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NevvOelhi. this toe 21st Oay of Feb..i995

Hol'̂ P tmr MEIVlBEq(j)•T, THIRUVENGQUM ,iyiEM BER{ a)

Ali Jan
s/o shri Noor Mohd,

Babu Park,
Kotla Mubardkpur,
Nevi/ Delhi- no 003,-

(ByMs Bharti Sharma proxv forMrs. Rani Ghhabra)| ^
Appli canti

Versus

Union of India through
1» ^®cret;^"y,

DeSn^of°l fornication,L^®^®^Ounication.,^nchar Bh awan,

2» ^sistant Engineer.
Group Exchange,

|£yMrs. Raj Kumarl Chopra, Advocate)

JUD_g^EI^(<RAi)

JiaigER

Res pondents

The applicant harboured nrio
Of his ser • srievance of terminationJ hrs servrce .rth^t epsMying toe revisions of 1,0. Act
^^47 a. aletter dated 2and APril.i9s7 of the Telec.
dPartoent. Anotice «as issued to toe respor^ents anJ

«aj K^ari o,c^, toe respondents and
opposed the admission ta.ing objection toat the applicant
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imllar case before the Labour Court
under oection 10 of the IdJ. Act 1947 .a,i ^ •

t 1947 which IS registered
as L-40012/201/92.

2. Ms. 'Eharti Shanoa aRoears for Mrs. Rani Chhabra counsel
fdr the applicant and states that in view of the fact that
a svsrlar catter is pending before the Labour Court, she

/ permitted to w/ithdraw the application, Mrs. RajKumari
^opra pointed out thi3+ u ^out that she has been taking this objection
- en toe case cace up for hearing on admission before this
Bench. Learned counsel for the respondent's also point«l
Out earlier that the present Aoni-? 4-;
/ not maintainablea^ e applicant has concealed the materiel arys •

marerial and important
fact from the notice of this TriK„r. 1 —i

^""51 and made false statement
Para No. 7 of the Original Application where it is

stated toat at pmesent no other matter similar to toe
roltef Of the ftesent Application is peeing in any other
Bench or Court,

Since the applicant is withdrawing this application.
the application is dismissed aS withdrawan wlto no order as,
to costs,^
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( p. T,THIRUVEH23UM)
MaviB&( A) (J.P. .SH.ARMA)

MEIV1BER( J)
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