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ITEM NO.13                      COURT NO.7                       SECTION XVII

              S U P R E M E        C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                                RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2011
                                                   (CC 15433/2011)
(From the judgement and order dated 26/05/2010 in    RP No.1667/2006
of The NATIONAL CONSUMERS DISPUTES REDRESSAL COMMISSION, NEW DELHI)

M/S.SRI EASHWARA SAI OIL MILLS                                     Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

NATIONAL INSURANCE CO.LTD.                                         Respondent(s)

With I.A.1 (C/delay in filing SLP)

Date: 23/09/2011      This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s)        Ms. Bina Madhavan, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

                     This petition is directed against order dated

      26.5.2010       passed    by   the    National        Consumer      Disputes

      Redressal         Commission       (for        short,     "the      National

      Commission")        whereby     the       revision        filed     by   the

      respondent was allowed and the order passed by the A.P.

      State     Consumer       Disputes     Redressal          Commission      (for

      short, "the State Commission") approving the direction

      given     by      the    District     Consumer          Redressal     Forum,

      Karimnagar        (for    short,     "the       District     Forum")     for

      payment      of     Rs.2,70,800/-         to    the      respondent      with
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interest at the rate of 9% from the date of complaint

till reliasation was set aside.                          The petitioner has

also filed an application for condonation of 364 days’

delay.

               We     have    heard           learned     counsel    for    the

petitioner and perused the record.                         In our view, the

cause shown by the petitioner for delayed filing of the



special    leave       petition      is       wholly     unsatisfactory     and

there is no valid ground much less justification for

exercise of power by this Court under section 5 of the

Limitation Act.

               Even    on    merits,       we    are     convinced   that   the

reasons assigned by the National Commission for setting

aside    the    order       passed    by       the   State   Commission     are

legally correct and the impugned order does not call

for interference under Article 136 of the Constitution.

               The    special     leave         petition     is   accordingly

dismissed on the ground of delay and also on merits.

   (A.D. Sharma)                                        (Phoolan Wati Arora)
    Court Master                                            Court Master


