IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 711 OF 2019

Overseas Tradelink } Petitioner
versus
Union of India and Ors. } Respondents

Dr.Sujay Kantawala with Mr.Anupam
Dighe, Ms.Chandni Tanna and Mr.Kartik
Vig I/b. M/s.India Law Alliance for the
petitioner.

Mr.Pradeep S. Jetly for the respondents.

CORAM :- S. C. DHARMADHIKARI &
M. S. KARNIK, JdJ.
DATE :- JANUARY R9, 2019

P.C. :-

1. In terms of the earlier order, not only the inspection has
been carried out in the presence of the petitioner, but a seizure is
effected. The seizure panchanama is also on record. Beyond this,
the authority has passed an order of provisional release of the

goods, but on conditions.

2. In the light of these subsequent developments, which may
not be entirely to the liking of the petitioner and the petitioner
may be aggrieved by the order of provisional release as also the
seizure, but, surely, the writ petition is not the remedy to
challenge this and the petitioner is aware of the legal remedies as
provided in the Act.
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3. Since the petitioner is desirous of challenging the seizure as
also the order of provisional release, this writ petition is disposed
of by clarifying that no opinion is expressed on the rival
contentions. All contentions of the petitioner, as raised in the

petition, are kept open.

4. The writ petition is disposed of in the light of the subsequent

developments.

(M.S.KARNIK, J.) (S.C.DHARMADHIKARI, J.)
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