| TEM NO. 105 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON XVI |

SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 5125-5137 OF 2003

M S. ADVANTAGE LEAS. & FI NANCE P. LTD. &ORS. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

AKESH KUMAR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and prayer for interimrelief)

Dat e: 29/04/2009 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE H. L. DATTU

For Appell ant(s) Dr. Anurag Kumar Agarwal, Adv.for
M. Sanjay Jain, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Rr- Ex- Parte
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The Appeals are allowed in terns of the signed order and the
i mpugned judgnment of the National Commission is set aside and the matter

is remtted to the Commission to pass a fresh order in accordance with | aw
after hearing the parties and after giving adequate reasons. No costs.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Pushap Lata Bhar dwaj)
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed Oder is placed on the File]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 5125-5137 OF 2003
M s. Advantage Leasi ng & Fi nance
P. Ltd. & QGthers .. Appel l ants

vVer sus

Akesh Kumar & Ot hers .. Respondent s

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellants.

None has appeared for the respondents, though served.

The i mpugned orderr of the National Consumer Disputes



Redressal Commi ssion, New Del hi (for short 'the Commi ssion’) has passed
the follow ng order:

"The question concerns very small investors who have

been deprived of their dues by this clever finance

conmpany. W are not inclined to interfere with the

concurrent finding of facts by the for a bel ow. Revision
Petitions are dismissed.”

A persual of the inmpugned order, quoted above, clearly shows
that no reasons what soever have been given for the sane.

Recently, we have held in Cvil Appeal NO 1921 of 2009 arising
out of SLP(C) No. 10483 of 2007 titled

-2
Chairman, Disciplinary Authority, Rani Lakshm Bai Kshetriya G am n Bank
versus Jagdi sh Sharan Varshney & Ot hers decided on 26th March, 2009
that an order of affirmati on nust al so give some reasons though they need
not be as elaborate as in an order of reversal

Fol I owi ng the aforesaid decision, these appeals are allowed and
t he i mpugned judgment of the Commission is set aside and the matter is
remitted to the Conmission to pass a fresh order in accordance with | aw

after hearing the parties and after giving adequate reasons. No costs.

NEW DELHI : J.
APRI L 29, 2009. [H L. DATTU|



