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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil) No(s).29202/2009
(From the judgenent and order dated 19/05/2009 in MA No.306/2009 in OP

No. 34/ 1994 of The NATIONAL CONSUMERS DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSION, NEW
DELHI )

NATI ONAL RES. DEVT. CORP. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
MS ROHI T CHEM & ALLI ED | NDUS. P. LTD. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 13/03/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH

For Petitioner(s) M . Varun Tandon, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M . Adar sh Ramakri shnan, Adv.

M. Pranav Jai n, Adv.
M. M A Chinnasany, A O R

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

This petition is directed against interlocutory order dated
19. 05. 2009 passed by the National Consumer Disputes Redressal Conmi ssion
(for short, ‘the National Comm ssion’) in MA No.306 of 2009 in Oiginal
Petition No.34 of 1994 whereby the petitioner’s prayer for taking on record
t he exami nation-in-chief and cross-exanmination of Shri Tilak Ram before
Ms. Justice (Retd.) Usha Mehra, the sole arbitrator in the arbitration
proceedings titled National Research Devel opnent Corporation vs. Ms Rohit
Chemicals & Allied Industries Private Limted and cross-exam nation of Shri
K.L.Qujral was dismssed with cost of Rs.10, 000/-.

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.

A reading of the inmpugned order shows that the application
filed by the petitioner for grant of permission to cross-examine Tilak Ram
was di smissed by the National Conmission vide order dated 19.7.2006 and
Wit Petition No.15838/ 2006 and Special Leave Petition (C) Nos. 16790-
16791/ 2007 filed against the order of the National Conm ssion wer e
di smissed by the Del hi H gh Court and this Court, respectively.

M A. No. 306/2009 filed by the petitioner was dismissed by the
Nati onal Commi ssion by recording the foll owi ng observati ons:

"Exam nation-in-chief and cross-exam nation of Tilak Ram and
cross-examnation of K L. Qjral have been r ecor ded in
arbitration proceedi ngs entitled "Nat i onal Resear ch
Devel oprment Corporation Vs. Ms. Rohit Chenmicals & Allied
Industries Private Limted". Copies of the statement of claim
and reply have not been filed. Though it was pointed out on
behal f of opposite party that the dispute in arbitration
proceedi ngs pertains to paynent of royalty noney but in the
absence of statenment of claimand reply one does not know the
nature of controversy in those arbitration proceedi ngs.
Rel evancy of the said depositions can be decided only on
exam ning the controversy in the two matters. That apart, in



view of the order dated 19.7.2006 which has attained

after dism ssal of W (C) No. 15838 of 2006 and SLP

16791 of 2007, the conplaint is to be decided only on the
of evidence recorded and docunents produced before
GQujral, Arbitrator. Opposite party, thus, can not be

to place on record the copies of two depositions.

seens to have been filed with a view to further

finality

No. 16790-

basi s
Justice
permtted

Appli cation

del ay

t he

proceedi ngs. Accordingly, the application is disnmissed wth

Rs. 10, 000/ - as cost which will be deposited by the

party in 'Consuner Legal Aid Account’ wthin two
t oday.

Li st on 10.8.2009 for argunents."”

In our considered view, the sole object of filing

weeks

applications by the petitioner is to delay final adjudication of

original petition filed by the respondent in 1994. Ther ef or e,
find any justification to interfere with the inpugned order

we do

The special |eave petition is accordingly dism ssed.
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Court Master Court Master

opposi te
from

successi ve

t he
not



