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Decided on : 08.08.2018
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Versus
Reserve Bank of India and others
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR MITTAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN

PRESENT: Mr. Adarsh Jain, Advocate
for the petitioner(s).

Mr. Deepak Suri, Advocate
for respondents No.1 & 2.

Mr. Paras Money Goel, Advocate

for respondent No.3.
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AJAY KUMAR MITTAL, J. (Oral)
The challenge in this writ petition filed under Article 226 of the

Constitution of India, is for quashing of communication dated 16™ June, 2016
(appended as Annexure P-2).

2. According to the learned counsel for the petitioner the aforesaid
communication is liable to be quashed being non-reasoned and non-speaking.

3. Learned counsel for respondents No.1 & 2 referred to Annexure R-4,
wherein, a copy of the Banking Ombudsman order dated 20" September, 2016 had
been appended. According to the learned counsel, the detailed and reasoned order
had been passed for rejecting the plea of the petitioner.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner stated that though the order dated
20™ September, 2016 has been appended along with the written statement filed on
behalf of respondents No.1 & 2, however, copy thereof had not been supplied to

the petitioner. Accordingly, a prayer was made that he may be allowed to
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withdraw the present writ petition with liberty to the petitioner to file fresh one on
the same cause of action by laying challenge to the order dated 20™ September,

2016 also, passed by the Banking Ombudsman.

5. Dismissed as withdrawn with liberty as prayed for.
(AJAY KUMAR MITTAL)
JUDGE
(AVNEESH JHINGAN)
August 08, 2018 JUDGE
J.Ram

Whether speaking/reasoned:  Yes/No
Whether Reportable: Yes/No
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