chouguie, learned
Presenting Officer for Respondents.

2. In the present O.A, the Applicant Kas
challenged the suspension order dated 11' May,
2018 whereby he was kept under suspension in
contemplation of D.E. invoking Section 25{1) of
Maharashtra Police Act read with Maharashtra Police
{Punishment and Appeal} Rules, 1956.

3. Today, the matter is fixed for filing reply and
for hearing at the stage of admission.

4, The iearned P.0. on instructions from the
Department submitted that the D.E. is already
completed and final order will ‘be issue soon. He,
therefore, proposes that the Q.A. be disposed of with
suitable direction.

5. Whereas, Shri V.V, foshi, learned Advocate for

. Applicant submitted that the D.E. was required to be

completed within a period of 60 days as seen from
the Charge-sheet but not completed within the time
framed, and therefore, the Applicant was compelled
to approach this Tribunal.

6. Though as per the Charge-sheet, the D.E. was
to be completed within 60 days, the fact remains that
it is not completed within a specified period.

7. In view of the above admitted fact, this O A.
can be disposed of with suitable direction as the D.E.
is at the verge of completion.
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8. As stated above, the Applicant was kept
under suspension in contemplation of D.E. and now
the D.E. at the verge of completion. Whether, the
suspension was justified or not is the subject matter
and the outcome of D.E. Therefore, The O.A. is
disposed of with following directions :

(A) The Respondents to complete the D.E.

: including passing of final order in the D.E.

within one month from today and to pass
appropriate order in-accordance to law.

(B) The Subsistence Allowance, if not paid, be
paid..

(C) No order as to costs.
L ' ™

Sd/- ~

N
(A.P.Kurhekar)
Member-J
08.01.2019
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MOARA/CA No. of 20
IN
higinal Application No. uf 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

fMfice Notes, Offjice Memorpnda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s vrders or
directions and Registrur's orders

ey

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.798/2017

Mr. A.R. Jadhav ‘ ... Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. .« Respondents
1 Heard Shri M.B. Kadam, learned Advocate for

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

2. In the present O.A, the Applicant is seeking

retiral benefits, which has been withheld by the
Respondents.

3. The Applicant stands retired on31.05.2017.

4. The Ieérned Advocate for the Applicént files
Affidavit-in-rejoinder. The same is taken on record.

. 5, The stands taken by the Respondents is that
the D.E. was initiated, and therefore, the retiral

benefits could not be released.

6. The learned .Advocate for the Applicant
submitted that the Department has initiated D.E. only
after filing of this O.A. and there is delay on the part
of disciplinary authority to expedite the matter.
Whereas the learned P.O. submitted that the D.E. is
already completed and final show cause notice has
been also issued to the Applicant.

7. Thus, what emerges from the admitted fact -
that the Applicant retired on. 31.05.2017. His retiral
benefits were withheld on account of D.E. which was
initiated after retirement invoking Rule 27 of M.C.S.
(Pension) Rules, 1979. Besides, admittedly, the D.E, is
completed and only final order will be passed on
receipt of reply of show cause notice from the
Applicant, :
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8. As such, the guestion of retiral benefits
depends upon the fate of the D.E. Therefore, it would
be appropriate to dispose of this O.A. with suitable
directions.

9, The O.A. is disposed of with direction to the
Respondents to compete the D.E. including passing of
final order within six weeks from today and to pass
appropriate order in respect of pensionary benefits,
as the case may be. '

10. No order as to costs. Hamdast allowed.

Sd/-

(A.-P. Kurhekar)
Member-J
08.01.2019
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N 'I‘i:}j;!?]€ MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBIINAL

MUMBAI
MAHAFCA No. of 20
N

|
Oviginal Application No. of 20 |

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Covam,
" Appearance, Trihunal's ofders or
direttions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’'s orders

0.A.24/2019

Mr.S.M. Bansode ... Applicant

| . . Vs. :
| o The State of Mah. & ors. .- Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.v. Bandiwadekar, learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms, N.G. Gohad,
learned Presenting Officer for Respandents.

2. in this O.A, the Applicant has challenged the
suspension order - dated 16" December, 2013
- whereby he was kept under suspension in
| contemplation of D.E. invoking Rule 4{1){c} of
Maharashtra Civil Service {Disciplinary & Appeal)
Rules, 1979,

i N 3. THe Applicant has challenged this suspension
order on the ground that the prolonged suspension is
iflegal as neither D.E. is initiated nor review has been
taken in terms of G.R. dated 14" October, 2011.

