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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petitions for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).15537-15543/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 02/02/2010 in FA No.
200/ 2005 & FA No. 201/2005 & FA No. 202/2005 & FA No. 203/2005 &
FA No. 204/2005 & FA No. 205/2005 & FA No. 206/2005 of The

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

KI SHORE CHANDRA SAHCO Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
BRNACH MANAGER, ORI ENTAL | NS. CO LTD. &ANR Respondent (' s)

(Wth appl n(s) for permission to place addl. docunents on record
and prayer for interimrelief ))

Dat e: 24/05/ 2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. K. PRASAD
( VACATI ON BENCH)
For Petitioner(s) M. Manoj Kumar Das, Adv.

M. Sibo Sankar M shra, 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
2.2.2010 passed by t he Nat i onal Consurner Di sput es
Redr essal Conmi ssi on (for short, "t he Nat i onal

Commission’) in F.A. Nos.200 to 206 of 2005 whereby the
Nat i onal Conmmi ssi on remtted t he mat t er to t he State
Consuner Di sputes Redressal Commission, Oissa (for short,

"t he State Commi ssion’) for fresh di sposal of t he
conplaints filed by the petitioner.

Lear ned counsel for t he petitioner poi nt ed out
that even though the National Conmission did not issue any
direction to his client for deposit the amount already

received fromthe insurance conpany, by an order dated



21.4.2010, the State Conmission directed himto deposit

the amobunt with the Conmm ssion.

In our Vi ew, t he order passed by t he Nat i onal
Conmi ssi on is essentially j ust and does not call for
interference under Article 136 of t he Constitution of
I ndi a. However, legality of the direction given by the

State Commission to the petitioner to deposit the anount
recei ved by him from t he i nsurance conpany needs
consi derati on.

I ssue notice to the respondents to show cause as

to why t he direction cont ai ned in order Annexur e P-8
passed by t he State Conmi ssi on may not be set aside.
Rule is made returnable in 12 weeks. Dasti in

addition is permtted.

Noti ce on t he petitioner’s prayer for interim
relief.

In the nmeanwhil e, operation of order Annexure P-8
dat ed 21.4.2010 passed by t he State Conmi ssi on shal |

remai n stayed.
(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Sr.P. A Court Master



