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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).26373/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 06/07/2011 in RP No. 1640/ 2011
of The NATI ONAL CONSUMERS DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELHI)

L.I1.C.OF INDIA & ANR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
MANJULA JI NDAL Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )
Date: 02/12/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHV
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJKHOPADHAYA

Kai | ash Vasudev, Sr. Adv.

P. Ranesh, Adv.

M P. Part hi ban, Adv.

Rakesh K. Sharnma, Adv. (Not present)

For Petitioner(s)

SSSS

For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
This petition is directed against the order of the
Nati onal Consuner Di spute Redressal Conmi ssion whereby the

revision preferred by the petitioners against the order of

t he State Consurner Di sput es Redr essal Conmi ssi on
di smissed and the direction given by the District Forumto
the petitioner to pay Rs.5 lacs to the respondent in |ieu of
t he policy t aken by her daught er Ekta  Jinda
conpensation of Rs.2 |lacs was uphel d.
We have heard | earned counselzfor the petitioners
and perused the record.
In our view, the District Forum had assi gned cogent
reasons for entertaining the claimnmade by the respondent
for paynment of the the anount in lieu of the LIC policy
t aken by her daught er and t he State Conmi ssi on and

Nati onal Commission rightly refused to interfere with the

sane.
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The special |eave petition is accordingly dism ssed.

However , t he direction

Commi ssi on for recovery of

sal ari es of t he officers

because the sane was not at all warranted.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a)
Court Master

gi ven by t he Nat i onal
amount of cost from the
t he petitioners is del et ed

(Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master