4. It is really surprising that, though the Applicant
has been suspended in 2013, no steps have been
taken to initiate the D.E. or to place the matter before
the Review Committee to consider the subject of
revocation of suspension. As such, this prolonged
suspension.appears totally unwarranted.

5. Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned P.O. submitted that
she has to take instructions from the Department and
.wants four weeks’ time to file reply.

6. Mr. Manoj Lohar, Superintendent of Palice,
Mumbai is present on behalf of Respandent. He
stated that he wants to search the record to ascertain
the position. it is appalling that the concerned
Department who issued the suspension order itself is
not aware about the progress in the matter. Mr.
Manoj Lohar, S.P, Mumbai to remain present an the
next date and to inform this Tribunal about the status
of D.E. and also to file reply. -
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7. In view of above, the matter needs to be
expedited.

8. issue notice made returnable on 15 January,
2019.

9. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at

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

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

©11,  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.

12.  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
anrid notice.

13. 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.

14.  S.0.to 15™ January, 2019.

LN

Sd/- 7

(A-P. Kurhekar)
Member-)
08.01.2019
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL -
ALA/RA/ A No. ' of 20
IN |
f_?l‘i};él.‘.ﬂl Ap}')licﬁtirm Nb. ) ] of 20 . . ,
FARA!) CQ NTINUATION SHEET NO.
iMTiee Notes, (MTice Meinorandy of Cormm,

- Appearance, Trihunals orders or
dtreetions and Registear’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

0.A.255/2018

Mr. A.V. Chavan .‘ ... Applicant

Vs, ' )
The State of Mah. & ors. .- Respondents
1. Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, learned Advocate for

the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, learned Presenting
Officer for Respondents.

2. . Today, the learned P.Q. files Affidavit-in-reply
on behalf of Respondent No.3. It is taken on record.

3. On hearing the learned Counsels for quite
some time, it transpires that there is a short point of

limitation is involved. According to learned P.Q., the

amount has been recovered in 2016 but the Q.A. is
filed in 2018, and therefore, according to her, it is
barred by limitation.

4, Whereas, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant sought to contend that the amount has
been recovered onwards 2016 from pension, and
therefore, it is a case of continuous cause of action.

5. However, on perusal of record, it reveals that
the Applicant has not produced the document to’
show that the exact period of recovery.

6. The learned Advocate for the Applicant,
therefore, sought short time to ascertain the factual
position and to argue the matter. Hence, the matter
is adjourned to 22" January, 2019.

7. $.0.22" January, 2019.
‘ “ .
Sd/-
{A.P. Kurhekar}
Member-J
08.01.2019%
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

 MUMBAI
M.A./ﬁ.A./C.A. No. . of 20
N *
Original Apph'cati.on No. . of 20
, FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Date : 08.01.2019

D.A.No.281 of 2018

R.J. Pandharpur ...Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors, - ...Respondents. “
1. Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer .

for the Respondents.

2. In view of the order passed in M.A.N0.427/2018 delay
caused in filing of .O.A.No.2'81/2018 is condened. In
0.A.N0.281/2018 Respondent No.1 and 2 have already filed

their affidavit-in-reply.

3. Today learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for the
Respondents filed affidavit-in-reply on behalf of Respondent

No.3. Itis taken on record.

4. Pleadings are complete. Matter is admitted and

adjourned for final hearing on 29.01.2019.
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)

Member(J)
pri '
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' ) . 18pl- MAT-F2 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
‘ MUMBAI :

FARAD COMNTINUATION SHEET NO.

ML Notes, Office Memornndy of Caoram,
Appearanco, Tribunol’s orders or
directions and Begistrue’s ordors

|

Tribunal's orders

'0.A.890/2017

Mr. U.P, Ugale -« Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & ors. .. Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. S.T, Suryawanshi,
learned Presenting Officer for Respondents.

2. While hearing the mattér on merit, the
learned P.O. has raised the point of limitation.
However, the learned Advocate for the Applicant has
pointed out that, in the Affidavit-in-reply, while

-replying Para No.2.5 of the application, replied that

“The Applicant had filed the O A, within limitation”.
in view of this submission, the learned Advocate for
the Applicant has submitted that, now the

-Respondents cannot challenge the application on the

point of imitation,

3. There cannot be admission of law as ey
estoppels, the point of fimitation needs to be
considered by this Tribunal irrespective .of plea raised
by the parties, if it is purely guestion of law.

4. The learned P.O, therefore, directed'to explain
50 called admission made in reply while giving reply to
Para No.2.5 and to file fresh Affidavit - of the
concerned person who has sworn the Affidavit-in-

reply.

