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              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      

REVIEW PETITION (C) NO(s). 560 OF 2005 IN SLP(C) 1571/2004

CHIEF ADMINISTRATOR, H.U.D.A. & ANR.                        Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

LALIT DHINGRA & ANR.                                        Respondent(s)

(With appln.(s) for c/delay in filing review petition and stay and office report)

Date: 30/09/2005  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE S.N. VARIAVA

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE H.K. SEMA

 For Petitioner (s)         Mr. Satinder S. Gulati, Adv.

                                        Dr. Kailash Chand, Adv.

 For Respondent (s)                     Mr. Gagan Gupta, Adv.

                                        Mr. Parmanand Gaur, Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel, the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

                          There is no proper explanation for the inordinate delay of 332 days 
in filing

             the Review Petition.  Application for condonation of delay is dismissed.  Accordi
ngly,



             the Review Petition is dismissed.

                          (K.K. Chawla)                                      (Vijay Dhawan)

                          Court Master                                         Court Master

                                  [Signed order is placed on the file]

                                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                                  REVIEW PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 560 of 2005

                                                      IN

                           SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 1571 OF 2004

CHIEF ADMINISTRATOR, H.U.D.A. & ANR.                        Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

LALIT DHINGRA & ANR.                                        Respondent(s)

                                                 O R D E R

                      There is no proper explanation for the inordinate delay of 332 days in f
iling

         the Review Petition.  Application for condonation of delay is dismissed.  Accordingly
,

         the Review Petition is dismissed.

                                                              ....................J.

                                                              [S.N. VARIAVA]



                                                              ....................J.

                                                              [H.K. SEMA]

         New Delhi.

         September 30, 2005.


