. CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
ERNAKULAM BENCH

O.A.NOS.1o47/dO 1280/00, 1291/00{,'1302/00,
1322/00, ~1330/00. 1335/00, 8/2001, 108/01,
‘111/01 220/01, 21/01 and 311/01. -

- - Wednesdav th1s the 20th day of March 5002
CORAM o o .

. HON’BLE MR.A.V. HARIDASAN VlCE CHAlRMAN o
_ HON BLE MR T.N.T. NAYAR ADMINISTRATIVF MFMBER

a'O.A.1347/OO.,

1. "A.Velu, Grade 1V,
L Chief Telegram Master CTO.,_ -
»Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd. Ca11cut
2. PP Ayyappan. Grade v, o
» Chief Telegram Master, CTO
Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd.
' PaTakkad : ,

3. V. Sugathan, Grade IV' _
Chief Telegram Master, CTO,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltds / :
Thiruvananthapuram. , App]1cant
(By Advocate Shri P.N. Purushothama Kaimal)
jRVS; i
1. " Union of India represented by
D1rector General, Bharat- Sanchar

 Nigam Ltd., Ashoka Road,
- Sanchar Bhavan, New Delhi.

2. . The &i?ef Geneeat Maﬂud&r‘

' - Bharat Sanchar Nigam. Ltd.
Kerala Te1ecommunwcat1ons
-Th1ruvanantha0uram—oa

3. Principal General Manager, Telecom,
' - Bharat - Sanchar Nigam'Ltd . o
- Cochin-16. ©© Respondents

(By Advocate Mr C RaJendran (SCGSC)

0.A.1290/00% . | |
" op. Rav1ndran, Ch1ef fechnical Off1cer,

.Ccircle Telecom Tra1n1ng Centre, e v
. “Trivandrum. ) . Applicant
ﬁ"(By Advocate Shr1 M.R. RaJendran Nair) - ' o

Vs,

1321/00,

110/01,
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1. ~Union of .India, represented by
o Secretary to Government. of ;nd.af
Ministry of Commun1cat1ons
New Deihi.

2.  The Chief General Manager,
‘Bharat Sanchar Nigam L1m.ued
Tr1vandrum .

3. Tne‘uenera1 Manager,
' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limitad,
Trivandrum Secondary Sw1tch1ng Area,
Tr1vandrum ~ Respondents
(By Advocate Ms. ' P.vani, ACGSC).

0.A.1291/00:

K.Vidwakaran,

- Chief Technical Off1cer.

Circle Telecom ‘Training Centre, ' )
Trivandrum, , ’ Appliicant .
(By Advocate Mr. MR Rajendran Nair)

Vs ‘
1. Uhion bf India. reoresented by
Secretary to Government of India.
Ministry of Te1ecommun1catwons,
New De7h1
2. The Chief General Manager,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam L1m1ted
Travandrum
"3, Tne General Manager,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited.
Trivandrun Sccondary Switching Area, ‘
. Trivandrum. - S Respondents
(By Advocate Shri T.C.Krishna, ACGSC) ' o

‘0.A.1802/00: :

"B.Savithri, W/o P. Ragappan

Chief Sectwon Supervisor,

Office of the Deputy Genera1 Manager (Urban)
Thiruvananthapuram-4. Applicant
(By Advocate Shri Sas1dharan Chempaghanth1y1l)_

Vs.
1. " Deputy ‘General Manager,
... {(Planning and Adm1n1strat1on)
. Telecom District,
MigfrfvTh1ruvananthapuram~2a.

N
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u23,'m General Manager, Telecom D1st.1ct
Th1ruvananthapuram ~2o.
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Director, General, :
. Telecom Department, New .Delhi.
4. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited,
-represented by its Chairman, New Delhi.

5. - Union of India,. represented by its
C Secretary, M1n1stry of Communications,
New Delh1. X _ Respondents

(By Advoudte Shr1 C Ra1endran &QLSC
O A, 1a21/00

A.vVanajakshy, W/o vwswambharan
. Chief Te1ephone Superv.sor

Office of the Divisional Engineer,

(Trunks and Special Service), o ’
Thiruvananthapuram. - . App11cant
, (By Advocate Shri aas1dharan Chempazhanthiyil)}

Vs, .

1. Deputy'Chiéf General Manager,
(Planning and Adm1nwstrat10n)
Telecom District, B.S.N. L.
Thwruvananthapuram—23
2. S Genera]vManager. Teiecom D1str1ct
B.S.N.L. Th1ruvananthaouram
3;‘, Dwrector pcnera? :
Telecom- anartment New De]h1
4. _  Unhion of India. represented by 1ts , _
Secretary, Ministry of SRR ' o
~Commuhicat70ﬂs ‘New.Deinhi. ' ' '
5. » ‘ P%a "ﬁ’Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by

- its Chairman, New Delhi. . -~ Resoondents
(By Advoba e Shri R.Madanan Pillai, ACGSCY

~

_o.A.1322/oo:

A 'TA Narayvanan, Grade IV, CT0,

Bharat Sanchar N1gam Lttd., Aluva.
2. ',Smt Rosamma Pdu1ose, ‘Grade IV CTO
: ~ - _Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd

, Cochin-16. “:> App11cants
yfAdvocate Shri P. N Purushothama Kaimai)



4.

1o Union of - Ind1a reoresented bv
Director General,
Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd
Ashoka Road; Sanchar Ehavan,
New De1h1

2. The Ohief-@enera1 Manager, = .
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., .«
Kerala Teiecommunicaticnsy : .
Thiruvananthapuram. =~ _

[€N]

Principal General. Manager. Telecom,

Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd. ' , : .

Cochin-16. Raspondents
(BY Advocate Shr, K.R. RaJkumar ACGSC)

0.A.1330/2000:

M.Suseela.. D/o K. Padmanabhan Kan1
Chief Telephone Supervisor, .

Office of the Sub Divisional Eng1neer
Trunks. Central Telephone Exchange, :
Thiruvananthapuram. ) App11cant
(BRy Advocate Shr1 Sasidharan Chempazhanth1y31)

1

_ Vs. .

