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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

CIVIL APPLICATION (CAO) NO.616 OF 2017
AND
MISC. CIVIL APPLICATION ST. NO. 10022 OF 2017(R)
IN

WRIT PETITION N(T 3714 OF 2004 (D)
(THE AMRAVATI ZILLA MAHILA SAHAKARI BANK LTD....VS.. ASSISTANT PROVIDENT FUND
COMMISSIONER, NAGPUR)

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders

Shri S.S.Ghate, Advocate for Petitioner.

CORAM : Z.A.HAQ, J.
DATED : MAY 05, 2017.

The petitioner who was unrepresented at the time
when the petition is disposed seeks review of the judgment on
the ground that the amount of incentive remuneration
receivable by the Daily Deposit Collectors is not properly
calculated by the authority while passing of order under
Section 7A of the Employees Provident Fund and
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952. The submission is that
the amount is to be calculated as per the guidelines laid down
in the judgment given in the case of The Pachora People's
Cooperative Bank Ltd. Vs. The Employees Provident Fund
Organization, in Review Application No.186 of 2016 in Writ
Petition No. 5086 of 2011 with Civil Application No. 4814
of 2015 in Review Application No. 186 of 2016.

Though legal points are raised in the review
application, I find that the basic details of relevant facts are

not mentioned.
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Faced with this situation, the learned advocate for
the applicant/petitioner seeks permission to withdraw the

application with liberty to file fresh applications.

The civil application No.616 of 2017 and Misc.
Civil Application St. No. 10022 of 2017 are disposed as

withdrawn with liberty as prayed for.
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