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»This is a First Appeal filed by Padma Vinod Betai
against the order dated 19/09/2016 passed in Complaint
No. 3/2011 by the State Commission Maharashtra.

- The original complaint was filed by Padma Vinod Betai
against M/s Ackruti Jay Chandan JV regarding some
consumer dispute. The State Commission passed an order
dated 19/09/2016 which has been challenged in this
appeal.

Arguments by Parties Appellant:

= No arguments of the appellant are mentioned in the
order. A proxy counsel sought further opportunity to
file short synopsis on 05/12/2023.

Respondent:
- No arguments on behalf of the respondent are mentioned.

Court’s Observations and Decision

- It is observed by the National Commission that either no
one has been appearing for the Appellant or a proxy
counsel appeared on the last three dates of hearing.

= The Commission noted that it appears the Appellant has
lost interest in pursuing the matter.

= In view of the above, the appeal was dismissed for non-
prosecution.

Order “The Appeal is dismissed for non-prosecution.”
Sections referred: None Laws referred: None

The order is passed by the Hon’ble Mr. Subhash Chandra,
Presiding Member and Hon’ble Dr. Sadhna Shanker, Member of the
National Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission.
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Full text of Judgement :

In this matter, proxy counsel appears on behalf of the
Appellant today and seeks a further opportunity to file short
synopsis.

It is seen that either no one has been appearing for the
Appellant or a proxy counsel appeared for the last three dates
of hearing (01.07.2022, 28.12.2022 and 09.08.2023). It appears
that the Appellant has lost interest in the matter.

The Appeal is dismissed for non-prosecution.

—END-
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