1. . Deputy Genera] Manager,
(Planning and Adm1n1strat1un),
B.S.N.L., Telecom District,
Thiruvananthapuram423; o

2. Genera1 Manager, Telecomn Dfstrigt,
s ~B:S.N.L. Tblruvananthapuram 23.

Director Genera1 'e1eﬂom uepartmert
B.S.N.L., New De1h1

w

4. Union of India, represented by its
- ' Secretary. Ministry of Commudwcatwons,
New Deihi. :

5. ' Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd., represented

by its Chairman, ’ o S

New Delhi. ; ' ©  Respondents
(By Advocate shri C. Rayendran, SCGSC)

O.A. 1335/00.

K. Omana. W/o Sas1dharan,
_Chief Telephonhe Supervisor,
v 0°fmce ‘6f the Sub Divisiohal Enginheei",

;{\ Kaithamukku, Thiruvananthapuram. e Appiicéni
;{ (By Advocate Shri. Sas1dharan Chempazhanth7y11)
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Vs.

1. ‘Deputy General -Manager,
“(Planning and Administration),
B.S.N.L.. Telecom District. .
Thiruvananthapuram.

2.,  Genefal Manager, Telecom District,

: B.3.N.L.. Thiruvananthapuram -23.
3. Director Generai, Telecom Deoartment;
: B.8.N.L., New Detlhi.

4. Union of India. representad by its 4
Secretary, Ministry of Communications,
New Delhi. : "

5. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by

v its Chairman, New Delhi. Respondents
(By Advocate Shri C.Rajendran, SCGSC)

0.A.8/2001:

M.N.Damodaran.

Chief Telephone Supervisor, o 4 : _
Trunk Exchange, Kottayam. : “Applicant
(By Advocate Shri M.R.Rajendran Nair) :

Vs.

1. Union of India, represented by .its
‘ Secretary to Government of India,
, Ministry of Comunications, New Delhi.
2. Rharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. represented by
- the Chief General Manager Keraija Circle, -
-Tr1vandrum :
3. The Fenera1 Manaqer, Tececom District,

\ottavam-686 001 Respondeﬁts
{By Advocate Shri T. Krl hna, AC SC;

O.A{ 108/01

K .Madhavan,
Chief Section Superv1eor, _
Office of the General Manager, :
Telecom, Kollam. ' . . Applicant
(By Advobate Shri- Sas1dharan Chempazhanth1y11)

”“Geherai Manager,
“Telecom District, .
Bharat Qanchar N1gam Ltd Ko1?am.“




.6.

‘2;- _Dwrector General, |e1ecom District.
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., New Delhi.

3. Un1on of India represented by its
Secretary, N}h?qt'y of Pommuniratwons,
New Delhi. : .

4. Bharan Sanchar Nigam itd.. reprasented by

its Chairman. New Delni.

B, .~ P.Mohammed Basheer. Senior Telecom
' ‘ Office Assistant (G). Office of the
General Manager. Telecom,

Bharat ‘Sanchar Nigam Ltd., = -

' - Koilam. , ‘ © ' Respondents

. :(By Advocate shri P.Vijayakumar, ACGSC (R.1-4))

) O.A.110/O1:

K.K.Lakshmi, W/0o Gangadharan,

Chief Telephone -Supervisor, - . -
Auto Exchange, Kottarakara. -~ Applicant
(By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanthiyil)

Ve.
1. General Manager, Telecom District.
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd‘, ho11an
- 2. . . Director qenera1 . :
' ‘Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd New Delhi.
3. union of India'repreSented by its ‘
Secretary, Ministry of Communications,
- New Delhi. : . :
4. - .. .Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd;,'represented”
- by its Chairman. New. Delhi. '
- P.K.Omana. Senior Telecom Office-

Assistant (P), Office of the Sub
~ Divisional Engineer (7D & MQR),
Ke1tam. Respondents
'(By Advocate Shr1 M.R. Quresh ACGSC (R 1-4) '

0.A.111/01: R

S.Karunakaran, : ' 7

Chief Telephone SUDSFVTSOF, '

~ Office of the Divisional Engineer, S
Phones (Internal), Kottarakara. ~Applicant
{By Advocate ShriﬁSasjdharén_Chempazhanth1y11)
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1. ‘General Manager, Telecom District,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam itd.. Kollam.

2. Director General, : » .
: Bharat Sanchar. Nigam Ltd. New Deihi

3. . Unlon of Indwa represented by its Secretary,
' 'M1n18ury of Commun1ca*10ne, New PDelhi.

4. Bharat Sanchar- Nigam Ltd. represented bv
its. Cha1rman New Delhi.

5. K.Rajan, Senior Te?ecom OsF1ce Assistant(P),
-Office of the Sub Divisional Engineer
: (TD & MDF), Kollam. ‘ ‘Respondents
(By Advocate C.Rajendran, SCGSC (R:1-4) - -
C.A.220/01%
i.  PK Krishnan. Grade IVf

Senior Telephone Supervisor,
‘Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.., Muttom.

2. K.A.Velayudhan, Grade IV, ‘
' © Senior Te1epnone Superviser,‘
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd
. Puthencruz. A Appl1canf
(By Advocate Shri PN Purushothama Ka;ma1) :

Vs,

1. _Unwon of India reoresented by D1rector Genera?
Bhatrat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan.'New Qé?hi.

2. ' The Chief General Manager,

harat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Kerala Telecommunications,
Thiruvananthaouram.

‘Principal General Manager,, Telecom,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., - . ‘ .
Cochin-18. .~ "Respondents
\By Advocate Shr1 C RaJendran, SCGESCH '

w

O A.221/01:
1. _v P.K. oekharan, Grade 1V,
“, Chief Technicéal Supervisor,
~ Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. Vyttila.

2. .K.M.Chandran, Grade 1V,
S Chief Technical Qucer!iee.,
. ~ Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. .
R Vyttila. o Aop11cants
e (Bv Advocate Shri P.N. Purushothama Ka1ma1)




Vs.
1. ~ ynion of India represented by Director General,

‘Bhart sanchar Nigam Limited,
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan. New Delhi.

