
‘CHAMBER MATTER                                     SECTION XV

              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. 891/2010
IN
CIVIL APPEAL NO. 2476/2003

U.P.STATE SUGAR CORPN. LTD. & ORS.         Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

S.T. KHAN                                   Respondent(s)

(with appln(s) for c/delay in filing the review petition and stay
and exemption from filing OT)

Date: 06/05/2010    These Petitions were circulated today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASOK KUMAR GANGULY

By Circulation

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

               Delay condoned.

               The Review Petition is dismissed.

      (Parveen Kr. Chawla)                       (Indu Satija)
          Court Master                            Court Master

               [Signed Order is placed on the File]
                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                      CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                      REVIEW PETITION (C) NO. 891/2010
                                   IN
                      CIVIL APPEAL NO. 2476/2003

U.P.STATE SUGAR CORPN. LTD. & ORS.
Petitioner(s)

   VERSUS

S.T. KHAN                                              Respondent(s)

                              ORDER

            Delay condoned.



            This Review Petition     has been filed seeking review of this

Court’s order dated 11th August, 2009 disposing of the appeal by directing

to pay another sum of Rs.1,00,000/-(rupees one lakh only) on account of

medical reimbursement in addition to a sum of Rs.95,000/- (rupees ninty

five thousand) which was directed to be paid by way of interim measure.

            One of the points taken for claiming review of the aforesaid

order is that the workmen of the petitioner-Corporation working in factories

are demanding similar benefits of medical reimbursement as has been

given to the respondent herein as per 1988 Rules by claiming that the

Allahabad High Court settled the law on the point. We reiterate that while

disposing of the appeal, the question of law was kept open by this Court.

Hence, we do not find any error apparent on the face of the record which

calls for review
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of the aforesaid order.

           The review petition is, accordingly, dismissed.

                                                     .....................................J.
                                                  (MARKANDEY KATJU)

                                                ........................................J.
                                              (ASOK KUMAR GANGULY)
NEW DELHI;
MAY 06, 2010


