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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6976 COF 2015

M. K Umapathi alias Umapathi Appellant(s)
K. Reddy and Anot her

Ver sus
M's. Adarsh Devel opers and O hers Respondent ( s)
ORDER
I.A No.3 of 2016
Thi s is an application for i mpl eadnent made on
behal f of Sanjay Vitthalrao Shi nde. Prayer st ands al | oned.

I.A No.3 of 2016 is, accordingly, disposed of.
G vil Appeal No.6976 of 2015
In this civil appeal , t he | egal propriety of t he
order dat ed 21 st
January, 2015, passed by t he Nat i ona

Consurer Di sput es Redr essal Commi ssi on, New  Del hi (for

short, &#39; t he Nat i onal Conmi ssi on&#39;) is called in question
The appel | ant had appr oached t he Nat i onal Conmi ssi on

cl ai mng damages on t he ground t hat there had been

defici ency of servi ce. The Nat i onal Conmi ssi on, as t he

i mpugned order woul d reflect, has decl i ned to entertain t he
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conpl ai nt on t he ground t hat there was a commerci al
transaction and, t heref ore, t he lis before the Nat i ona

Commi ssi on was not nai ntainable.

Odinarily, we  would have addressed to the

controversy t hat has been deci ded by t he Nat i ona

Conmi ssi on, but M. Rat nakar Dash, | ear ned seni or counse

appeari ng for t he appel I ant, bei ng assi sted by M . D. K
Thakur, |earned counsel, has submitted that he would like to

ent er into a settlenent with respondents. On t he earlier
occasi on when t he mat t er was listed, we had not ed t he
submi ssi on of t he | ear ned counsel for t he parties, whi ch
pertain to t he area  of settl enent. However, in t he

meanti nme, an application for inpleadnent cane to be filed at

t he i nstance of t he subsequent contract ee, who has ent er ed
into an agr eenment with t he appel I ant . W have al | owed t he
application for inpleandent. Despite the tripartite contest,

we suggest ed t he | ear ned counsel for t he parties to settle
t he matter and, after obt ai ni ng due i nstructions, t hey have
agreed for a settlenent.

Havi ng heard M. Rat nakar Dash, | ear ned seni or

counsel for t he appel I ant, M. Ani t S. Chadha, | ear ned

seni or counsel for t he respondent s and M. Sanj ay R. Hegde
| ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng for t he i ntervenor, Sanj ay
Vitthal rao Shi nde, and keepi ng in view the concessi on gi ven

before us, we dispose of the appeal on the follow ng terns: -
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(a) The appel | ant shal | sel | t he property to t he

i nt ervenor at t he gover nnent rate/circle rate, preval ent as
on t oday, and t he regi stration to t hat ef f ect shal | t ake
pl ace within ei ght weeks hence.

(b) As t he i nt ervenor is in possessi on, he shal

continue to remain in possession and after the sal e deed is
executed, he shall reap the benefits as per |aw

(c) Ms. Adar sh Devel opers shal | be r et ur ned a sum of

Rs. 35 | acs (Rupees thirty-five | acs) by t he i nt ervenor

Sanj ay Vitthal rao Shi nde, wi thin twel ve weeks from today by
way of a bank draft drawn on a nationalized bank. Needl ess

to say, t he sai d anount shal | be pai d on behal f of t he
appel | ant and at t he time of regi stration, t he sai d anount

shall be deducted fromthe considerati on anpunt.



(d) Al t he litigations pendi ng bet ween t he parties
before any court shall be deemed to have been di sposed of.

The appeal is disposed of accordingly. There shall

be no order as to costs.

...................... J.
(Di pak Msra )
...................... J.
(N. V. Ranmana)
New Del hi ;
January 19 , 2016.
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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No.6976/2015
K. UMAPATHI ALI AS UVAPATHI K. REDDY AND ANR Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
M S ADARSH DEVELOPERS AND ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)
Date : 19/01/2016 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE N. V. RAMANA
For Appellant(s) M. Ratnakar Dash, Sr. Adv.
D. K. Thakur, Adv.
D. Jha, Adv.
Lal an Chowdhry, Adv.
Sushi |l Kumar, Adv.
M. Ntin Kumar Thakur, AOR
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Respondent(s) M. Amt S. Chadha, Sr. Adv.
Srishti Govil, Adv.
M. Balaji Srinivasan, AOR
Di | preet Singh, Adv.
Vai shnavi Subrahmanyam Adv.
Mayank Kshirsagar, Adv.
Prati ksha M shra, Adv.
Sanjay R Hegde, Sr. Adv.
Ashok Banni di nni, Adv.
Nitin R Kal shetti, Adv.
Purushottam Sharma Tri pat hi, AOR

6976/ 15

TR SSS5555FS 5

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
I.A No.3 of 2016 for inpleadnent is disposed of.
The appeal is di sposed of in terns of t he si gned
order.
(Chetan Kunar)
Court Master (H. S. Parasher)
Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)



