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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

Review Petition No.42 of 2017

1. South Eastern  Coalfields  Limited,  through Chairman-cum-
Managing  Director,  South  Eastern  Coalfields  Limited, 
Seepat Road, Bilaspur (C.G.)

2. General Manager, Hasdeo Area, South Eastern Coalfields 
Limited, South Jhagrakhand, District Koriya (C.G.)

3. Deputy General Manager (Personnel), Hasdeo Area, South 
Eastern  Coalfields  Limited,  South  Jhagrakhand,  District 
Koriya (C.G.)

4. Senior  Manager  (Mines),  Hasdeo  Area,  South  Eastern 
Coalfields  Limited,  Palkimada  Colliery,  Jhagrakhand  Sub 
Area,  Hasdeo  Area,  West  Jagrakhand  Colliery,  District 
Koriya (C.G.)

5. Chief of Medical Services, South Eastern Coalfields Limited, 
Seepat Road, Bilaspur (C.G.)

(Respondents)
---- Petitioners

Versus

1. Uday Narayan Singh, S/o late Kehshav Singh, aged about 
60 years, R/o South Jhagrakhand Colliery, New Ledri Ward 
No.6,  Quarter  No.4,  Tahsil  Manendragarh,  P.S. 
Jhagrakhand, District Koriya (C.G.)

2. Pradeep  Kumar  Singh,  S/o  Uday  Narayan  Singh,  aged 
about 26 years, R/o South Jhagrakhand Colliery, New Ledri 
Ward  No.6,  Quarter  No.4,  Tahsil  Manendragarh,  P.S. 
Jhagrakhand, District Koriya (C.G.)

(Petitioners)
---- Respondents

For Petitioners: Dr. N.K. Shukla, Senior Advocate with 
Mr. V.R. Tiwari, Advocate.

For Respondents: Mr. Chandresh Shrivastava, Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board

10/04/2017
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1. South  Eastern  Coalfields  Limited  (SECL)  has  filed 

application for  review against  the order dated 25-10-2016 

passed by this Court in W.P.(S)No.5865/2016.  Operative 

portion of the order states as under: -

“(2) Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the 
petitioners submits that the application in terms 
of  Clause  9.4.0  of  National  Coal  Wage 
Agreement-IX  for  dependent  employment  in 
favour  of  the  petitioner  No.2  is  pending 
consideration before the Respondent-SECL and 
therefore, a direction may be issued to the said 
authorities  to  consider  and  decide  the  same 
expeditiously.  

(3) In  view  of  above,  Respondent-SECL  is 
directed to consider and decide on the pending 
application  filed  by  the  petitioners  and  if 
necessary, the petitioner No.1 will be subjected 
for  screening  by  the  medical  board,  and 
appropriate decision will be taken thereafter.

(4) With  the  aforesaid  observation,  the  writ 
petition stands finally disposed of.  No order as 
to cost(s).”

2. This Court has only directed SECL to consider the decide 

the  pending  application  in  terms  of  clause  9.4.0  of  the 

National  Coal  Wage  Agreement-IX  for  dependent 

employment and has only said that if necessary, petitioner 

No.1 therein will be subjected for screening by the Medical 

Board.  I do not find any error on the face of record.  The 

review petition  is  accordingly  dismissed.   No  order  as  to 

costs.

 Sd/- 
(Sanjay K. Agrawal)       

Judge
Soma


