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| TEM NO 34 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON XVI |
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).11263/2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 12/12/2011 in RP No.2655/2010
of The NATI ONAL CONSUMERS DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELHI )

KANPUR DEVELCOPMENT AUTHORI TY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
GAYATRI TRI PATHI Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and with prayer for
interimrelief and office report)

Dat e: 30/ 04/ 2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA
For Petitioner(s) M. Pradeep M sra, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Ranjan Mukherjee, Adv.
Ms. Rupal i S. Ghosh, Adv.
Ms. Gari ma Bose, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Thi s petition is directed agai nst t he or der of t he
Nati onal Consuner Di sputes Redressal Conmm ssion (for short, ‘the
Nati onal Commi ssion’) whereby the revision filed by the petitioner
agai nst t he or der of t he State Consurner Di sput es Redr essal
Conmi ssion, Uttar Pradesh (for short, ‘the State Comm ssion’) was
di smi ssed.

We have heard Shri Pradeep M sra, |earned counsel for the
petitioner and perused the record.

In our view, the reasons assigned by the State Comi ssion
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for not accepting the petitioner’s prayer for condonation of 7

months delay in filing an appeal against the order of the District

Consurer Di sput es Redr essal Forum Kanpur Nagar (for short,
"District Forumi) were legally correct and the National Conm ssion

did not conmit any error by refusing to interfere with the order of

the State Commi ssion.

On nerits also, we are convinced that the concurrent



finding recorded by the District Forumand the State Conm ssion
that there was deficiency in service on the part of the petitioner
was correct and t he Nat i onal Conmi ssi on rightly di smi ssed
revision petition.
The special |eave petition is accordingly dism ssed.
The petitioner is allowed four weeks’ time to inplenent

the direction given by the District Forum

After handi ng over possessi on of t he pl ot to
respondent, t he petitioner shal | submi t a report bef ore
District Forum If it is found that the petitioner has failed to

comply with the order of the District Forumin its letter and
spirit, then the District Forumshall initiate suo notu proceedi ngs

under Sections 25 and 27 of the Consuner Protection Act, 1986.

(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master
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