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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 7138/2017 

 TRIDEEP RAJ BHANDARI    ..... Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Angad Sandhu and Mr. 
Sanjeev Jain, Advocates. 

 
    versus 
 
 INSTITUTE OF CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS 

 OF INDIA       ..... Respondent 
Through: Ms. V. Malhotra and Mr. 

Bhuvnesh Satya, Advocates. 
 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER 

   O R D E R 

%   30.01.2018 

 

1. Learned counsel for the respondent says that contrary to  

what was conveyed to this Court, which is, that action on the 

petitioner‟s complaint was taken only qua the statutory auditor and 

not the internal auditor was not correct.  

2.  Learned counsel says that the respondent says that the 

Disciplinery Directorate has formed a prima facie view both 

against the statutory auditor as well as the internal auditor and that 

presently the complaint is pending before the Disciplinary 

Committee for enquiry.   

3. To be noted, this aspect of the matter has also been adverted 

to in the counter affidavit filed on behalf of the respondent.  A 

copy of the order passed by the respondent in this behalf has been 

furnished to the counsel for the petitioner. 

4. I am further informed by the counsel for the respondent that 

the counter affidavit was filed with the registry on 29.1.2018 via 



Diary No. 28090.  The registry will place the same on record.   

5. Counsel for the petitioner says that having regard to the 

averments made in the counter affidavit filed by the respondent, 

the petitioner‟s grievance for the present stand addressed.  

Furthermore, learned counsel says that he has instructions, in these 

circumstances, not to press further.   

6. The said statement is taken on record.  The petition is, 

accordingly, disposed of.  

 

 

      RAJIV SHAKDHER, J 

JANUARY 30, 2018 
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