2. The‘CHTGT General Manager,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Kerala Telecommunications,
Th1rUVanantnaouram

3. Principal Genera] Manager Telecom,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. _
Coch1n—16 A . ‘Respondents

(By Advocate Mrs .Chitra, ACGSC)-

011/01
TV Natini
Chief Telegram Master, urade 1v,

C.7.0., koch1—16 S v Applicant

(By- Advocate Shri P.N.Purushothama Kaimal)

Vs.

1."’ Union of India represented by D1rector
General. Bharat Sanchar Nwaam Ltd.
Ashoka Road Sanchat Bhann_ New Dp1h1
2...  The Oniet General Menager.

Bharat -Sanchar Nigam Ltd.
Kerala Te]ecommunwcat1ons,
Thiruvananthapuram.

Principal General Manager, Telecom.
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., C
Cochin~16. . . _ .+ .Respondénts

Gy -

(By Advocate Shra C. B Sreekumar. ACGSC)

‘The application having been heard on 20th March °002;
the Tribunal on’ the same day de11vered the following:



.9.
ORDER

- HON’BLE MR.A.V.,HARIDASAN, VICE CHAIRMAN_
‘lhe fects and fhe quest1on of law 1nvo]ved 1n ,311 these
cases are swmw?ar and therefore,, he 3@ cases are being heard and

disposed of by th18‘common order.

ATI these cases are‘the fali out of the -order of ther

N

Centrai Adm1nwstrat1ve Tr1buna1 Ahmedabad Bench 1in O.A. 23/96 and o

the »1etter» dated 5.9.97 issued by the Chief General Manager,

PR

Te?ecom Kera1a C1role on the bas1° of the above sa1d ru]1ng of

rtne-Ahmedabad Bench The apa11cants ih all these cases belonging
- to SC/STQ who had been promoted to urade Iv ef BCR " have heen Dy'
-.the 1mpugned -order »1n these cases-reverteu on.the basis'of the
ru11ng.ef'the Ahmedabad Bench of .the TrfbunaT-asveforesaid; . The
' appTﬁcante chal]enge -fheQe"ordere in  these app]icatiens on
similar grounds The facts in the 'ihd?Viduai'>aop?icatiens. are’

stated as under:

Q.A.1347/2000

1’)

3. The applicants 1 and ZMWere‘promoted w.e;f. 30.11.90. to
Grade IV of EQR and',phe Aepplicant\ No.2 was promoted w.e.f.
1.7;92,‘ Whi?e.they were.continuing_thuS on the oremoted post
they were ‘eerved with the impugned orders A4 and A5 reverting

them to BCR Grade III on a review of the Dronotion.te Grade IV of
~.ECR‘cenducted as-per Deoartmeni'ef;Teiieemmunication;e (DOT  for
’ehoht) Tettehf dated 8. v.éa. , Aggr.eved by th1s, the app}fcants
have f11ed th1s aop11cat1on seeking 'to' set as1de AFA te' the.

extentnwt‘affects the applicants 1 and 2 ‘and A5 as it affeCus the
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app11cant No. 2 deﬂ1aring that the aooiidants have every right to

vontwnub EEs t1= LOut of Grade TV of BCR.

4. Tne raspondents in their reply stnteme”t conteﬂd that the

Ahméda$%§' Hfﬁ:h of th&-TrﬁbumaE ﬁm 0.A.823/86 Jated 14.4;97.seek
to.juetifyfthe T”JQ ~ed order on The qranhd that Ahmedabad‘ Bench
has held ﬁhét thevﬁfﬁhoﬁpiss éf V“serv wonviQ not apoi 1cab1e for
Diacémeni. in ihé'éradé v BCR_as‘th@ same is not.a cromo**on and
théi'ihg %mpgcned ordér have'been‘ﬁ°"ued in terms of DOT’ s letter
imﬁ?ementiﬂg the d1recb1~ﬁb of the Tribuna1. It “has aiqo beeﬂ
cghteﬁdéé tbét‘*h? High Cou;t of Gujiarat. ‘has unner the Judgement

of the Ahmedabad Bench.

AL The appiicant., a nember Qf»the,Schedu?ed Caste community

was ‘promoced to Grade IV :f CR w.e. ¥, 1.1.95 by giving the

henetit ¢F rezervation. . Aagrisved by the impugned order dated-*

4.12!0& reverting the a?hf1cant“‘%¢m urﬁaeiv Lo G ade -IEI on‘ a -
revﬁewiaf-thg grumﬁﬁ;uﬁg 5 Grace ¥ Pursu .t to th? oot Tettér‘
déteg 2248f97>0% tkc"bas'ﬁ of re ﬁuﬁ "ent Ov the ﬂhmedbad Bench
of the Tfﬁbun;i_ in ﬁ'AWH57623f§G, ,he appi1ran+ has f1]ed th1s
apulicatﬁbn seeking to ént‘aééde A-1 dated 4.12.2000 and R-1
lettar dated 52.8.97 on the basis of which the imcugned order A-1
ras issued. |

5. . The responderts  In nh@'r rwniy ctatement seek to justify

‘thz impucned actich ofr the grounj‘ t“a; ‘the clacempnt in ,*he'

nigher scala of . BT woes not Amoun“ 0 oromot1on ca111ng for_'

shsarvance of the wor~st systam as haa-been held by the hmedabao
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Bench of the Tr1buna1 n O;A.623/95”wh1eh has‘beenvuphe1d by:'thea
Hon’ bje High .uourt {dfiGujarat,and‘as»;he.Hon;bfe‘High Court ofe
Kera1a‘hes eTsolin’tne ruling‘keoonted 1nVN G Prabhu ~and "anether
Ver The Hon’ble Chief iuct1ce aﬂd obhcre (1973 Lab IC 1399) held {
'Aihat Diacement {nz a’ thher eca?e dees not amount *3 Dromot1on‘
Awarrantlnq reservation for that There is no merxt in the C1a1m'
of the app11cant for Dlacement in urade IV Qf BeR Dromotron wh1ch'

