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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).19146/2009

(From the judgement and order dated 09/01/2009 in RP No. 4749/2008   of
The NATIONAL CONSUMERS DISPUTES REDRESSAL COMMISSION, NEW DELHI)

RAM NIVAS GUPTA                                      Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

AGRA DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY                           Respondent(s)

Date: 18/04/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
          HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE GYAN SUDHA MISRA

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. Aseem Mehrotra, Adv.
                       Mr. Abhijat P. Medh,Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Ms. Reena Singh, Adv.
                       Mr. Devesh Kumar, Adv.
                       Dr. (Mrs.) Vipin Gupta,Adv.

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

                Leave granted.

                The Appeal is allowed.

          ( Rajesh Dham )                         ( Indu Satija )
            Court Master                            Court Master

                    (signed order is placed on the file)
                  IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                  CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

              CIVIL APPEAL NO. 3312     OF 2011
        (arising out of S.L.P. (C.) No(s).19146/2009)

RAM NIVAS GUPTA                                        Appellant(s)
                                VERSUS

AGRA DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY                             Respondent(s)

                            O    R   D   E   R

     Heard learned counsel for the parties.
     Leave granted.
     The Appeal has been filed against the impugned order
dated 9th January, 2009 of the National Consumer Disputes
Redressal Commission, New Delhi (for short ’the National
Commission’) passed in the Revision Petition No. 4749 of
2008.
     By the impugned order the National Commission dismissed



the Revision Petition on the ground of delay.
     On the facts of the case, we are of the opinion that
delay   in   filing   the   revision     petition   should    have    been
condoned.
     Accordingly,     we    allow    this    Appeal,    set   aside    the
impugned order, condone the delay in filing the revision
petition and remand the matter to the National Commission to
decide the case afresh on merits in accordance with law,
expeditiously.
     No costs.

                                     ..........................J.
                                     (MARKANDEY KATJU)

NEW DELHI;                           ..........................J.
APRIL 18, 2011                       (GYAN SUDHA MISRA)


