* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(C) 5029/2016 & CM No0.20999/2016 (for stay)
ADITYA KUMAR & ANR .. Petitioners
Through:  Mr. B.B. Sawhney, Sr. Adv. with Mr.
Amit Kumar Singh & Mr. Aditya
Shandilya, Advs.
Versus
RESERVE BANK OF INDIA & ANR ... Respondents
Through:  Mr. Ramesh Babu & Ms. Swati Setia,
Adyvs. for RBI.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW
ORDER
% 02.06.2016
1. This order is in continuation of the earlier order dated 27" May, 2016.
2. The respondent no.l1 Reserve Bank of India in pursuance thereto

states that response of the respondent no.2 Karina Fincap Ltd. was called to
the earlier complaint of the petitioners and after perusal of the same the
respondent no.1 RBI was satisfied and hence no action was taken. He
further states that the subsequent complaint made by the petitioners is under
examination in accordance with the Guidelines of Fair Practice for Non-
Banking Financial Companies and a decision would be taken thereon within
three months.

3. Binding the respondent no.1 RBI to the aforesaid statement and with a
direction to communicate the said decision to the petitioners, the petition is

disposed of.
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4+, The senior counsel for the petitioners states that the respondent no.1
RBI may while taking a decision consider the judgment dated 28" October,
2013 in W.P.(C) No.1161/2010 titled Fortuna Foundation and Engineers
and Consultants Pvt. Ltd. Vs. RBI and judgment dated 14™ November,
2014 of the Division Bench of the Madras High Court in W.P.(MD)
No.14627/2012 titled Ar. Jeyarhuthran Vs. The Union of India.

No costs.

RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW, J.
JUNE 02, 2016
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