
\204CHAMBER MATTER                                                SECTION XII

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

R.P. (C) NOS. 1612-1613/2011 IN SLP (C) NOS. 21967-21968 OF 2010

SUSHILA                                              Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

SHANTI KAWARBAI AND ORS.                             Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing review petitions and office
report )

Date: 25/08/2011    These Petitions were circulated today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASOK KUMAR GANGULY

                        By circulation

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

               The Review Petitions are dismissed in terms of signed
     order.

           (Pardeep Kumar)                      (Phoolan Wati Arora)
             Court Master                              Court Master
                 [SIGNED ORDER IS PLACED ON THE FILE ]
                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                        CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                 REVIEW PETITION (C) NOS. 1612-1613 OF 2011

                                     IN

               SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION NOS. 21967-21968 of 2010

SUSHILA                                                 ...PETITIONER

                                   Versus

SHANTI KAWARBAI AND OTHERS                              ...RESPONDENTS

                                    ORDER

          These petitions have been filed for review of order dated

  26.8.2010 passed in S.L.P. (C) Nos. 21967-21968 of 2010.

          There is an inordinate delay of 214 days in filing the

  Review Petitions.     We are not satisfied by the explanation offered



  for the same.     The Review Petitions are, therefore, liable to be

  dismissed on the ground of delay itself.

           Even on merits, we are convinced that the order of which

  review has been sought does not suffer from any error apparent

  warranting its reconsideration.      Hence, the Review Petitions are

  dismissed.

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

                                             ....................J.
                                              [ASOK KUMAR GANGULY]
   NEW DELHI,
   AUGUST 25, 2011.


