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

Civil Application (CAW) No.  885 of 2020 in WP No. 5297 of 2019

Mahesh Vidya Prasarak Shikshan Mandal Vs.  Meena Laxmikant Jumde and
others

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

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

 
Mr. B.G. Kulkarni, Advocate for the petitioner
Mr. P.D. Meghe, Advocate  for the respondent No.1
Mrs. Mrunal Naik, AGP for respondent No.2.

CORAM  :MANISH PITALE, J.

DATED  :  AUGUST 25, 2020

Hearing was conducted through video conferencing

and the learned counsel agreed that the audio and visual quality

was proper.

2. This is an application filed on behalf of respondent

No.1 seeking appropriate directions against the petitioner –

Management, particularly in the light of paragraph 4 of order

dated 23/01/2020.  Reference is made to certain correspondence

exchanged between the parties and respondent No.2 in that

connection.  It is contended that since the petitioner –

Management has failed to provide necessary documents to

respondent No.2 – Education Officer, the release of provident

fund amount to the respondent No.1 is held up.
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3. In this connection, when the learned counsel appearing

for the petitioner was asked to make submissions it was

categorically stated that the learned counsel had specific

instructions from the petitioner – Management to make a

statement that the petitioner – Management had absolutely no

objection to release of amount of provident fund lying in the

account of respondent No.1 as per page 18 of the said application.

It was submitted that balance amount of Rs.4,33,013/- as on the

year 2008-09 for Account No. 20165 pertaining to respondent

No.1 was reflected in the said document.  It was categorically

submitted on behalf of the petitioner that it had no objection for

disbursal of said amount along with accrued interest to

respondent No.1.

4. In view of aforesaid categorical statement made on

behalf of the petitioner – Management, the Education Officer is

directed to take steps for release of said amount along with

accrued interest without insisting again further documentation in

the matter subject to further orders in the present writ petition.

The respondent No.2 shall take appropriate steps in the matter

within a period of four weeks from today.

5. The application is disposed of in above terms.

      

       JUDGE

MP Deshpande 


