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SLP(C) No. 17890 OF 2001

| TEM No. 48 Court No. 9 SECTI ON XVI |
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.17890/2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 03/05/2001 in OP 161/97
of The NATI ONAL CONSUMERS DI SPUTES REDDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELH! )

M S. APOLLO HCSPI TAL, A.P. & ORS. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

S| VAKANTH DI XIT & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
( Wth Appln(s). for permission to submt additional docunent(s) )

Date : 11/03/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R C. LAHOTI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARI JI T PASAYAT
For Petitioner (s) M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr.Adv.
M. K  Maruthi Rao, Adv.
Ms. K Radha, Adv.
M. @untur Prabhakar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. L.K Pandey, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
........ I S
. SP2

The special |leave petition is disposed of in terns
of the signed order.

. SP1
(Neena Ver nma) (Radha Rani Bhati a)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

PETI TI ON FOR SPECI AL LEAVE TO APPEAL (C) NO. 17890 CF 2001@@
(6600000006060 000006060000006600000066000000060000000606000000;

MS. APCLLO HOSPI TAL, A P. & ORS. .... APPELLANTS
VERSUS
MR, SHI VAKANTH DI XIT & ORS. .. .. RESPONDENTS

O R D E R@@

The inpugned order passed by National Consuner
Di sputes Redressal Conmi ssion, New Del hi condones the del ay
in filing the conplaint by the respondents exercising power
under proviso to sub-Section (2) of Section 24-A of the
Consuner Protection Act, 1986. The conplaint is yet to be
decided on nerits. W are not inclined to interfere wth
the i mpugned order at this stage, as the better course would
be to give liberty to the petitioners to dispute the
correctness of the order inpugned herein in the event of the
complaint being decided against the petitioners and an
occasion arising for filing an appeal

It was pointed out that subsequent to the passing of
the inpugned order of the Commission, and during the
pendency of this SLP, sone affidavits on behalf of
respondents have been received by the Conmi ssion by way of

.2/ -

. 2.

ex-parte evidence. 1In fairness to both the parties, we deem
it proper to permt the petitioners an opportunity of
participating in the hearing on nerits. |f the petitioners
nove an application seeking cross-exam nation on affidavits
filed by conplainants, the same shall be allowed by the
Conmi ssion and thereafter evi dence/ addi ti onal evi dence
permtted to be adduced by either party.

W nmeke it <clear that any observation nmade or
finding recorded in the inpugned order by the Commi ssion
shall be deened only for the purpose of condoning the del ay
and shall not prejudice any plea raised by either party at
the hearing on nmerits of the conplaint.

Subject to the above said observations, the SLP be
treated as di sposed of.

. SP1

( RC. LAHOTI )



New Del hi,
March 11, 2002. ( ARIJI'T PASAYAT )



