
¼IT E M NO.125                  COUR T NO.11                 SECT I O N XV I I

         S UP R E M E CO U R T O F I N D I A
                R ECO R D OF P R OC E E D I N G S
             CIV I L AP P E A L NO(s). 9014 OF 2003

NAT I O N A L INSU R A N C E CO. LTD.                           Appellant (s)

                 VE R S U S

M. M A H A B A L E S H W A R A P P A ( D E A D ) T H R . LRS.             Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief )

Date: 05/05 / 2 009 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

COR A M :
     HON’ B L E M R. JUST I C E M A R K A N D E Y K A T J U
     HON’ B L E M R. JUST I C E H.L. DATTU

For Appellant(s) Mr. Joy Basu,Adv.
            Mr. B. K.Satija,Adv.
            Ms. Ruchi Bharda,Adv.

For Respondent(s)        Mr. P.R. Ramasesh,Adv.

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

                     The Civil appeal is allowed in terms of the

          Signed Order.

                    (Arvind)                                         (Indu Satija)
                    Sr. P.A.                                         Court Master

                 (Signed order is placed on the file)
                           IN TH E SUP R E M E COUR T OF IN D I A

                              CIV I L AP P E L L A T E JUR I S D I C T I O N

                              CIV I L AP P E A L NO. 9014 OF 2003

NAT I O N A L INSU R A N C E CO. LT D.
..AP P E L L A N T

VE R S U S

M. M A H A B A L E S H W A R A P P A (DEA D)
TH R. LRS.                                                  ..RES P O N D E N T S

                                 O R D E R

             Heard Ld. counsel for the parties.

             This appeal has been filed against the impugned judgment and order

dated 17.3.2003 of National Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, New

Delhi. The National Commission has refused to condone the delay of only 56

days in filing the Revision Petition. In our opinion the National Consumer



Disputes Redressal Commission should have taken a liberal view and should

have condoned the delay. This appeal is hence allowed, the impugned order

is set aside and matter is remanded back to the National Consumer Disputes

Redressal Commission, New Delhi to hear the matter on merits expeditiously.

             We are not expressing any opinion as to whether there is any period

of limitation in filing a revision under section 21 as there is in section 23.

The Civil Appeal is allowed.

                                                                               ...............
.......J
                  (MA R K A N D E Y K A T J U)

                                    ......................J
                  (H.L. DATTU)
NE W DE L H I .
M A Y 5, 2009


