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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 71 OF 2014

Vilas Gyanba Boravake ....Petitioner.
Vs.

The Commissioner, Provident Fund

Sub-Regional Office & Ors. ....Respondents.

Mr. Vivek Salunke for the Petitioner.

Mr. Suresh Kumar a/w Sangita Yadav for Respondent No.1.
Ms. Nisha Mehra, AGP for Respondent No.3.

Ms. Nisha N. Valani for Respondent No.4.

CORAM : ANOOP V. MOHTA AND
RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, JJ.
DATE : 27 MARCH 2017.
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Upon hearing the learned counsel appearing for the respective
parties, we are inclined to dispose of the present Writ Petition, as the
statement is made that so far as prayer clauses (a) and (b) are concerned,
Respondent No.1 has already paid the amount, therefore not pressed prayer
clauses (a) and (b). So far as prayer clause (c) is concerned, it is only
against Respondent No.2 Bank. We are inclined to observe that the
Petitioner’s entitlement, if any, of the amount so mentioned in para 10, be
released at the earliest if he is otherwise entitled for.

2 Writ Petition is accordingly disposed of. No costs.

(RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.) (ANOOP V. MOHTA, J.)
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