5. S.0.t0 22" January, 2019. Hamdast.

Csd- -

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member-j
08.01.2019
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THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

M.A.NO.427 OF 2018
IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.281 OF 2018

R.J. Pandharpur ....Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.
Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM  : SHRI A.P. KURHEKAR, MEMBER(J)
DATE : 08.01.2019.
ORDER
1. Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. In the present matter, the applicant was serving as Police Inspector and stands
retired on 30.04.2017. However, he was not granted the benefits of promotiona! post on
his retirement jn view of his reversion to the post of P.S.I. for want of posts in 2015.
Therefore applicant has filed this O.A. for deemed date of promotion and for retirement
benefits on the posts of pay of P.I. As the O.A. could not be filed within one year from the

date of retirement he has filed the M.A. for condonation of delay of one year.

3. Learned Advocate Shri V.V. Joshi for the Applicant submitted that O.A. is being filed
for retirement benefits of the promotional post of pay of P.I, it is continuing cause of action
and therefore the question of limitation in fact does not survive. Secondly, he placed

reliance on the judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court in case of N. BALKRISHNAN V. M.

KRISHNAMURTHY, (1998) 7 SCC 123, wherein it has been held that the rules of limitation

are not meant to destroy the rights of parties. The object of providing a legal remedy is to
repair the damage caused by reason of legal injury. The Apex Court has further expressed
the views that no hard and fact rules can be made to infer or ascertain sufficient cause
because the expression sufficient cause should receive a liberal construction and the object
of the Court should be pragmatic and not pedantic and what is to be seen is that the litigant

has acted with reasonable diligence.




4. Whereas learned P.O. Ms. N.G. Gohad for the Respondents opposed the application
on the ground that delay is not explained appropriately. In M.A. applicant sought to
contend that because of the marriage of his daughter and other family difficulties he could

not made application within limitation and therefore prayer to condone delay of one year.

Caula_
5. As stated above it seems the case of continuous esurse of action and secondly the

court should adopt justice oriented approach so as to decide the matter on merit.

6. Therefore, in view of above delay is condoned and M.A. is allowed. Respondents to

file reply in 0.A.N0.281/2018 within three weeks.

Sd-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)

prk

D:\PRK\201911 JANV0B.01\M.A.427-18 IN ©.A. 281 -18.doc


Admin
Text Box
        Sd/-


(G.CP) J 2260(B) (50,000—2.2015} r
8pl- MAT P2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. ﬁro. ‘ of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20
] ~ FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Mcmoranda of Covam,
. Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or

- . Tribunal s order:
dlr‘ectwns_ und Registrar's orders o

Date : 08.01.2019
0.A.No.770 of 2018

S.Y. Shaikh ....Applicant.

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

for the Applicant, Shri S.D. Dole, the Ieafned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents No.2 & 3 and SHri 5. Deshmukh,

the learned Advocate for Respondent No.1

2. Today learned Advocate Shri S. Deshmukh for
Respondent No.1 has filed affidavit-in-reply on behalf -of

"Respondent No.1. 1tis taken on record.

3. On reguest of learned P.O. Shri 5.D. Dole, two week’s
time is granted for filing affidavit-in-reply on behalf of '

Respondents No. 2 & 3.

4. . 5.0.t024.01.2019.

Sd/-
{A.P. Kurhekar)

Member(J)
prk
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

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 asnd Registrar's orders

Date : 08.01.2019
0.A.No.8 of 2018

R.O. Ugale ‘ ....Applicant.

Versus ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1 Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today learned P.0. Smt. Archana. B.K. for the
Respondents has filed affidavit-in-reply on behalf of

Respondents No.1to 3. Itis taken on record.

3. . Pleadings are complete. Matter is admitted and

adjourned for fina) hearing on 05.02.2019.

LN

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
prk :
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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 : 08.01.2019

0.A.No.609 of 2018

K.M. More ....Applicant.

Versus )

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

1. Heard Shri V.V. Joshi, the iearned Advocate for the

Applicant, Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer for
the Respondents No.1 & 2 and Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned

Advocate for the Respondent No.3.

2. in this matter the applicant has challenged the
tra'hsfer order. However, during .the pendency of this
application he has made representation dated 11.12.2018 to
the Respondents No.1 to accommadate him at Ahmednagar
or Alibaug on vacant post. It is for Respondent No.l to
consider the representation independently and to take

decision thereon.

3. in view of the representation made by the applicant
Respondents seeks two week’s time for Final hearing so that

the representation can be decided by that time.

