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SLP(C) No. 6928 OF 1999

| TEM No. 31 Court No. 9 SECTI ON Xl
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.6928/1999
(From the judgenent and order dated 08/10/1998 in CMAP 968/ 97
of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)
STATE OF U.P. & ORS Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
JEET S. BI SHT & ANR Respondent (s)
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
( Wth Appln(s). for exemption fromfiling O T. and appln.
for taking affidavit on record and intervention/inpl eadnent
as RR and directions )
Date : 28/01/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE R C. LAHOTI
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE BRI JESH KUVAR

For Petitioner (s) Anoop G Choudhari, Sr.Adv.

Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) Shobha Di kshit, Sr.Adv.

Sandhya Goswami , Adv.

M N. Kri shnamani, Sr. Adv.
S. K. Shar mm, Adv.

Ranji Thomas, Adv.

C. K. Sucharita, Adv.

Al t af Ahned, ASG

Sanj ay Hegde, Adv.

Vi pi n Sanghi , Adv.

B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.
State of Assam Kri shna Sar ma, Adv.

Asha G Nair, Adv.

V. K. Si dat har an, Adv.

Ms. Corporate Law G oup
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State of Rajasthan Ranji Thonas, Adv.

Javed M Rao, Adv.
State of Sikkim A. Mari ar put ham Adv.
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
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In1.A No.6 S. K. Shar nma, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

As regards the grievances raised as to t he
functioning of the National Consuner Disputes Redressa
Conmi ssion by the Bar Association thereof, the |earned
counsel assures to file a concised statement setting out
specific grievances and suggestions for redeeming, wthin
one week, under copy to the |earned Additional Solicitor
General so that on the next date of hearing, he can give
response under instructions fromthe Union of India.

So far as State of U P. is concerned, we find the
High Court having offered to spare services of one of the
judicial officers of the rank of Additional District Judge
to be deputed as Registrar in the State Comm ssion
However, the Chairperson, State Conmi ssion has expressed
some reservation about the particular officer. W request
the Hgh Court of Utar Pradesh to make available the
services of sone other suitable judicial officer to function
as Registrar of the State Commi ssion. Needl ess to enphasise
that Registrar occupies a key post and appointment of a
suitable officer would go a long way in sorting out working
problens and naking the Conmission functional in the rea
sense.

The State of U P. shall also place on record, by
way of an affidavit of a responsible officer, the anmount of
grant given by the Central Government and the nmanner in
which it has been utilised.
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W do not appreciate the executive exercising
adm nistrative control over the Presidents and Menbers of
the District Foruns as also the Menbers of the State
Conmi ssion. In our opinion, admnistrative control, if any,
over the Menbers of State Commission and Presiding Oficers
of District Foruns should vest only in Chairperson of State

Commi ssi on. The State Governnent may, consistently with
this take suitable decision and nmay anend the rules, if
necessary.

As to other grievances rai sed about the functioning
of the State Conmission in the State of U P., we would |ike
to hear the | earned counsel for the parties on the next date
of hearing and make suitable directions in that regard.

Li st after three weeks.

(Neena Ver nma) (Radha Rani Bhati a)
Court Master Court Master



