
*ITEM NO.14                        COURT NO.11                    SECTION IVA

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

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2010
                                                    (CC 8840/2010)

(From the judgement and order dated 21/03/2007 in WA No. 1656/2006
and 10/03/2010 in RP No. 232/2008 in WA No. 1656/2006 of The HIGH
COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

N.A.JAYARAM RAO                                                      Petitioner(s)

                      VERSUS

SBI & ANR                                                            Respondent(s)

With I.A.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)

Date: 08/07/2010          This Petition was called on for hearing today.

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

For Petitioner(s)           Mr. Naresh Kumar,Adv.
                            Mr. Sanjeev K. Bhardwaj,Adv.
                            Mrs. Lalita Kaushik,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R
                     This petition is directed against judgment
             dated        21.3.2007    of   the     Division         Bench    of
             Karnataka High Court in Writ Appeal No.1656 of
             2006 and order dated 10.3.2010 passed in Review
             Petition No. 232 of 2008.                The petitioner has
             also filed an application for condonation of 1072
             days delay.
                     We    have   heard     learned        counsel    for    the
             petitioner and perused the record including the
             application       for    condonation     of    delay.      In   our
             view, the explanation given by the petitioner for
     not filing the special leave petition within the
     prescribed     period        of    limitation    is      wholly
     unsatisfactory.       The fact that the petitioner was
     pursuing    the     remedy    of   review    cannot   justify
     condonation of the delay of more than three years
     because the review petition was filed after one
     year and three months of the dismissal of the
     writ appeal.
          For      the     reasons       stated      above,     the
     petitioner’s prayer for condonation of delay is
     rejected     and    the   special     leave     petition    is
     dismissed as barred by time.

( Ravi Arora )                               ( Phoolan Wati Arora )
   Sr. P.A.                                       Court Master


