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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2011
CC 17871/ 2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 22/10/2009 in RP No. 756/2006

of The NATI ONAL CONSUMERS DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELHI )

Bl HAR STATE HOUSI NG BOARD & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

YADU VANSH d RI Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP)

Date: 11/11/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s) M. S. Chandra Shekhar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Thi s petition is directed agai nst order dat ed
22.10. 2009 passed by t he Nat i onal Consurner Di sput es

Redressal Commi ssion whereby the revision preferred by the
petitioners against the order of the State Consumer Disputes
Redr essal Conmi ssion, Bihar was di sm ssed.
The petitioners have al so filed appl i cations for

condonation of 456 days delay in filing and 149 days del ay
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inre-filing the Special Leave Petition
We have heard | earned counsel for the petitioners
and perused the record of the case. The delay in re-filing
the Special Leave Petition is condoned. However, we are not
inclined to entertain the prayer nade for condonati on of 456

days del ay in filing t he Speci al Leave Petition. In



par agr aphs 3 to 6 of t he application, t he

avernents have been nmde

" 3. That the Revision Petition bearing No.756
of 2006 was di sposed of by this Hon’ble Nationa
Conmi ssion, Delhi vide its order dated 22.10.2009.
On getting the information regarding the di sposa
of the case, the counsel for the Housing Board was
requested immediately to furnish the certified
copy of the order passed by the Hon’ bl e
Conmi ssi on.

4, That the copy of the order dat ed
22.10. 2009 passed by the National Conmi ssion was
made avail able to the Housing Board on 24.11. 2009
t hrough the counsel of the Housing Board who had
received the sane fromthe registry of the

Nati onal Commi ssion, Del hi and sent the sane on
21.11. 20009.

5. That after the receipt of the certified
copy of the order, the matter was discussed in the
Housi ng Board organi zation at various |levels, both
horizontally & vertically. After due deliberation
and consultation at various levels, it was

deci ded.

6. That during the period of discussion at
various levels in office of petitioners the copy
of the said order was kept in the file bearing
No. V73/99 and the file was sent to the Revenue
Section of the Board for calculation by the Lega
Section of the Board on 2.12.2009."

In our considered view, the explanation given by the

fol l owi ng

petitioners for del ayed filing of t he speci al | eave
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petition is wholly unsatisfactory and there is no valid
ground nmuch less justification for exercise of power by
this Court under Section 5 of the Limtation Act, 1963.
Even on nerits, we are satisfied that the inmpugned
order does not suffer from any | egal infirmty.
record of t he case shows t hat petitioners had
delivery of possession of the flat by four and half years
and nade a wholly unjustified demand of higher cost from
1988. Therefore, the State Conmission and the Nationa
Conmi ssion were fully justified in issuing directions in
the matter of price of the flat.
Wth t he above observati ons, the specia

petition is dism ssed on the ground of delay and al so on

The

del ayed

| eave



merits.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



