
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.2321 of 2019

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.14747 of 2018

======================================================
1. The Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Through Chief Engineer BSNL Electrical

Zone  3rd  Floor,  C.T.O.  Building,  Sanchar  Parisar,  Budh  Marg,  Patna
800001.

2. The Superintendent Engineer (E), BSNL Electrical Zone 3rd Floor, C.T.O.
Building, Sanchar Parisar, Budh Marg, Patna 800001.

3. The Executive Engineer E.B.S.N.L. Electrical Division, Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

M/s Amit Electric and Refrigeration Muzaffarpur, Amit Kumar (Proprietor)
Son of Mahendra Prasad, Resident of Mohalla- Sri Ram Nagar, Brahampur,
Near P.H.E.D. Office, Muzaffarpur, P.S.- Brahmpur, District- Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mrs.Nutan Sahay
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Nachiketa Jha
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

2 28-06-2019 This application has been preferred for modification

of  the  part  of  the  order  dated  15.03.2019  passed  in  CWJC

No.14747 of 2018. The relevant part reads as under:-

“Let  the  entire  matter  be  brought  to  the
notice of  the competent authority  having a final
say in these matters in the corporate office of the
BSNL. The Chief Engineer (respondent no.1) shall
send all these issues to be looked into by the said
competent  authority  within  a  period  of  30  days
from the date of  receipt/production of  a copy of
this order who will  take an appropriate view on
these  issues  within  a  period  of  sixty  days
thereafter.”

  

It is stated that the respondent no.1 has sent the matter

to the office of the competent authority in the corporate office
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vide letter dated 27.03.2019 and 29.03.2019 for compliance, but

because it pertains to review of the policy decision for which

exhaustive details and feedback are required to be obtained from

all  the field officers  and detail  deliberation is  required,  some

more  time  is  required  to  be  granted.  The  petitioner  has,

therefore, prayed for extension of prescribed 60 days time by at

least another 90 days.

In  the  facts  and  circumstances  stated  in  the

application,  60  days  time  fixed  in  the  order,  as  quoted

hereinabove, is hereby extended by another 90 days, meaning

thereby that the competent authority in the corporate office must

take an appropriate view on the issues by 30th July, 2019. 

This application stands disposed off.
    

arvind/-
(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)

U


