Case brief: Ambrish kumar Shukla and 21 others vs. ferrous infrastructure (National

consumed dispute redressal commission)
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crore. Further the appellant is NRI and he does not have the intention to reside here and he
will sell the property for profits, hence he does not qualify as consumer according to the act.
Moreover there was stay put on the construction by the high court of Andhra pradesh, force

majeure which halted the construction.



Judgement

The commission held that it has pecuniary jurisdiction to admit this claim as the amount
demanded as refund that is 76, 48,940 along with 18% interest amounts more than one crore
rupees , hence it would be under their pecuniary jurisdiction according to the section 21 (a) of

the consumer protection act.
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