
¸CHAMBER MATTER NO. III                                        SECTION IX

             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). 1249 OF 2007
                                IN
             SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO. 20037/2006

ANIL KUMAR                                                   Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

TORMAL CHAGUNLAL VIADYA                                      Respondent(s)

(With appln. For     c/delay   in   filing    the   review   petition   and
office report)

Date: 27/10/2009    This Petition was circulated today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE MUKUNDAKAM SHARMA

                             By Circulation

             UPON perusing papers the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

             Delay of 12 days in filing the review petition is

    condoned.

             The   review petition is dismissed in terms of the

     signed order.

                                                      (KALYANI GUPTA)
                                                          SR. P.A.
[SIGNED ORDER IS PLACED ON THE FILE.]
                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                        CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                   REVIEW PEITTION (C) NO. 1249 OF 2007
                                    IN
               SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO. 20037 OF 2006

ANIL KUMAR                                           .....            PETITIONER

                                        VERSUS

TORMAL CHAGUNLAL VAIDYA                              .....            RESPONDENT

                                      O R D E R



             Delay of 12 days in filing the review petition is

    condoned.

             The present review petition has been filed seeking

    review    of   order     dated    11th    December,      2006,   whereby   the

    special     leave      petition     filed        by   the   petitioner     was

    dismissed.

             Having   gone    through        the    review   petition   and    its

    connected documents, we do not see any reason to review the

    aforementioned order.        The review petition is, accordingly,

    dismissed.

                                                   .....................J
                                                   [G.S. SINGHVI]

                                                   .....................J
                    [DR. MUKUNDAKAM SHARMA]

NEW DELHI
OCTOBER 27, 2009.


