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TELECOM REGULATORY AUTH. OF | NDI A Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

B.S.N. L. ETC ETC Respondent ( s)

(For directions and office report)

Date: 29/07/2011 These Matters were called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER



On 4t h February, 2011, the Court passed the
foll owi ng Order:

"Adnit.
As far as interimrelief is
concer ned, time is given to the

appel lant to inplenent the decision of
TDSAT within a further period of four
mont hs fromtoday w thout prejudice to
the rights and contentions of the
parties."

Interlocutory Application Nos.12-22 of 2011
are preferred by the Tel ecom Regul atory Authority
of I ndi a [*TRAI", for short] for
nmodi fication/clarification.

This Court has admitted the G vil Appeals
filed by TRAI. Before taking up the nmatter for
final hearing, this Court would |ike the Regul ator
to conpute the 1UC with the inclusion of capita
cost and without inclusion of the capital cost.
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In this case, t he TRAI, whi ch is t he
original Authority, has taken the view as a matter
of law regul ation that capital cost should not be
taken into account in the matter of fixation of
| UC, whereas the Tel ecom Di sputes Settlenment and
Appel late Tribunal [*TDSAT', for short] has taken a
contrary view saying that the capital cost should
be taken into account in the matter of fixation of
I UC. Therefore, we want the Regulator to give us
the conputation of the 1UC to be worked out on both
the basis, nanely, what would be the IUC if capita
cost is taken into account and what woul d be the
IUCif the capital cost is not taken into account?
Thi s exercise needs to be done by the Regul ator at
the earliest. We once again, therefore, direct the
service providers/operators to give the data to the
Regul ator in order to enable it to conplete the
exerci se above-nentioned as early as possible. It
is made cl ear that the Regulator will give its
wor ki ng uni nfl uenced by the observations made in
t he i mpugned j udgment by the TDSAT. The Regul at or
will give its working by 31st COctober, 2011.

Accordingly, the Interlocutory Applications
stand di sposed of.

The Cvil Appeal s be listed for further
orders after the Report is received

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



