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ITEM NO.110              COURT NO. 1                    SECTION XVII

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

                    Civil Appeal No. 5006 of 1999@@
                    CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  Manorama Sachan                               ... Appellant (s)

                Vs.

  Lucknow Development Authority                 ... Respondent (s)

  (With appln. for exem. from filing O.T. and interim relief)
  (With office report)

  Date: 16-01-2003   This/These matter(s) was/were called on for
                     hearing today.

  CORAM :
        HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA
        HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE AR. LAKSHMANAN

  For appellant (s)     Mr. Sidharth Bhatnagar, Adv.
                        for Mr. Prashant Kumar, Adv.

  For respondent (s)    Mr. Vinay Garg, Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel, the Court made the following
                              O R D E R

.....L.....I....T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J
           Heard counsel for few minutes.

           The appeal is allowed.
.SP1

           (Alka Dudeja)                      (S. Krishnan)
           Court Master                        Court Master

           Signed order is placed on the file.

.PA

                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA



                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                    Civil Appeal No. 5006 of 1999@@
                    CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  Manorama Sachan                               ... Appellant (s)

                Vs.

  Lucknow Development Authority                 ... Respondent (s)

                              O R D E R@@
                              CCCCCCCCC

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J

.SP2

                This  Court on number of occasions have held that
        the  National  Consumer   Disputes  Redressal  Commission
        (hereinafter  referred  to  as ‘the  Commission’),  while
        deciding  the  original  petition, is  required  to  give
        reasons,  howsoever  brief it may be.  On perusal of  the
        judgment  under challenge we find that the Commission has
        not  given  any  reason  while  dismissing  the  original
        petition.   It  is on this short ground, the order  under
        challenge deserves to be set aside.
                We,  accordingly,  set aside the  judgment  under
        challenge  and  remit  the matter to the  Commission  for

                                                        ...2/-

                                   -2-

        deciding the original petition by a speaking order.

                The appeal is allowed.
........L.......I.......T.......T..T....T.......T.......T.......J
.SP1

                                        .....................CJI.@@
                                        BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB

                                        .......................J.@@
                                        BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
                                        (S.B. Sinha)@@
                                        BBBBBBBBBBBB



                                        .......................J.@@
                                        BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
                                        (AR. Lakshmanan) @@
                                        BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
        New Delhi,
        January 16, 2003.


