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C. A No. 2692 OF 1999
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2692 COF 1999

GHAZI ABAD DEVELOPMENT AUTHORI TY C APPELLANT
VERSUS
SISIR K. MJND C RESPONDENT

WTH C A NO. 2693/1999

ORDER

These two appeals are directed against the order passed by the National Consumer Di sputes Redr
essal Conmission (hereinafter referred to as the ‘National Commission’) to the extent each pa
rty is aggrieved. The appellant - Ghazi abad Devel opment Authority (‘' GDA" for short) in C A No
.2692/99 is aggrieved by the direction given in the inmpugned order to pay conpensation of Rs.1
|l akh to the respondent in the said appeal. The appellant in C A No.2693/99, Sisir Kumar Mind
(respondent in C A No.2692/99), is aggrieved by the order of the National Conmi ssion in not a

wardi ng i nterest @8% per annumfor the period fromthe date of deposit of the anpunt till the
delivery of possession of the flat to him The State Commi ssion for Redressal of Consuner
D sputes, UP, Lucknow (hereinafter
.2/ -
. 2.
referred to as the ‘State Conmission') directed the GDA to pay interest on the sumof Rs. 4,14
,000/- to the conplainant with effect from1.7.1994 till the date of actual possession of

the flat was given to him Now we are told that the possession of the flat has been delivered
to himon 22.7.1998. The State Conmission also directed to pay a sumof Rs.10,000/- towards
harassnment and nental torture to the conplainant. The State Commission, in its order, stated
that if the said amount is not paid within a specified period, that anmount shall carry interes

t @8% The GDA questioned the validity and correctness of the order passed by the State Conm
ission. The State Conmi ssion passed the inpugned order

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties on either side and |looking to the facts and circu
nmst ances of the case and al so taking note of the fact that the possession of the flat has alre
ady been handed over to the conplainant on 22.7.1998, we think it is just and appropriate t
o nodify the inmpugned order. Accordingly, in nodification of the inpugned order, we pass th
e follow ng order :

i) The CDA shall pay interest on the sumof Rs.4,14,000/- from1.7.1994 till 22.7.1998 @2%
per annum

.. 3/ -

. 3.
We nake it clear that no anmobunt of conpensation shall be separately payable to the conpl ai nant

ii) This anount shall be paid to the conplainant, i.e., the appellant in C A No.2693 of 1999
within a period of eight weeks fromtoday.
Both the appeal s are disposed of in the above terms. No costs.



[ SH VARAJ V. PATIL ]

..................... J.
New Del hi , [ DM DHARMADHI KARI ]
April 7, 2004.
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Cvil Appeal No. 2692/1999

GHAZI ABAD DEVELOPMENT AUTHORI TY APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
SISIR K. MJND RESPONDENT( S)

(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.)

W TH C. A No. 2693/ 99

Date : 07/04/ 2004 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SHI VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D.M DHARMADHI KARI

For Appellant (s)M. Sudhir Kul shreshtha, Adv.
For Respondent (s)M. Sukumar Pattjoshi, Adv.
M. Anbhoj Kumar Sinha, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Heard M. Sudhir Kul shreshtha, |earned counsel for the appellant for 15 minutes and M. Sukuma

r Pattjoshi, |earned counsel for the respondent for 10 m nutes.
The appeal s are di sposed of with no costs in terns of the sign order.

Sarita (Shel l'y Sengupt a)
Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)