4. . Adjourned for final hearing on 22.01.2019.

Sd/-
w
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(l)
prk :
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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, OHice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s ordevs or

\ Tribunals orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 08.01.2019

M.A.No.669 of 2018 in 0.A.No.876 of 2017

J.R, Sonkavde ...Applicant.

Versus

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

1. Heard Shri A.V. Sakolkar, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri S.D. Oole, the learned Presenting Officer

for the Respondents.

5 This M.A.N0.669/2018 has been filed for restoration
of D.A.N0.876/2017 which has been dismissed by order
dated 28.11.2018.

3

3. Learned Advocate Shri AV. Sakolkar for the Applicant
submitted that as the matter was not noted in his'dairy he
could not attend it on 28.11.2018 and therefbre réquested to
restore the O.A, so as. o decide it on merit for the reasons

stated in the application.

4, M.A.No.669/2018 is allowed and O.A. is restored to
the file. 0.ANo.B76/2017 be.listed for final hearing on
05.02.2019, in view of the order passed‘in M.A.No.669/2018.
This-0.A. is restored to file adjourned for final hearing on

31.01.2019.

N
Sd- T
{A.P. Kurhekar)

Member(J)
prk
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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, Tribunial’s orders or ) Tribunal's orders

directions und Registrar's orders

Date : 08.01.2019 -
0.A.No.711 of 2018

B.R. Khatke ' ....Applicant.

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

Applicant and Shri A} Chougule, the iearned'Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0. Shri A.). Chougule for the Respondents
has filed affidavit-in-reply on behalf of Respondents No.2 to 4
and is also adopted on behalf of Respondent No.1. it is taken

on record.

3. On the request of learned Advocate Shri K.R.-Jagdale
for the Applicant matter is adjourned for final hearing at the

stage of admission. '

4, 5.0.1022.01.2019.

.8

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(])
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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, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 08.01.2019

0.A.No.1115 of 2017

5.R. Pawar ...Applicant.

Versus ) )

The 5tate of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri V.V. loshi, the Iearned Advocate for the

Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned Presenting

" Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today learned P.0. Smt. Archana B.K. for the
Respondents has filed affidavit-in-reply on behalf of .

Respondents No.1to 4. Itis taken on record.

3. ‘Pleadings are complete. Matter is admitted and

adjourned for final hearing on 05.02.2019.

Sd/-

{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(}}
. prk
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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 ny Tribunal s orders
directions and Registror's orders

O.A. No.625 of 2018

R.R. Patil Applicant
Vs,

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Applicant and his Advocate are absent. Heard Smit.
K.8. Gaikwad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents. : :

2. By way of last chance QA is adjourned to 11.1.2019.
In case applicant does not remain present, matter would be
taken up for dismissai. '

3. S.0.to11.1.2019.

Sd/-

- LA R
(P.T\l. Dixit)
Member (A)

8.1.2019

(sgi)
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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.

Oftfice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearance, Tribunal's orders or . Tribunal's orders

directions und Registrar's ordeps . '
. ) ) S —— -

—_— —

- O.A. No.604 of 2018
'S.J. Mulik _ ' ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents

" Heard Shrn A, Jaisw_ar, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. L.d. PO seeks time to file reply,

3. S.0.t0 15.1.2019.

N

‘ , Sd/-

- | - (PN, Dixit)

DATE: _ slilla | A Member (A)

CORAM : o . i 8.1.2019
PRI T A NIV R Kby (sgj)

AT e,
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Aty Tesheant
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(G.CP) & 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015;

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

IN

Original Application No,

[Spl.- MAT-F.2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

of 20

of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

4

Office Nntea. Office
Appearance, Tribunal’s

TJ\ Y\U*\(,Mev

Memoranda of Coram,
orders oy
directions und Reglstrurs orders

—_—

Tribunal's orders

—%—L‘_%M_ -
O.A. No.122 of 2018

D.S. Patil .Applicant
. Vs, ' o
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Miss Punam Sapate, learned Advocate holding
for Smt. Punam Mahajan, leatned - Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar. learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO states that reply has been filed on behalf of .
respendent no.2. According to her he ig competent
authority,

3. Adnit. To come up for final hearing in due coursc.
with liberty to file rejoinder, if any,

V.S

Sd/-
(PN Dixit)
~ Member (A}
8.1.2019
{sg¥



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


(G.C.P.y J 2260(B) (50,006—2.2015) .