[

‘ca11e for aagud1cat1on
0.A.1291/2000:

HTJV. The ‘applicant a member of the aehedu?ed Cas*e commun*ty;‘

was promoted to Grade v of -R w.e, f T 50 11 90 ngwnn the
‘benef1t of reservat1on, He is aggr1eved by the 1mpugned oruer
‘dated 4.12.2000 (A1) by 'Wh]CH he haSK.been‘,reverted., His

reoresentatienh,againet',ﬁhe~ reversion was'rejectednby Ali'ordef
placing reliance on the;{etter'cf the DOT dated 8.8. 97.whieh- was.
1issuedafn come{ianee wiih the Jugqement of the Ahmedabad Bench “of
‘;heAthe  Central Adm7n1etrat1ve Tr:huna! ~ The app?1cart nqs:;’
\ thenefOre f11ed this ap011nat10n bhaTTenq1ng A-1 to the exteni

1t affects h1m as also the A- 7 order

8. The respondents in their reply statement seek to justify

f the impugned action.on’the gkound that the'piécement in the Gréde

. IV of BCR does not amounf LO encmotlon as hac been he1d by the"'

'FAhmedabad Bench of CAT in O.A. 620/96 whwch has been uphe]d bv then

'Hon b1e H1oh Court of Gu]ara+‘ it has 8130 been contended tnat a -

‘,rUT] Bench of the Hon ble h1gh Couru of Kera}a in N.G.Prabhu Vs. - '
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" Chief Justice (1973 Lab 1IC 1399) has aTsol observed that’

upgradat1on to a h1qher pay Qcale does not amount to . promotion;

he respondents contand that the app]1cant is not ent1t1ed to the
. &

retiefs sougr *.

0.A.1302/00:

9. The anplicant who be]ongs to Schedu1ed Tr1be commun1tv was .

p”omoted to Grade ’of BCQ w.e.f. 1.1.95 giving her the -

14

nepef1ts of reservat1on ~While so, 'the' impugnied order dated

~

4.12.2000 was 1issued reverting her to Grade III.° Aggrieved by

that the apb]icént has filed this 'app1ication Seeking ‘te set

aéide the A- 5 order to the extent 1t affects her dec1ar1ng that
she e entitled to cont#nue in arade 1V under the 2nd resnondént

and for a"direction to take action according?y;

10. The respondents. in their rép1y statement séek to jﬁsfify
the. impugned aﬁtfon on the ground that-the‘blacement in Grade IV
~not being a promotioh as has been held by the Ahmeaabaa Bench in
O.A.623/96 wnich has been upheld by the Hon b1e H?gh court of

Gujarat, the action has been rightjy_takeﬁ"

0.A.1321/20007

11, The applicant be]ongéf'to Scheduled Tkibe community was

- ¢

promoted to BCR Grade IV w. e. F.1.1.92 g1v1ng her the benef1t of
reservat1on._ She is aggr1eved by the 1mpugned .order dated
- 4.12.2000 reVerting her to Grade III.  The applicant has,

.. therefore, filed this application seeking - to set aside the
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1mougned order to the extent it roWates to the apﬁ11cant and fo} .‘
a deCWahat1Qm that she is entitled to ba CO“t?ﬂUeG in urade IV
and for'.a direction to the .espohd@nts to take action

accordingly.

12. The respomdents seek to ]US*ffy the 1mpugned-drder on iﬁé
ground .that thg pTacement of the app rlicant in Grcde IV not De1nq
& pramotion. she was not entitled tor get the benerxt of
'reéervation. that the po1nt has, been ¢’ aerﬁed bv‘the_Ahmedabad'“
Bench of the Trwbuna1 1n G.A. 623/06 which nas been uphe1d by the
’lHon b]e Hagh Court of Gugara*a_aﬁd that the 1ma¢gnea order is

unexcebt1ona1.
O.A.1322/2000:

13, The abo?icante 1 & 2 be1ong1ng 'to “gcheduled - Tribe
.COMmuhﬁiy wére bromoted w,e,f...f.1.é3 and ‘1,4,35 ,respeétﬁvéiy
giving th= _benefit Qfgféservatjon s have fiied~thi$'aap}icatéom
chelienging the orde}s'dated 23.10;2060 éAb}. 'AB and A7 okdér
dated 27.11.2000 ‘by which ‘they were revp*teo to Grade ITI from,
Grade IV. They have f11ed_ this applwca?10ﬁ éha11enaing these

¢rders and for‘a‘deciaration'that they are ent1t1ed to oomt1nup o

in the post of Grade:Iv_BCR,: 

14 In the reply statement the'resaohdentsiseek to Just?fyﬂthe‘"
1m3uoned orders on the 'qround that the p?aéement of the_
p11cants 1n urade Iv BCR are ‘not. De1nq a promot1on,‘the rostar

for ;resgrvat1on was not appiwcab;a ~as has  been held by the

s



Ahmedabéd‘ Bench of the CAT invO,A.623/96 and therefore,, the
impugned action taken ﬁn-imoiementation,of ,the _aboye: judgément

cannot berfau1ted,

O.A;1°°0'7boo= |
15.; -The aapr.cant a member of the Schedu?ed Tribe was Dromoted
‘to Grade IV BCR w.e.f.1.1.92. Aggrweved-.by‘ the order dated
'4/12/2000 by ,which'she has been feverted-%rbm:the Dost of Grade .
IV of BCR to Gradé:III she has f11ed uh’S ano?;cat1on seeking to
}set aswde the - 1mougned order A -5 dec]ar1nq that she';'s entitled
- to e contwnued in Grade. Iv- and to direct the reqoondents to take
act1on accord1ng|y o | |

