| TEM NO. 27 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON XVI

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Speci al Leave to Appeal (Givil) No(s) . 30494-

30495/ 2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 12/07/2010 in RP No. 2041/2010
and dated 16.8.2010 in RP No. 173/2010 of The NATI ONAL CONSUMER
DI SPUTES REDRESSAL COWM SSI ON, NEW DELHI )

ELECTRI X (I NDI A) LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
SUDHI R G DESAI & ANR Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling cl/c of t he i mpugned
Judgnment and prayer for interimrelief)
Date: 16/11/2010 These Petitions were 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. Sibo Sankar M shra, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

These petitions are directed agai nst orders
dated 12.7.2010 and 16. 8. 2010 passed by the National
Consuner Di sputes Redressal Conmission (for short, ‘the
Nat i onal Conmi ssion’). By t he first or der, t he
Nat i onal Conmi ssion disnissed as withdrawn the revision
filed by the petitioner against order dated 7.4.2010

passed by t he State Consuner Di sput es Redr essa

Conmi ssi on, Mahar ashtra (for short ‘the State

Conmi ssion’). By t he second or der, t he Nat i ona
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Conmi ssi on dismissed the petition filed for review of
order dated 12.7.2010.

W have heard | ear ned counsel for t he
petitioner and perused the record. In our opinion, the
special |eave petitions deserve to be disnmssed with
cost.

Undi sput edl v, t he conpl ai nt filed by t he

respondents under Section 12 of the Consuner Protection

Act for recovery of Rs.60,000/- deposited by themwith

the petitioner is pending before the District Consuner

Di sput es Redr essal Forum (for short, ‘the Di strict
Forum). By an order dated 26.3.2004, the District

Forum al | owed the application filed by the petitioner

under Section 22(1) of the Sick Industrial Conpanies



(Speci al Provisions) Act, 1985 (for short, 'the Act’).

After five years, the District Forumfixed 22.2.2009 as

t he date for filing t he witten st at ement by t he
petitioner. The State Conmi ssion disnissed the revision

filed by the petitioner by observing that a concerted

attenpt was nade to del ay disposal of the conplaint.

The petitioner chal | enged t he order of t he State
Conmi ssion by filing revision but withdrew the sane on
12.7.2010. Thereafter, it applied for review of order

dated 12.7.2010, which was dism ssed by the Nationa
Conmi ssion with an observation that the petitioner was
adopting dilatory tactics.

In our Vi ew, t he direction gi ven by t he
District Forumto the petitioner to file the witten
statenent does not in any nmanner violate the provisions
of Secti on 22(1) of t he Act and t he speci al | eave
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petitions are liable to be dismi ssed as frivol ous piece
of litigation. Ordered accordingly.

The petitioner shall pay cost of Rs.25,000/-,

whi ch shal | be deposited with the Maharashtra Lega
Services Authority within a period of one nonth from
t oday.

(A. D. Sharnma) (Phool an Wati Arora)

Court Master Court Master



