
dCHAMBER MATTER-IV                                         SECTION IVB

               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).2331-2332/2010)
 IN
S.L.P. CIVIL NOS.20136-20137 OF 2010

ASHOK KUMAR AGARWAL                             Petitioner(s)

                          VERSUS

ANJU RAJE                                    Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing review petition, oral hearing,
permission to adduce additional evidence, exemption from filing
official english translation, taking action against respondent for
filing false affidavits etc.)

Date: 25/01/2011    This Petition was circulated today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

By Circulation

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

                 The prayer for oral hearing is rejected.

                 Delay condoned.

                 The Review Petitions are dismissed.

            (Rajesh Dham)                        (Venna Khera)
             Court Master                         Court Master
                [Signed Order is placed on the File]
                      IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                      CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                      REVIEW PETITION (C) NO(s).2331-2332/2010)
                              IN
                      S.L.P. CIVIL NOS.20136-20137 OF 2010

ASHOK KUMAR AGARWAL                               Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

ANJU RAJE                                         Respondent(s)

                           O R D E R

         The prayer for oral hearing is rejected.



         Delay condoned.

         The present review petition has been filed seeking

review    of   this     Court’s   Order   dated   16th   July,    2010

dismissing the special leave petitions.

         We have carefully gone through the review petitions

and the papers connected therewith.           We do not find any

error apparent on the face of the record which calls for

review of the aforesaid order.

         The review petitions are dismissed accordingly.

                                  ......................J.
                                  [MARKANDEY KATJU]

NEW DELHI;                        ......................J.
JANUARY 25, 2011.                 [T.S. THAKUR]