16;" Thé’résgondenté in their'rebiy stafement Contend that the
placemen; qf "~ the app11cant in Grade IV was not a Dromot1on and
therefore. the prihciples-of-reservation*was wrong?y “abp?ied"in
view of -thev'judqemént bf theu Ahmedabad Bench of the CAT in
_IQ,A.6 3/Q6 whwch have been unhe}d by the uuaarat H1gh Court, . the
agtioﬁ ‘he . heen rightly taker - It has been further contended
that the above act1on is suuuort@d by ﬁhe' ru11hg' of. the Full:
:Bencn QF the Hon ble High Court df Kera1a 1n N. Prabhu and

another vs. Hon b]e Ch1ef uUStTCe and others 1197? Lab IC 13993,

0.A.1335/00
‘17; . Thé'apbiirént a ‘member of the S.T. Qa granted Grade Iv.
(Ch1ef Te?ephone Superv1sor) promot1on W.e. f. 1. 7 95 by order‘7
dateg_ 29 3.96 giVTHG the benpf1L of reservat1on Purportedly in

imp1ementation( of the judgment of the Ahmedabad Bench of the
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CfA.T. in 0.A.623/96 . the épp??cant was on noﬁiée to éhow:¢a&se
why sh§~ should hot- be ‘revefﬁéd as she wésinot e]ig{ﬁ1e for’
promotion to Gragé IV w;e;f.v 1.7.95  submitted her .eﬁpjanatiohf
against the.pfODnsaT and also made,a_réoresenﬁation'AE to the 4th
rgspondent.' However‘referrﬁng.to Tetter‘détedTB.SPSS(Aajjof phe'
of the DOT'the‘1megn§d ofaér dated 4.12.2G00 has beeh'iéSuédl_by
“the Secohd resmon§6nt :reverting"fthe- apa1icant  to;Gfade.III;
Aggfﬁeved by this,vthé~a§pﬁicant*ﬁas filed the 0.A. ‘ééekihg to
Quash.bAnnerfe Agy:to the exteﬁt it affects her,‘decjaring that
the’app?ﬁcaﬁt,és entitied-xtoi pqhtinue in"Gfade; IV and - for

necessary direction to the respondunts.

18, _The resbdndenté seek to justify the 1mpugnéd_ordefs on the:
basis of the decision of the Ahmedabad Behch of the Central
,«Admiﬁist?étive Tribunal 1in 0.A.623/96. wiich has been’uohe]d‘by

the Gujarat High Court.
0.A.8/2001

19. . .fhe aoo]icant who'jofned the service on 25.1.1966. was
granted T30P and BCR énd was jater promoted to Grade IV of BCR oQ.
"f.1.1994. A Qn _the basis of ‘the instructions contained in DOT
‘1etter»dated-8.9.99.;n purported implementation ofith@ directioﬁs
contained in the ordéF‘of the Ahmedabad Bench of the4 Céhtréj'
ﬁdmﬁhisﬁ}atfve Tribunél- in _O.A.. 623/96 which was Confirméd by
the H%@h Court of-Gujarat,-the third'respondent'-issued. Annexure
A1 dated 18.12.2000 reverting  the applicant from Grade IV to

Srade-IiI,;vAggfieved  by that the applicant has . filed this
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aop11cat1on seekwng to quash Annexure A1 to the extent 1t afrectq

him and ' or a declaratlon' that he is entitled to continue as

Grade IV and for d1reCulon to the resoondnntc to allow him to

N

continue as Grade iv.
20. The respondents seek to justify the imougned~act1dn on the
ground +hat the Ahmedabad Bencﬁ df the Céntrai Administrative

Tr1buna1 in O.A. 623/96 have her that the roster on reservation

wcu1d net app1y in the matter of placemen+ from BCR Gr.III to 10%‘

of BCR Gr.1V.

0.A.108/2001

1

21. The applicant belonging to Schedu1ed,Caste. community was

agranted BCR promotion to Grade IV with effect from 1.1.1996 by

order dated 29. 12.1295 (Annexufe A1, _On"the basis of the.

judgment of vhe uentra1 Aom1h1stra?1va Tr1buna1 Ahmedabad Bench
in O. A 823/96 with M.A.No. 660/96 declaring . that resefvation' is
not- app?wcab1e to SC/ST candidates for promotTon to Frade IV BCR,

phe first respondant 1issued a notice dated 31.8.2000 (Annexure

AZ) proposing to revert him to Grade III .The applicant qubm1tted

"a representation . In reply to his representat1on he has

received the memo dated 11.1.2001 informing him‘that a favourable

‘dacision could not be taken on his representation.as no revised

i

'jnstruction had been received from the DOT. He was also served

with. an order dated 11.1.2001 (Annexure A5) by which he was .

-




-

orders.

® . T

reverted to. Grade ~III with immediate effect.. Agarieved the

applicant has fi}ed this application Chdl]enging “thgv'imougned

22. The résandenté have filed a reply statement éeeking Sto .

Justify the impughed}ordérs relying on the order of. the Ahmedabad

‘Bench of the Central Administrative Tribunal in O0.A. 623/96.

0.A.110/2001"

23. . The aop11cant a member of Schedu}ed Tr1be ‘was oromoted to
Grade IV of the BCR w1th effect from 1. 1.1994 by order .dated
24;?0;1994(Annexure='A1) giving her the benefit of reservatibn1
Pursuant to the orders of the DOT dated 22.8.1997 and 8.9.199% on

the basis of the judgment of the Ahmedabad Bench -of the Ce@tré}'

Administrative Tribunal in O.A. . 623/96 . a show-cause notice.

(Ahnexure A23 was served on the applicant proposing to revert her

to Grade IIT of the BCR.  The - applicant = submitted  her

4

representation opposing the proposed action. S8he was served with

‘a memd dated 11.1.2001 ‘of the first reqpondent 1nfdrminq her that

a favourab]e dec1s1on on' her representat1on wou]d not be taken as

-a?so the order of +he same date revert1nq her to. Grade I1I.

Aggrieved by that the abpiicant; has f11ed this- app11gat1on.

