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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil) No(s).13242/2013

(From the judgenent and order dated 16/10/2012 in FA No. 128/2006 of The
NATI ONAL CONSUMERS DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELHI )

MADHU RATHOUR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
SOUTH DELHI UNI VERSI TY TEACHERS' CO OPER Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional documents and office
report)

Date: 20/01/2014 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA
For Petitioner(s) Praneet Ranjan, Adv.
Pranay Ranj an, Adv.
S. P. Singh Rathour, Adv.

Abi r Phukan, Adv.

P. Nagesh, Adv.

. Raijith Mark, Adv.

M . Ananga Bhattacharyya, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Havi ng heard counsel for the parties, it is clear that

petitioner’'s claim of conpensation for deficiency of service

all eged against the respondent and enhancenent of anmount

compensation of Rs.25,000/- is not sustainable as it has been

expl ai ned on behalf of the respondent that the petitioner did

pay the instalnments on the due date towards the cost of the flat
and yet the possession of the flat was given to him Ther ef or e,
the clai mof higher conpensation in spite of the |lapse on the part

of the petitioner is not sustainable.

We find substance in the aforesaid plea of the respondent;

hence the special |eave petition is disn ssed.

( NAVEEN KUVAR) (S.S.R KR SHNA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