[Spl- MAT-F-2 I,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI '
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. | of 20
IN
Original Application No, | of 20
o  FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

Tribunal' s orders

0.A. N0.93 of 2018

P.K. Sapate _ -Applicant
Vs. '

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

. None for the Applicant. Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO seeks one week’s time to file reply.

3. 5.0.t0 15.1.2019.

— o~

Sd/-
| : PIN. Dixit
DATE :__ 8Ll ]54 gflbern&))

i

Py
CORAM: oy - vy pryl cm 8.1.2019
Han'bis Jusi 44 ! P AN LY_}} (sgj)

A T RANCE:

Rt o “we Apolicant

C 200, for the Respondentfs

AGJSS010 o, 1 ﬁ\l 2elA;
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e L T

(G.CP) J 2260(B) (56,000--2-2015)

[Spl- MAT.F. E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20
. FARAD CONTIN UATION SHEET NO.
Office Notes, Otfice Memorunds of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or : Tribunal's orders
divectivos und Registrar's orders

0.A. No.1052 of 2018

A K. Ligade ..Applicant

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

- Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents, -

2. Ld. CPO states that no feply has been filed by any of
the respondents inspite -of directions issued earlier. No
reason has been mentioned for failure as well. She secks
further two weeks.

3. 5.0. 10 23.1.2019 by way of last chance.

, _ ~
DATE:__ % ﬂzel/q . Sd/-
CQRAM : . el ' (P.N. Dixit)
Han'ble Jugh %yr ' Rt SMM/ ) Member (A)

’ - ' 8.1.2019
APE=RRANCE: (sg)) '
LS \57.5 ...... pe‘YL’ ........
Adv . T ﬂ-pnfil;.am

Stsmt S ManUncAe~
CEOPO for the Respondent/s

AdL/SO to . ’1-"2\.1.1.16\ 5 ‘7;) &y

G el Uranee .

s
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(GCPy J 22c0(B) (50, 000-—2 2015) [Spl- MAT.-F92 E.
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
MA/RAJCA. No. - of 20
IN
Original Application No. l of 20

. FARAD CO-NTINUATION SHEET NO.

Oi'ﬁ'ce Notes, Olfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appenrance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions ard Registrars orders . .
-_— —_—
' : 0.A.No.487 0f 2018 - - o

P.V. Suryawanshi : .Applicant
. Vs, T '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Miss Savita
Suryawanshi, leamed Presenting  Officer for the
Respondents.

2. Ld. PO seeks time to file reply.

3. 5.0.t0 15.1.2019.

Sd/-
(P.N. Dixit)
Member (A)

8.1.2019

DATE:___3])) 20l (sei)

Adve o o0 na Annlicant

SHSe - \,5,5*.\ C-\NRV\B/{"\

CRORO. for the Respohdant/s
AGIS0 4o o, 7")?
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(G.CP) J 2260(8) (50,0002 2015) O ISple MATRY B,
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAT

‘M.A/RA/C.A. No, of 20

IN-
Original Application No, of 20
) FARAD CONTIN UATI()N SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Off'ce Memoranda of Coram,
Appeavance, Tribunal’s orders or
directionrs und Registrar's orders

Tribunal's orders

M.A. No.378 of 2018 in O.A. No.686 of 2018

D.D. Rawte Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .-Respondents

Heard Ms. Punam Sapate, learned Advotate holding
for Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO files reply on hehalf of respondents no.l to 3
and the same is taken on record.

3. Admit, To come up for final hearing in due course,
with liberty to file rejoinder, if any.

shij2el
Sd/-
. . {P.N. Dixit)
R GINE: Member (A)
) wnan)...2of. . _ 8.1.2019

Ld. ﬂJ\f \'\g\:lyr\ﬁ 'V Mv’ 'chf Md\ﬁw (sgj)
H % ...... QU‘\M ...........
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(G.CP) J 2260(H) (50,000~ 2.2015) Spl- MATFY B
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

M.A/R.A./CA. No, of 20

IN
Original Application No. - : of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Ottice Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearuance, Tribunal's o ders or Tribunal's orders
directions und Registrar’s orders

M.A. N0.240 of 2018 in O.A. No.398 of 2018

R.S. Sawant - Applicant
Vs. = .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Ms. Prachi Hendre. learned Advocate holding
for Shri V.V. Joshi, learned Advocate for the Applicant and
Miss Neelima Gohad, learned Presenting Officer for the
Respondents.