Seéking/td'set aside the impugned drders,

24. The respondents seek to Jjustify: the impugned orders

-pWac?ng re11an¢e on the.ju@gméht of the A&medabad Bénch of the .

o

Gentrai;sdmfnistrative Tribuna1'1n O.A. 623/96.
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0.A.111/2001 - . e

.25.. ‘ The eoo11cart be1ono1ng to Sohedu]eo Caste was oromoted to
Grade IV of BuR with effect from 1 7 1993 by order dated
.24 10. 1334(Annexure A1) g1v1nq him the benef1t ot reservat1on.
While so, “the aoo¥1cant ‘was served w1th a notice Annexure A2

pfoooeing toorevert_him td.erde IIT 1nApuroorted 1mp1ementatwon
of  the jooghent‘l of the-vAhmedabad Bench of the Central
Administrative Tribunaﬁ 1ﬁ“ C.A. | 623/96 . . The’ applicant
omeTLted hws rep1y Anneyur A2 opposing the,orooosed.aotion,
.However the first respondent has 1ssued the' 1mpugned order dated
“11.1.2001 revert1ng the app11can+ to urade I1I .: Aqgr1eved thev

apniicant has f11ed th1s app11cat1on seekwng to .set aside the.

1mouqned order Annexure A4

26.‘ The reqoondents seek to Juct1fy the 1mpugned act1on on the
arouhd that the reservat1on for ScneduWed oaste/Schedu}ed Tribe
is not appl1cab1e to Grade IV or0T0t1on as has been he]d by the:
Ahmedabad . Pench of tne Centra] Adm1n1strat1ve Trabuna] 1n 0:.A.

. 623/96.
0.A. 220/2001

27.  The f1rst app11cant was promoted to Grade IV BCR from
30111.90(Annexure; A) and-‘the_ second app11cant was oromoted to-
Graoeblv BC? with effect from }1.7.1994 by;'Annexure A2 qorder.
bThey were'promoted apb]ying thebreservaﬁjon roeter. oAggrﬁeved'by_

-

‘the order dated  31.1.2001 (Annexure A5) by which in purported
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. impiementation of the Jjudgment jdf‘ the Ahmedabad Bench of the

Central Administrative. Tr1buna|‘ in O.A. 62%/96 they were
reverted to 'Grade Iv. They have T1Ted this aopl1cat1on seeK1no

to set aside .the impugned orders.

28. The reeoonoents seek to 3ust1fy the 1mougned act1on on uhe

ground that the Anmedabad Bench of the Centra] Adm1n1strat1ve

' Tr1buna1 has hesd that rosber for "eservat1on does not apply for

placement in BCR Grape Iv.

- 0.A. 251/9001

29. The first applwcant was promoted ~to Grade IV BCR with
=ffect from 1.1. 92 bv Annexure A1 order'and the second app?icant

was nromofed to Graﬁe IV with effech from 1.7.1994 by~ Anneyure AZ

~order. -Aggrieved by_the'order.ldated 22 '12.2000 of . the .th1rd

respondent  reverting them to Grade 'III."in _ purported
implementation of the . judgment of -the Central Administrative

Tribuna1, Ahmedabad Bench ib O.A. 623/86 . the applicants‘have

 f11ed this oph11cat1on senkwng to set’ a¢1de the 1mpucned order.

30, The recoondents 1n the reo v statemenf seek to Just1fv the

1mpugned action .on the basis df’ the Judgment of the CentraT

 Administrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench in C.A, 623/96.

'0.A.311/2001
3t. The app?1cant be1ong1ng to Schedu1ed Casfe was olaCed in
the Grade IV of the BCR w1th effect from 30 11. 90 by order dated

16.8.91 (Annexure A1) g1v1ng her the benef1t of reservat1on

-
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Aggrieved by the impugned order dated 27.11.2000 (Annexure A4) by

which she is reverted to Grade TII on.the~bas1s'of'the letter - of

f.the DOT dated '8.9.99 ., the applicant has filed this application

‘seeking to set aside the impugnead ordars.

L]

32. The respondents seek‘to_juétify the impugned order on the

'_ground that thevAhmedabad Bench of the Central Adﬁinistrative
Tribunal in 0Q.A. . 623/96 ~has held that the reservat1on roster

dces not aop]y to Grade Iv promot1on..

by
. ~

33. We have perused the p1ead1ngs in a11 these cases and have

heard the tearned counsel on either s1de. The short guestion

that calls for adedication 5 . these cases is whether the

elevation t& Grade 1V of BbR 1s a Dromot1on which attracts the

‘roster communa? reservat1on The Ahmedabad Bench of the Tr1buna1
in O.A. 62°/SC held’ that the elevation.to Grade IV of BCR .not
be1ng an aQDOjntment to a ‘higher post, ie.not-a oromotion and

therefore, thelorincipie of resehvationv is 1napp1icab1e‘ The

‘judgement of the Ahmedabad Bench of the Tribunal was uohe?d by

‘the Hon b]e High Court of GuJarat in OP.No.685/99. t As ;he

BangaTore Bench Qf the Tribuna1jdid not agree with the view taken

by. the . Ahmedabad Bench of CAT, the issue was referred to a Full

Bench of the Tribunal. ﬂThe FQ11 'Benchv of the TFribunal in .

MTL;RaJaram Naik and. Others‘ Vs. The Additional Director,  CGHS
Bangaiore .and others and in other cases -considered the issues

refarred. Cne of the issues”referhed to the Larger Bench was:

- TV

A 1\3 ?

L
2 L
C"? ' .
-9

4

+

EX “Whether p1acement in. 10 per cent BCR (Grade IV
uwi‘aS\ner the scheme dated 16 10 90 on the basis of sen1or1ty'



“in bas1c grade amounts to promot1on and 3f so; whether
reservation fTor scheduled~castes and scheduled tr1bes in
those BCR Grade IV posts is not applicable?” '

34. \“The Fuil ,'Bench- answered ‘té 'ﬁhese' pointe }in the
affirmaﬁiQe; While reaching that conc1usion the Full Berich
considered the. observaiions ‘of ‘the Hon’b1e: Suoreme-Court_in
various decieionsvon the issue. The Full Berich took note'of‘Vthe

observations .of the Apex Court in State of" Rajasthan Vs Fateh

Chand Sen1 (1999) 1 SCC 562), the Aoex Court observed as fo1iows

The High Court in outr- opxn1on, ‘'was nhot r1ght in ho1ding
that promotion can only be to a higher post in. the service
and . appointment to a higher scale of an officer hoiding
the same post does .hot constitute promotion. In the
literal sense the word.’oromote’“means “to advance to a
higher position, grade, or henour”. 8o also ’promotion’
means “advancement or preterment in honour, dignity, rank,
or grade”, - (See Webster’s Comprehens1ve Dictionary.

