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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Speci al Leave to Appeal (Cvil) No(s).30515-
30516/ 2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 02/02/2009 and 14/11/2008 in RA

No. 11/2009 & RP No. 4284/2008 of The NATI ONAL CONSUMERS DI SPUTES

REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELH!)

NI RVAL DEVI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

PUNJAB STATE ELECT. BOARD & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report ))
Dat e: 25/08/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Petitioner(s) M. Dinesh Mal hotra, Adv.for
M. V.N Raghupat hy, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Tarunvir S. Khehar, Adv.for

M. Ashok K. Mahaj an, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Leave granted.
The Appeal s are al | owed in terns of t he si gned
or der.
(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

[signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NOS.7070-7071 OF 2010
(Arising out of S.L.P.(C) Nos.30515-30516 of 2009

Ni rmal Devi .. Appel | ant
ver sus

Punjab State Electricity Board,
Patiala & Anr. .. Respondent s

ORDER

Leave granted.



Heard counsel for the parties.
These Appeal s have been fil ed agai nst the inpugned
j udgnent and order dated 14th Novenber, 2008 passed by the
Nati onal Consumer Di sputes Redressal Conmi ssion, New Del hi
(for short 'National Conmission’) in Revision Petition No.
4284 of 2008 and subsequent order dated 02nd February, 2009
passed in the review application.
The i nmpugned order of the National Conmi ssion dated
14t h Novenber, 2008 reads as under
"Hear d.
Ve agree with the finding recorded by the State
Conmi ssi on.

The revision petition stands di sm ssed.
There shall be no order as to costs."”

A bare perusal of the above order shows that the
Nat i onal Conmmi ssion has given no reasons what soever
It is well settled that even an order of affirmance

must gi ve reasons, even though in brief, vide Divl. Forest
O ficer vs. Madhusudhan Rao, JT 2008 (2) SC 253, vide para

19.
-2-

Hence, we accept these appeals on this ground al one,
set aside the inmpugned orders of the National Conm ssion
and remt the matter to the National Conmm ssion to pass a
fresh order giving reasons in accordance with law and after

hearing the parties concerned. No costs.

NEWDELH ; J.
AUGUST 25, 2010 [T.S. THAKUR]