2.7 Ld. PO secks time to file reply.
3 S.0.t0 15.1.2019.
Sd/-
(P.N. Dixit)

Member (A}
8.1.201¢9

(sgj)

mt)n oﬁl’m Py,
}\FD‘["?Q(/& f\\/]\i_;‘ L‘I}YAJ«

Shdrv, - W M‘@W

CRiaa v ip Faspondent/s

Ai/S.0 fo 1?\11%15
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(G.C.P.) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

tSpl.- MAT-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
' , MUMBAI

MA/RA/CA No. of 20
"IN
Original Application No. of 20
o FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

— T

Tribunal’s orders

_—
0.A No.958 of 2018

T.D. Jagtap .Applicant

Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, .Respondents

Heard Shri S.S. Dere, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents. -

2. Ld. CPO files reply on behalf of respondent no.2 and
the same is taken on record. :

-

3. Admit. To come up for final hearing in due course,
with liberty to file rejoinder. if any.

FaVa

Sd/-
DATE :— 21y PN, Dixit)

CORAM : s\ 0.1} D1yt £ My Menber (A)
ol Jsion AR AL+ ooh-{DH , 8.1.2019

(sg))

Acbe it ine Applicant '

C.RPO, far the Respondent/s
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WGLCP) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl. MAT-T2 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
i - - . o
| 0.A. No.914 of 2016
ALA. Desale , ' . Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents
None for the Applicant. Heard Miss S.P. Manchekar,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Ld. CPQ files reply on behalf of respondent no.| and
the same is'taken on record.
3. Admit. To come up for final hearing in due course,
with liberty to file rejoinder, if any.
™ -
: ‘ Sd/-
Dr 2112014 : (N Dixin
[4 M oan, e : _ Member (A)
PSRN Knd/ir) i) : | $.1.2019
{sgj)
/ ANANCE:
4 s Nelicant

- (

J. for the Respondent/s
AG1 0. 10 o PO

s
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(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2.2015) [Spl.- MAT-I'.v &

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 Memorands of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal's orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

—_—

Tribunal’s orders

—
0.A No.1001 of 2018 with O.A. No.973 of 2018

P.M. Koli -

S.M. Nilkanth ' .Applicants
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Miss Savita Suryawanshi, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2, L.d. PO seeks three weeks time to file reply.

3. 5.0.10 5.2.2019.

Sd/-
DATE:___ 8] ,]2e)1 i
@®.N. Dixit)

c | : X ] . ‘ R ° .
i e S Ll QL M Moot

APFEARANCE:

Advionie i the Anplicant

(sgp) |

AG/S.0. 10 ... "—“)Vu;’l ..................
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T O U

(G.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

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 Covam,
Appearanc‘e, Tribunal’s orders or

: ; Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrars orders

Date : 08.01.201%

0.A.No.3 of 2019
{Subject : Transfer}

K.H. Sable _ ....Applicant.

Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents

2. In this matter the applicant has challenged order
dated 24.12:2018 whereby he was deployed from Otur Police
Station, Pune (Rural) to Police Headquarters, Pune {Rural).

However today learned P.Q. has tendered the copy of letter

dated 05.01.2019 whereby Respondents has cancelled order
s idvacn tye Applicant

“t <-g. Gmko\mco_ez)

.0 ot e Pe, pamu NES

dated 24.12.2018 and he has been reinstated in‘its original

place of posting.

PQS&:) 3. Copy of order is taken on record. Since grievance of

i the applicant no more survive, O.A. is therefore disposed of
_with no order as to costs. ‘

Do
Sd/-

(A.P: Kurhekar}
Member(J)

prk



Admin
Text Box
       Sd/-


1G.C.P) J 2260(R) (50,000—2-2015) 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 Memorar'sdﬂ of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
dircctions snnd Registrac’s orders

‘Date : 08.01.2019

0.A.No.15 of 2019
C.S. Gaikwad ' -....Applicant
Versus '
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Learned Advocate Shri C.T. Chandratre for the

Applicant is absent. Heard Shri 5.D. Dole, tearned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. This matter is taken‘ on today’s board in pursuance of
the order passed by this Tribunal yesterday, in view of the
withholding of pensionary benefits despite order passed by

this Tribunal in ©.A.No.551 of 2016 dated 31.08.2016.

3. However, Shri Dnyanchandra M. Gitte, Administrative
Officer, Commissionerate of Ag_riculture, Pune is present and .
submitted that the departmental enquiry in gquestion in
0.A.N0.551/2016 has been already closed, but the applicant
has been found involved in another incident while the

applicant was working at Ratnagiri and therefore another

departmental enquiry was contemplated. He further stated
that the proposal is under consideration at the Government

level and therefore pensionary benefits were not released.

