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              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).3047/2005

(From the judgement and order dated 08/12/2004 in  RP No. 2624/2004  of

The NATIONAL CONSUMERS DISPUTES REDRESSAL COMMISSION, NEW DELHI)

A.P. HOUSING BOARD                                          Petitioner

(s)

                        VERSUS

SAYA REDDY                                                  Respondent

(s)

(With appln(s) for permission to place addl. documents on record and

prayer for interim relief and office report ))

WITH S.L.P.(C) NO. 3728 of 2005

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned Judgment)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

S.L.P.(C) NO. 3804 of 2005

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned Judgment)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

D-S.L.P.(C) NO. D3699 of 2005

(With office report)

Date: 25/04/2005  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.



CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.P. SINGH

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR

For Petitioner(s)           Mr. P.S.Narasimha, Adv.

                            Mr. Ananga Bhattacharyya, Adv.

                            for M/S. P.S.N. & Co.,Adv.

                     

For Respondent(s)

 

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

           We   have   heard   counsel   for   the   petitioner.   We   are   not

inclined   to   interfere   because   the   respondents,   particularly   the

respondents in this batch of Special Leave Petitions, belong to the

lower   income   groups   and   can   ill   afford   to   come   to   this   Court.   The

amount of interest awarded is also not substantial.
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          Counsel   for   the   petitioner   submits   that   the   question

involved is of some significance to the petitioner particularly the

obligation   cast   by   Clause   10   of   the   Letter   of   Allotment.   We   leave



that question to be considered in an appropriate case.

          The Special Leave Petitions are, therefore, dismissed.

         (SUKHBIR PAUL KAUR)                                ( ANAND SINGH )

          COURT MASTER                                       COURT MASTER


