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| TEM NO. Mt 5B COURT NO. 5 SECTI ON XV |
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).18933/2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 27/04/2012 in RP No.144/2012
of The NATI ONAL CONSUMERS DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELHI )

DHANAJAY NAGESH NAI K & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SUDAM GOPAL PEDNEKAR Respondent ( s)
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
Date: 05/07/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR. JUSTICE G S. SI NGHVI

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s) M . Ni nad Laud, Adv.
M. Jayant Mohan, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Taken on board.
Thi s petition is directed agai nst or der dat ed
27.04. 2012 passed by t he Nat i onal Consuner Di sput es Redr essal
Commi ssi on (for short, ‘the Nat i onal Commi ssion’) whereby the

revision preferred by the petitioners against the order of the
State Consuner Disputes Redressal Conmission (for short, ‘the State
Conmi ssion) was dismissed and the direction issued by the District
Forum for execution of the sale deed in favour of the respondent
was uphel d.

We have heard | earned counsel for the petitioners and
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carefully perused the record.
In our view, the inpugned order as al so the orders passed
by the District Forumand the State Conmission in the execution
petition filed by the respondent do not suffer from any | egal
infirmty warranting i nterference under Article 136 of
Constitution.

The special |eave petition is accordingly dism ssed.

t he



However , keepi ng in view the st at ement made by t he
| earned counsel that the sale deed has already been executed in
favour of t he respondent, t he direction gi ven by t he Nat i onal

Conmi ssion for paynent of cost is set aside.

(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



