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Ski pper Tower (P) Ltd. ... Appel I ant ('s)
Vs.
Ski pper Bhawan Fl at Buyers Associ ation. ... Respondent (s)
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 17/07/2001 These petition(s)/appeal (s) was/were called
on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE G B. PATTANAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE U.C. BANERJEE
For Appellant (s) Ms. Kiran Suri, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Col . Jaswant Si ngh,
Respondent - i n- per son.
UPON hearing counsel, the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
........ T
. SP2
Appeal dismissed in terns of the signed order.
. SP1
(J.S. Rawat) (D. D. Jindal)
Court Master Assi stant Regi strar
(Signed order is placed on the file)
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Ski pper Tower (P) Ltd. ... Appellant (s)
Vs.

Ski pper Bhawan Fl at Buyers Asson. ... Respondent (s)
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This appeal 1is directed against the order of the
Nat i onal Consurner Di sput es Redressal Conmi ssion dat ed
13.1.1995 passed in Oiginal Petition No.16 of 1991. When
this appeal was called, Ms. Kiran Suri, advocate appearing
for the appellant nade a prayer that she has been engaged in
this case only yesterday and ‘no objection certificate has
been given by the previous advocate on record and as such she
is not in a position to proceed with the matter and the matter
may be adjourned. The respondent - Ski pper Bhawan Fl at Buyers
Association is personally present through Col . Jaswant
Singh and vehenently objects to any adjournnent being given
Apart fromthe respondent’s objection, we also find that there
is an wearlier judicial order rejecting the application for
di scharge of the advocate on record. Be that as it may, if a
counsel accepts the engagenent knowing fully well that the
matter is already on board, then the counsel nust be prepared
to proceed with the matter and is not entitled to take a plea
that he or she is not in a position to proceed with the matter
i nasmuch as he or she has been engaged recently.

(2)

We have ourselves scrutinized the inpugned order of
the National Consuner Disputes Redressal Conm ssion. Havi ng
exam ned the said order and taking into account the facts of
the case as well as the grounds taken in the appeal neno, we
see no infirmty in the conclusion arrived at by the Nationa
Consurer Di sput es Redr essal Commi ssi on requiring our
interference in the matter. The appellant to say the |east
does not deserve any synpathy or any equitable consideration
in the facts and circunstances of the present case. Thus, in
our view, neither in |aw nor on any equitable consideration
the inpugned order of the National Consumer Disputes Redressa
Commi ssi on requires interference by this Court. Ve,
therefore, disniss this appeal
. SP1
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