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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO. 6101 OF 2025
Ramesh BandopantLad ... Petitioner
Vs.
The Reserve Bank Of India
Through Its Authorized Officer
&Ors. Respondents
Mzr. Anand S Patil, for the Petitioner.
Mr. Pradeep Mane i/b Desai & Diwanji for Respondent No.1-RBI.
Mr. Kushal Amin, B Panel Counsel for Respondents-State.

CORAM : REVATTI MOHITE DERE &
DR. NEELA GOKHALE, J].
DATE : 10® JUNE 2025.
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By this Petition, the only relief pressed by the learned
counsel for the Petitioner is prayer clause (a), which is a direction to
the Respondent No.1-Reserve Bank of India (‘RBI’) to decide the
Petitioner’s representation dated 15" March 2025 expeditiously and

preferably within ten days.

2. Learned counsel appearing for the Respondent No.1-RBI
states that the appropriate authority has not received the

representation sent by the Petitioner. He submits that instead of

Shivgan 1/2



2-aswp-6101-2025 .doc
sending representation to the Ombudsman, the representation has
been addressed to the authorized officer of the RBI, who is not the

competent authority.

3. In view of the aforesaid statement made by the learned
counsel for the Respondent No.1-RBI, the learned counsel for the
Petitioner states that an appropriate representation will be made to the

Ombudsman, Reserve Bank of India within one week from today.

4, If such a representation is made to the appropriate
authority, Respondent No.1-RBI to decide the same expeditiously and

in any event, within four weeks from the date of receipt of such

representation.
5. Petition stands disposed of in aforesaid terms.
6. We make it clear that we have not gone into the merits of

the representation and as such, keep all contentions of all the parties

open.

(DR. NEELA GOKHALE, J.) (REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.)
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