International Edn., PR.1009) ’Promotion’ thus. not only

covers advancement to higher position or rank but also

" implies advancement to a higher grade in ~service law

ailso the expression oromot1on has been understooc in the .

. wider sense and it has been held that oromot1on tan be
~ either to a h1gher pay scaie or fo a h1gner post. .

. e

.35: _ihe Fu11 Bench also noned that the const1tut1on Bench'vof
~the Apex Court in Ramprasad vs.D .K. V1Jay and others(AIR 1999 SC
'3563) referred to review the or1nc101e 1a1d down in Fateh Chand‘
Sonj’S‘oase. : It waq on the basis of the above author1t1es that~
‘the Full Bench held that the oiacement in 10% BcR (Grade ivﬂ fasf
“per the scheme dated 16.10.. 1990 on the bas1s of seniority 1h
baewc grade amounts to promot1on and therefore sreservation for
SC/SI is app|1cab1e to such pronot1on . We are of ‘the view that
the Fu11 Bench has séttled the issue to be followed . by all the -
Benchee of the‘centrai Adm1n1snrat1ve Tribunatl. |

. 36. "The learned counsel of the resoondents.referred'Ué to the.

ruling of “a Full Bench of the Kerala High Court titled N.G.Prabhu
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and ahother vs.The Hon’ble Chief Justice ahd othérs; reported in.

1973 Lab I.C. 1399. The Hon’ble High Court 1in that ,case was

considerihg whether“nominationu_of a Senior Stenographer to the

R

Setection Grade was a promotion 1in terms of definition of

promotion in the .relevant ruie. ' The facts of this’qéée are
entirely dffferent and thé,ru1es éonsidered Qre also different.
Tﬁereforé. the decision of the Larger Bench of #he Tribunal
following the'aecision of the Apex Céﬂrt}in Fateh Chand Soni’s
case that roster for‘reserratibh has £o be appiied for blzcement

n the Grade IV BCR is boundftq be foilowed by all the‘Benches of
the Triﬁuhal.‘ o - |

37. In the light of the above dfséussipn,' we find that the

- impugned orders in all “hese cases are unsustainable. we

therefore. a|1ow these app 1cat10nq sett1ng aside. the impugned
orders to the extent théy affect the apo11cahts declaring that
“the applicants were entitjed to continue in the Grade IV of BCR

- on the basis of their promotions  giving them the benefit of

reservation.

1 38. ".In O.A. 1291/00 as the aDQT1cant hgs since ‘been ret1red ., the
respondents are dlrected %0 treat that the aop]xcant to ’have_

continued in . the Prade IV BCR and to make availabie to him the’

arrears of ‘pay and a11owances and enhanced penswonary benef1ts
38._ 'In O0.A.N0s.1290/00 and 1201,00 as there was no interim

order.bfv stay, the’ app]1cant was reverted. Respondents are

therefore dzrect@d to re nstahe t qOFJTC At in tha Grade IV ZCR

as if the 1mpugned order d1d not take effecb and make available

:to hnm bhe arrears of pay and a.1owance¢



vy

40. .. The above directions "shall be complied with within.a
oefﬁdd' of. two months from the date of receipt of. a copy of this
ordér. 5o'costs.

AN

Deted the 20th March, 2302.

Sd/" .. . ‘ V : Sd/’-—

T.N.T.NAYAR : A.V.HARIDASAN

iADMINISTRATIVE'MEMBER o VICE CHAIRMAN
rv/njj

APPENDTI e

. 0.A.1347/2000
Applicants’ Arinexures |
1. ‘A-1: - True photocopy of the order No.TFC/ST-8-6-BCR/90

promoting 1st and 2nd applicants to the post of
Grade IV, BCR dated 25.2.91. -

True photocopy of the order No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94
issued from the office of the 2nd respondent dated
5.2.897. o S - ‘

Ny
d
N

3. A-3:.  True photocopy of the order No. 22-6/94-TE.IT
: issued by 1st respondent dated 13.2.97.

4. A-4: = True - photocopy - of the reversion _order
%o, (FC/St.8-6/BCR/2000- issued to 1st and 2nd
appiicants from Office of the 2nd respondent éated

23.10.2000.

5.. A-5=: - True photocopy - of the  reversion order -
- No.ST.?S?/BCR/jO%/ZOOO/S issued to 3rd applicant.
‘ from Office of the .2rd respondent dated 28,8.2000.

- Respondents’ Annexures

4. R-2A:  Photocopy of the order in. 0.A.623/96  dated
' 11.4.1997 of the CAT, Ahmedabad Bench. ,

]

‘R=2B: Photo copy of the order No.22-6/94-TE.II dated
13.12.1995 of the Ministry of Communications, New
.Delhi. S :



0.A. 1290/2000
Applicant’s Annexurés:'
1. A-1: Trué - copy of the Order NO.ST.BCR/10%/Pt./14 dated
4.12.2000. Tscued by. the " 3rd respondent to the

acp11canf

Trué copy. of the Memo He.8T~10 °G/BCR/TePn/TIi/41

2. A-2
- dated 25.11.98 issued by the Deputy General
Manager(Admn), Offive ov thz General Manager,
Telecom District, Trivandrum t to the applicant. . |
3. - A-3 True copy of,the Mems NOQST’654/TeCh/1O%/?6l dated
8.8.2000 issued by vhe LU (Admn), Office of the .
3rd respondent to the applicant. _ o
4. A-4: - True copy of the .representation ~dated 4.9.2000
’ submitted by the applicant to the 3rd respondenc.
5. A-5: True copy of the rapresentation dated 4.8.2000
"~ submitted by-the app?icant to the 1st respondent.
6. A-6:  True copy of the Letter No.ST-BCR/10%/Pt/i1 dated

4.12.2000 issued- bv the DGM (Pig& Amn.). Telecom
District, Trivandrgm—Zu to the applicant.

