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| TEM NO. 14 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON XV |
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil)...... /2010
CC 16113/ 2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 25/02/2010 in RP No. 2579/2008
of The NATI ONAL CONSUMER DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELHI )

BABI TA KUMVARI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

ANJANI  KUMAR Respondent ( s)
IA NO 1(c/delay in filing SLP)
Dat e: 29/10/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASOK KUVAR GANGULY
For Petitioner(s) M. Smarhar Singh, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.
Feel ing aggrieved by the order of the Nationa

Consuner Di sput es Redr essal Conmi ssi on (for short, ‘the
Nat i onal Commi ssion’) whi ch ref used to grant further
enhancenent in t he compensati on awar ded by District
Consurner Redr essal Forum Bhagal pur (for short, ‘the

District Forunmi) and the State Consuner Di sputes Redressa
Conmi ssion, Bihar (for short, ‘the State Commission’), the
petitioner has filed this petition
In t he conpl ai nt filed by her, t he petitioner
cl ai mred conpensation of Rs.4,88,470/- by alleging that due
2

to negligence of the respondent, her left finger had to be

anput at ed. The District Forum held that the respondent was

negligent in treating the injury suffered by the petitioner

and awar ded compensati on of Rs. 1 I akh. The State
Conmi ssi on partly al | owed t he appeal preferred by t he
petitioner and enhanced t he conpensati on by Rs. 15, 000/ -
along with litigation cost of Rs.10,000/-. The Nati ona
Conmi ssion was of the view that the conpensation awarded by

t he District Forum whi ch was enhanced by t he State

Conmi ssion was just and proper and the petitioner was not
entitled to further relief.

We have heard | earned counsel for the petitioner
and carefully perused the record.

The only i ssue whi ch has been rai sed by the
petitioner relates to the quantum of conpensati on. The
District Forumgranted | unp sum conpensation of Rs.1 |akh
with litigation cost of Rs.2,000/-. The State Commi ssion



felt that an additional anount of Rs.15,000/- should be
paid to the petitioner towards future nedical expenses and
litigation cost of Rs.10, 000/-. The petitioner has not
been able to make out as to how the conpensation awarded by
the consunmer foras is unjust or unreasonabl e.
The speci al | eave petition is accordingly
di sni ssed.

(A.D. Sharnmm) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



