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Ori inal plication No.1601 of 19<;'9.

I-bn 'ble l,ir.Juscice ~ .~- .K. Trivedi, Vice- na ir man,
t.!.<2.D..'.b.:!:£. Jjj£..!-i .!p.~"...1.iYJ.u.L.i., _. (f~rnbe r;-.J...

~ur,;:,j Pal
son of ~ri Jali~ ~ins:

:>sia~;H,t of iJc.trbari .l..ul lJh~ya\Jdli Gali
).vohal1€l arda Nagar, uistrict Saharan ur •

...... .... •lic .....rrt ,

bv n~WJC Ite : ~ri • '-. Ast han., ).
Versus.

1. Th~ Union of India,
through the S9cretar~r,
P·.linistry of Te Ls corn epart,.2nt,
Joor Sanc ba r Bhawan , New e Ihi.

2. The Uirector Ganera1,
Te Lecommundc at-ion, Door Sane hir Bhawan ,
NEHJ Delhi.

3. Th2 Dej.-uty .Jirector ( ersonne1)
In t he office of We uty Director Gener31
Te Ie co mmun.ice cLon , uoor ~aneh,jr Chc.<\Jun,
I.JeV e lhi.

4. I e l.Jh~",f Cene.r a L :,s1Ddger: Telecom U••
2- st vire La , .L..ueknc,\IJ.

• he ,.)erAfty .~ ne ' ••1 •.•...Ih'ser (,' 1,1)
vffiee of ~hief ::> eral H n-'ger, e Lecom ,

• • 2<..st L.irc 1 ..., Luc kn.w,

6. Gnief Gen2ral i.l:.ln.;.s.,er,
fe Ie co nmun Lc-, ciun, 0e hr eoun,

7. [he G2neral i,Dna<jer,
Ie Lac o: nun Ic ct Io n , ~aharcnHlr •

• • • • • • • •. i;: s,tJondon t s ,

(By ovoc ct.e : 'i "{.C. Joshi)

n E .-.••• - --t"-. .....•.•_

(I-bn 'ble ;;lr.Justice R. ",•• Tr Lvcd.i , V.C.)

w Y t hi sO. ., f i 1 under section 19 of doinistrative

''cr Lbu: aLs t 19, aJ. Lic arrt has .raye for relief
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against te Ie cornmm Ic at.Lon der,art.n;:mt which has now been

converted into a Corr;;(lration known as Bharat Sanchar lJigam

Ltd (in short B.S.N.,L). This Tribunal has rYJ jurisdiction

to hsar the d i.sj.u te dgi;dnst B.•!J.N.L. as no notification

unae r section 14 (2) of, l!linistr.Jtive Tribunals ('\ct 1985

has been issued by Ce ":1.:ral GovernfTk~t , In t he c Lrcut.st anc a s

the U.M. is not lego lly. rna.int aLnab Ie ,

2. . ha 1e90.1 ~.osition in this regard has been well

settled by the judgmentsof lJivision Bench of Hon 'ble

Delhi High Court in c ase of Sri Rarn Gopal Verma Vs.

Union of Lndi.a &Ors re,,)orted in 2002 (r ) .•I.S.L.J

352 and rbn 'ble Bombay High Court in case of Bharat

Sanc har Nigam Ltd. Vs. A.R. atil 8. Ors reported in

2002 (3) A.I.J Page-I.

3. In the circumstances, the O.i"\. is dismissed as nut

maLrt.a.inab Ie , Ire a1klicdnt may rvise his grievance

1'10 or oar as to costs.

Vice-Chairman.

Manish/-


