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IN THE CE~1l'~;.L ADt1I!'!!STP .. AT I".JE "rRIBU~ti1.L: 

JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

* * * 
OA No. 321/1996 Date of or,fter: 6-8-1997 

Topan Da.s S/o Shri Prita.m nas employed on the post of Tea 

Ma.ker in T .o .M., office, Ajner. · 

•• Applicant 

versus 

1 • Union, Gf Ini 4 thrt,)U:;Jh Se,~l:et~ry to }1inist r-t of 

communication, l)!":partment of ·rel•~c~">m, Sanchar Bhawan, 

New Delhi. 

2. Chief General M3.nager, Telec,:->rn, Rajasthan Circle, 

Jaip\lr. 

3. The Secretarl', Tiffin Room, Office of the Telecom 

D istr ict Manager, Aj mer District, Aj ne r • 

• • Respon:lents 

Mr. Shiv :Ku.nr.ir, counsel for the applicant 

Y~. Mukundi Lal, $DE (Lii;}gal ), dep,:lrtrTE~ntal represent at i,te 
for the 'respon1ents. 

CORAM&. - ·-
Hon 'ble Z.lr •. Gopa.l Krishna., Vice Chairman 

Hon'ble Mr. O.P.Sharn·a., Administrative Member 

ORDER - .... -~._ 

Applicant, T·!)pan oas, has filed this a~plic.ation 1.1n:.'ier 

Sect ivn 19 of the Ad.ministrative Tri.otlnals Act, 1985, l\ssailing 

the impugned decision t.lated 16•2-96 at Aml.Al and the order 

dated 17-5-96 at Ann.A2. 

2. We have heard the learned cot.tnsel for the applicant and 

Shri M11'kund.i Lal, SDE (tegall, departmental representative for 

the resporrlents. 

3. It has been stated by the 19arned counsel for the 

applicant and the departll'e ntal representative that the services 

of the applicant on· the post of Tea t-1a kE~r has been regul-:trised 

by an order dated 21-5-97. we are of the v:iew that this 

C.r)q~f,J.( applicatio:-n has bec•:~me infruct'.lons. It is, therefore, dismissed 
.. 
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as~~1Qme infr1.1ctuous .,,ith no ord•.r:r as to costs. 

0~ 
( o. P .s~arma > 

Administrative ~Jember 

0~~,_., . 
(Gopal J<:r'ishna) 

Vice Chairman 


