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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 11794/2015 

 SHAMIM AHMED & ANR    ..... Petitioner 
    Represented by: Mr.Rajan Chaudhary, Adv. 
 
    versus 
 
 VIJYA BANK      ..... Respondent 
    Represented by: Mr.Amitesh Chandra Mishra, 
       Ms.D.Ray Chaudhary, Advs. 
 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MUKTA GUPTA 
 

   O R D E R 

%    23.02.2016 

 

CM 6774/2016 

 Exemption allowed subject to just exceptions. 

CMs. 6772-6773/2016 

1. Order dated December 23, 2015 is an order passed by consent.  It 

reveals that the petitioners gave up the plea that their liability to the 

respondent bank qua interest on the credit availed of should not be 15% per 

annum and instead should be 12% per annum.  The petitioners did not take 

the argument forward and were happy with the disposal of the writ petition 

simply recording that the petitioners intend to give a settlement proposal to 

the bank which would be considered by the bank sympathetically.   
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2. If the bank is not agreeable to the settlement proposal that does not 

mean that the petitioners can retrace from the consensual order disposing of 

the writ petition on December 23, 2015.   

3. The two applications are accordingly dismissed. 

4. No cost. 
 

      PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J. 

 

 

      MUKTA GUPTA, J. 

FEBRUARY 23, 2016 

‘ga’ 
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