
²CHAM B E R MAT T E R                                                      S EC T I O N II

            S UP R E M E COUR T OF I N D I A
                   R ECO R D OF P R OC E E D I N G S

R E V I E W P E T I T I O N (CRL.) NO.3 4 5 OF 2 0 0 7
IN
S.L. P .(C R L) N O. 4 1 5 8 / 2 0 0 4

SH E I K H MOHD.ZA K R I A                                      Petitioner(s)

                     VE R S U S

STA T E OF ANDH R A P R A D E S H                                  Respondent(s)

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

Date: 1 1 / 1 2 / 2 0 0 7   This Petition was circulated today.

CORA M :
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E ASHO K BHA N
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E S.B. SIN H A
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E R.V. RAV E E N D R A N

                                         B Y CIRCUL A T I O N

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

                    The Review Petition is dismissed on the ground of delay as well
       as on merits.

               (Subhash Chander)                                     (Kanwal Singh)
                  Court Master                                        Court Master

                                  [Signed order is placed on the file]
                       IN TH E SU P R E M E COURT OF INDI A

                     CRIM I N A L A P P E L L A T E JUR I S D I C T I O N

                   R E V I E W P E T I T I O N(C R L .)N O. 3 4 5 OF 2 0 0 7
                                                IN
            S P E C I A L L E A V E P E T I T I O N(C R L .) NO. 4 1 5 8 OF 2 0 0 4

Sheikh Mohd. Zakria                                      .....P etitioner

            Versus

State of Andhra P r adesh                    .....Respondent

                                          OR D E R

            This review petition has been preferred by petitioner (petitioner

no.2 in the Special Leave Petition) for reviewing our order dated 3 0                  th



August 2 0 0 4       whereby the Special Leave Petition preferred by three

accused was dismissed.

            There is an inordinate delay of 1 0 0 1 days in filing the review

petition.    We are not satisfied by the explanation offered for the delay.

The review petition is, therefore, liable to be dismissed on the ground of

delay itself.    Even on merits, we do not find any ground to entertain the

review petition.         The review petition is, accordingly, dismissed on the

ground of delay as well as on merits.

                                                                       Sd/-
                                                         ........................J .
                                                         [ASHO K BHA N]

                                                                       Sd/-
                                                         ........................J .
                                                         [S.B. SIN H A]
                                        Sd/-
New Delhi.                ........................J .
December 1 1, 2 0 0 7 .   [R.V. RAV E E N D R A N ]


