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FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO. 2154/2016 
(PANDHARI BIJARAM DHAKNE   VERSUS     NAGAR NAGSEN SPORTING CLUB, NAGPUR &

OTHERS)
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Shri P.D. Meghe, counsel for the petitioner.

Shri A.A. Bade, counsel for the R-1.
Shri A.M. Balpande, A.G.P. for the R-3.

CORAM  : SMT.VASANTI A. NAIK AND

MRS. SWAPNA JOSHI, JJ. 

DATE      : JULY 13  , 2016.

By  this  writ  petition,  the  petitioner  seeks  the

direction  against  the  respondent  nos.1  and  2  to  release  the

amount towards leave encashment benefits.  The petitioner has

sought  interest  on  the  said  amount  at  the  rate  of  18%  per

annum.

It is not in dispute that during the pendency of the

writ petition, the entire dues that are liable to be paid to the

petitioner  towards  leave  encashment,  have  been  paid.   The

learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner,  however,  states  that  since

there  is  a  delay  in  paying  the  amount  to  the  petitioner,  the

respondents should be directed to pay interest at the rate of 18%

per anuum.

In the circumstances of the case, we are not inclined

to direct the respondents to pay interest on the said amount.  It

appears  that  the  process  to  pay  the  benefits  towards  leave

encashment was initiated by the respondent nos.1 and 2 and the

matter was then referred to the respondent no.3, who paid the

amount in June-2016.
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In view of the aforesaid, since the amount towards

the leave encashment benefits is received by the petitioner and

since  we  are  not  inclined  to  direct  the  respondents  to  pay

interest on the said amount, we dismiss the writ petition with no

order as to costs.
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