A TEM NO 54 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON XVI |

SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).8903/2007

(From the judgenent and order dated 05/04/2006 in MA No.191/ 2006,
and order dated 3/07/2006 in MA No.538/2006 in RP No.191/2006 of
The NATI ONAL CONSUMER DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW

DELH! )

UNFTON OF INDIA TH. G M & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
VI SHAL KUMAR & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay, c/delay in filing SLP, c/delay in refiling
SLP, prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Dat e: 25/08/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. SI NGHVI

For Petitioner(s) M. A Sharan, ASG
Ms. Aruna Gupta, Adv.
M. D.S. Mhra, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Jai deep Cupta, Sr. Adv.
M. Shi bashi sh M sra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appeal is allowed in-part.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ On Prakash ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO 5232 OF 2008
(Arising out of S.L.P. (C No.8903 of 2007)
Uni on of India through General Manager
and O's. ... Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus

Vi shal Kumar and O s. ... Respondent ( s)



ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

By the inpugned order passed on 5th April, 2006 in Revision
Application No.191 of 2006, the National Consuner D sputes Redressa
Conmi ssion [for short, ‘National Commission’] while issuing rule
limted to the award of interest and quantam of conpensation, issued
notice in the interimmtter as well and thereafter, by subsequent order
passed on 31st July, 2006, interimorder of stay has been al so passed.
Thi s appeal has been filed challenging both the orders.

So far as order dated 31st July, 2006, is concerned, we do not
find any error therein. However, in the facts and circunstances of the
case, we are of the viewthat, on 5 th April, 2006, the Nationa
Commi ssi on should not have issued a limited rule in the revision
application but the sane shoul d have been open one.
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Accordingly, the appeal is allowed in-part and that portion of
the order dated 5th April, 2006, whereby linmted rule has been issued is
set aside and it is directed that after service of notice, the revision
application shall be disposed of by the National Conmi ssion on nerits
in accordance with law after taking into consideration all the points
rai sed therein.

Needl ess to say that we should not be m sunderstood to have
expressed any opinion one way or the other in relation to the nerits of
the cases of the parties in the revision application

[B.N. AGRAVAL]

[GS. SINGMV]
New Del hi ,
August 25, 2008.