4. On the above background learned P.O. seeks two

week’s time to file affidavit-in-reply.

5. $.0. t0 22.01.20109. ‘
N oan

Sd/-
(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
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' 1Spl- MAT-F-2 R,
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
. . MUMBAI

WGCP) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-3015)

MA/RA/CA No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearancé, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrur's orders ;

-

Date : 08.01.2019

0.A.N0.402 of 2017

T.H. Dhekale ....Applicant.

Versus

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

1. Heard Shii M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri AL, Chougule, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Today though the matter is for final hearing learned
P.0. Shri A.l. Chougule for the Respondents submitted that
reply on behalf of Respondent No.8is not yet filed and he

wants to file affidavit-in-reply.

3. Perusal of record reveals that Respondent No.4 has
filed affidavit-in-reply which is at page 98. Thereafter,
Respondents No.4 and 6 have also filed affidavit-in:reply to
the amended portion which is at page 174. In this matter
there are in all 8 Respondents. However, learned P.Q. rﬁakes
a statement that he wants to file affidavit-in-reply on behalf
of Respondent No.8 enly and that will be enough for the

) purpose of this application.

4, At the request of learned P.Q. two week’s time s

granted con behalf of Respondent No.8.

5. - 5.0.t0 30.01.20109,

Y.
Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhe_kar}
Member(j)
prk
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(G.C.Py J 226G0(B) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATI

ISpl- MAT- 2 0

VE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RA/CA, N;). of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Moemorandn of Coram,
Appeurance. Tribunal’s orders or

" directions and Registrar's orders

2.
3,
DATE : 21 2el4 |
CQRAM : SR NN T
Hm’ble-.ft.;.:..%ﬁ_/.. e T
ArC oo ; I
Ad. el

L. 1 ihe Respondant/s

A4S0 16 o SN0V 2OVE

Eri/ :

S.A. Adake
. Vs, ‘
The State ofMaharashtra & Ors.

the Applicant and Smt. Archana BK., 1
Officer for the Respondents.

Tyibunal s. orders

M.A. No.337 0 2017 in O.A. No.35 of 2017

.-Applicant

..Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate {or
earned Presenting

Ld. PO mentions that respondents propose to produce

hecessary record and seeks adjournment tii] tomorrow,

5.0.t0 9.1.2019.

oW el
Sd/-

(PN. Dixit

Member (A)
8.1.2019
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(G.C.P) J 2260(8B) (50, 000—2- 2015) . Spl- MAT-F.2 B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/R.AJ/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No, of 20
o FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Otfice Notes, Office Memorandn of Corum,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or ‘ Tribuna®’ s orders
directions nnd Registrar’s orders

‘ ~ 0.A.No.628 0f 2018

S.R. Jadhav & Ors. _ Applicants
' 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. Ld. Advocate for the applicant seeks adjournment till
tomorrow to take fresh instructions from the applicant
regarding continuation or otherwise.

3. 5.0.109.1.2019.

NN
Sd/-

(P.]\{ Dixit)
Member (A)
8.1.2019

Adwcan; i ha Ao g
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tG.C:Py J02260(B) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl.- MAT-F -2 B

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMIN ISTRATIVE 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.1023 0of 201 8
A.A. Bagwan & Ors. JApplicants
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shr1 A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate for
the Applicants and Miss Savita Survawanshi. learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO seeks'threé weeks time to file reply.
3 S.0.105.2.2019,
P TN o N
Sd/-
(P.N. Dixit)
Member (A)
8.]_.2019
(sgj)
APP?&FANCE
Shi -—f\ V. !b@ﬂoq ) e ckblen
Adveo o iles Apolinant

Sha/Smi. qu“‘f"\“"“‘%[
P2R0. for the Raspondent/s
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(G.C.PY T 2260(B) {50,000—2-2015) [SpL- MA'T-F-2 E,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
MA/RA/CA No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

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

O.A. No.943 of 2018

B.I. Khot . Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri S.R, Deshpande, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss S.P. Manchekar. tearned Chief
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. 1d. Advocate for the applicant mentions on
instructions of the applicant that applicant has been given
appointment in November, 2018 as prayed by him. He,
therefore, proposes to withdraw the OA and submits that a
letter to this effect would be filed shortly. Accordingly OA
is allowed to be withdrawn and disposed off as such.

AN .

