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M. Balraj Dewan , Adv
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Appeals are accepted in terns of the signed
order and the matter is remtted to the National Conmm ssion
to decide it afresh in accordance with |aw and after
heari ng both sides. W woul d request the Nationa
Conmi ssion to decide the case expeditiously, preferably
within four nonths’ fromthe date of production/receipt of
a copy of this order. No costs.

Al'l contentions are left open to both the parties.
Both parties shall present thenselves before the

Nati onal Commi ssion on 05th April, 2010 along with a
certified copy of this order.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed Order is placed on the file]
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W TH
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1750 OF 2005

ORDER

These Appeal s have been fil ed agai nst the inmpugned
j udgnent of t he Nat i onal Consuner Di sput es Redr essa
Conmi ssi on, New Del hi dat ed 02nd Sept enber, 2004 and
subsequent order dated 19t h Novenber, 2004 passed in the
revi ew petition.

W have heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The facts have been set out in det ai | in t he
i mpugned j udgnment and hence we are not repeating the sane
here.

Lengt hy argunments have been advanced by the | earned
counsel for bot h si des but in our opi ni on, it is not
necessary for us to deal with the same here because we are
of the opinion that the National Conm ssion has not given

pr oper reasons in its j udgnent and has not properly
appreciated the facts of the case.

Hence, we accept t hese appeal s, set asi de t he
i mpugned j udgnment dated 02nd Septenber, 2004 and subsequent
order dated 19th Novenber, 2004 passed in the review
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petition and renmt the natter to the National Commi ssion to

decide it afresh in accordance with law and after hearing
bot h si des. We woul d request the National Comm ssion to
deci de t he case expeditiously, preferably within f our

mont hs’ fromthe date of production/receipt of a copy of
this order. No costs.

Al'l contentions are left open to both the parties.

Bot h parties shal | pr esent t hensel ves bef ore t he
Nat i onal Conmi ssi on on 05t h April, 2010 al ong with a

certified copy of this order.
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