. : Sd/-
DATE : ghlr49 , - (PN Dixit)
CORAM %) - Member (A)
Honbia JuMCWw ‘ £.12019

, (sgj)

ARTTAANGE: .
K perh (amsle
P e “ﬁnl‘ranf

—SrA/AmL “g’() MGV\MV

CPLIRO. for the Respandenﬂs

AG) /5.0, 16 b 0.n
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(GC.P) T 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

I8pl.- 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 Memorsnda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions und Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

DATE . %\1]2e19 =
CORAM : - . Drye
o srtee S oL €M

- APPTARANCE:

S e ﬂ*ﬁ-rﬁ‘fﬂ hane.

Arty o - Soglinant

Skt -5 f Man thedler”
CEOMRO. tor the Respondent/s

AGSO o 2Ol 1) TS

FL

0.A. N0.988 of 2018

S.R. Kale .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri A.S. Tamhane, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief
Presenting Officer {or the Respondents.

2. Ld. Advocate for the applicant sceks adjournment till
30.1.2019 for filing MA for condonation of delay.

3. 5.0.t0 30.1.2019.

-~

Sd/-

(P.N Dixit)
Member (A)
8.1.2019

‘ (sg)
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(GG T 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) [Spl: MAT- 12 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, Tribunals orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions und Registrars orders
O.A No.8B78 of 2018
Dr. V.K. Kadalage . Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

- Heard Shri A.D. Hon, learned Advocate” for the
Applicant and Miss Miss S.P. Manchekar, learned Chief -
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. CPO seeks time to file reply.

3. 5.0.10 11.1.2019.

— o~

Sd/-
(P.N. Dixit)
Member (A}
8.1.2019

(sgj)

AFDTATANCE:
cienn ALDL ML

Ao - Aerlinant

C.25.0, for the Respondentfs
M50 to )L 2004
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IG.C.P) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) [8pl.- MAT-F-2 B,

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 ordors
O.A. No.847 of 2018
D.K. Naik ~Applicant
Vs,
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

None for the Applicant. Heard Miss 8.P. Manchekar,
learned Chief Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. I.d. CPO seeks time to file reply.

3 5.0. to 16.1.2019.

Sd/-

PN Dixit)
Member (A)
8.1.2019

DATE : AN RESL) ()

%y f . Dry <an/

Hnnb!edu

APPF&W-NPE

Shri/Sni. ... rone. —P’y H\a_azwr

Advocat © !\pphcant

C.R.OMR.O. for the Respondent/s
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Office Notas, Office Memoranda of Oorom,
Appearance, Tribunal's prders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Date : 08.01.2019Tribunal’s orders

0.A.No.1056 of 2018

V.L. Hate ' ....Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Reépondents.

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. . Issue notice before admission returnable on
05.02.2019. ’

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
O.A.. 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 Rute 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 3 days before
returnable date, Original Application shall stand dismissed
without reference to Tribunal and papers be consigned to
record.

8. $.0. to 05.02.2019.
L

Sdi- -

BN
{A.P. Kurhekar)
Member{l)
prk
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Office Notes, Office Memorands of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's crders

Tribupal’s orders

Date : 08.01.201%

0.A.No.1136 of 2018

R.Y. Khilare - ...Applicant ~
Versus ‘

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

1. Heard Shri A. Devkhile, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Shri 5.0, Dole, the |earned Presenting Officer
for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice before admission returnable on
22.01.2019. ‘

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 directéd to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of - date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book of
O.A.. 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 guestions 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 nofice 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. $.0. to 22.01.2018.
N

Sd-

-
~ (A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(})
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Offioe Notew, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
. directions and Registrar's orders

: Tribunal's orders
Date : 08.01.2019

0.A.No.1015 of 2018
(Subject : Interest Delay payment and increments)

M.H.H. Kacchi ....Applicant.
. Versus .
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.
1. Heard Shri J.N. Kamble, the learned Advocate for the

Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned Presenting Officer

.-

for the Respondents.

2. In the present O.A. Applicant has claimed interest on .

delayed payment of pensionary benefits. He has made
representatidn dated 21.01.2017 claiming interest on the
delayed payment but no action has been taken therefore he

has filed this O.A.

3. As the matter pertains to the interest on delayed

payment it needs to be first considered and decided by the

concerned authorit'y. Hence, this matter can be disposed of

with directions.

4, O.A. is disposed of with direction to Respondents

' No.1 to 3 to consider representation dated 21.01.2017 and to

decide it in accordance.to law within three months from

today and decision shall be communicated to the Applicant.

No order as to costs.

W

Sd/-

(A.P. Kurhekar)
Member(J)
ork
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