Respondents’ Annexures:

1. R-t1: . True copy of letter ﬁo 22~-6/S4-TE-11 dated 22.8.97
- 'issued by the DG! Co

2. R-2: .True copy of  Judgement’ in O.A  No.623/986 by
’ Abamadabad C.A.T ‘ : C ’

3.  R-3 True ‘copy -of Judgement . in~ 1987(4) ATC 33 by
C.A.7T. Jabaﬁpur Beﬂch.

A. Re4: True copy of the Judg sement in 1972 Lab IT 13989 by . -
Kerala High Court. : ‘ :

5 R-§ Trué copby of.the letter No,22—6/94~TE 11 issusd by

DOT, New: Dethi

| LOiA. 1129172000
Acbiicaht5s Annexures: E—
f.. At l, TFQP cobv of thé OrJer'NO.Sf.BCR/?O%/Pt;/14 datéd “

4.12.2000 Tbsueﬂ by the Ard respondent. to the
appltcant. L L ST T

True = copy of- the Memou MNc.8T-1030 /90-92/95 datec
. 22.4.91 issued by the Divisional Engineer (Admn}.
: , -Office of the Telecom Dis 'r‘cf Manager, Trivandrum
. . to the appliicant. o ;

a3

%
1

o



’Aplﬂ icant’s Annexu res:

3. A-3
4. A-4
5. A-5
6. A-6
7. A-7
Respondents’
1. R-1:
2. R-2
3. R-3

L~ 25 =

True copy of the Memo No ST 654/Teoh/10%/17 dated.‘»

8.8.2000 issued by the DGM (Admn), Office of the
3rd respondent to the appliicant. : ' ‘

True copy of the representation dated 21.8.2000

submitted by the applicant to the 3rd respondent.

Trus copy of the r=h"eSCnﬂatﬁon' dated 21.8.2000
eubmibteo by the applicart to the 1st resovondent.

Trae copy of the repreeen*ac1ow dated 1“ 9.2000
submitted by the upplicant to the 3rd respondent.

True copy of the Letter No.S8T- BbR/10%/PT/11 dated
4.12. 2000 1issued by the DGM (P1g& Amn.), Telecom
District, Trivandrum-23 to *the app11cant

Annexureas:

True . copy of . the DOT letter dated 22.8.97
No. STA/30 25/R1OS/94 ) : ' .

True copy of Judgement of 'the Hon’ble Centrai
Adm1n1strat1ve Tr1buna1 Abamadabad Bench. in O.A
No.623/96. o '

“*True copy of the order. of DOT dated ' 8.9.99

No.22-6/94-TE 11

0.A.1302/2000

AApplwcant s Annexqree

1. A=
2. A-2
3. A-3
4. A-4
5. A-5
6. A-6
7. A-T

: True »vcopy of - memorandum No.KL/TR/5-3/13

45, 13.9.1994 of the Govt. of India, Indian Posts
ano |e1egraphb Depaitment : .

True copv of memo  NO. ST/BCR/10%/Gen1/10/95

dt.29.2.1996 of fhe 2nd . respondent.

True copv‘ of memorandum No ST/BCR/10%/99/18
dt.8.8.2000 of the ist respondent v

True copy of ‘the representat1on dt 23,8.2000 to

“the 1st respondent

True: copy of . Jetter ‘No. ST/BCR/‘O%/Pt/11

dt 4, 12 2000 of the 1s+ raespondent.

True copy of the basic grade senwority Tist as
obtaining on 1.1.96. : C '
True copy of the model roster for promotion.

: s ’ : ' .
True copy of order No.Q-3127/PEN/8 dt.23.8.94  of
the 2nd respondent. : ' ‘ -



1.

_R-!:
2. R-2
3. R-3
4. R-4
Appiice
i. A-1
2. A-2
3. A-3
4.  A-4
5. A-bH:
6. 141—6 :-
Respondents
1. R-1
2. R-2:
3. R-3

Respondents Annexures:

nTrue copy of the Oraer No.STA/30-25/R1as/94 dated

5.6,97 issued by the Zest. D1reutor‘ (Staff I},
Trivandrun, ‘ ‘ ,

frue copy of the Judgement ir OA No.623/96 WITH MA

NO.BBG/2E6 doled 11.4.97 cf the Central
Administrative Tribunai, Ahamedabad. ‘ ‘ '

True copy of the order dt.24.3.87 of the Central

Administrative Tribunai. Jdoaiou Eench.

True .copy of the Judgement in O0.P.Nos. - 4328 and
4339 of 1972 dated 18.3.78 of the Kéraja High
Cour , Full Bench. L : .

0.A.1321/2000

nt’s Annexures:

True copy of memo No.ST.BCR/10%/TO/7/22 dated
8.8.2000 of -the 1st respondent. .

True copy of . the rnmreseﬂtatwon dt.21. 8.2000 to

the 1st respondent.

True copy of the 'gradatfon Tist of Telephone

Opnerators  (basic arsde) as on - 1.1.96 of the
Secondary Switching Aréa circulated by the 2Znd
respowdent vide No. ST 883/70/1/82 dt.19.7.2000.

True copy - of - order Noan.BCR/iOm/Pt/13
dt.4.12.,2000 of the i1af respondent. Coe

True copy of -the order dt.11.4.97 in 0.A No.625/96
~f +he Ahamedabad'Bench of the C.A.T. . : S

True copy of cre Modr? Rbster caare strenqth upto.

i_:,
¢

Annexures:

' True copy of. the order of r‘-OT_'«:“l*l:,,’fa'.9.9?.

True .copy of the order daued 11.4.9%

of C.A.T.
Ahamedabad Bench in 0.A.N0.623/96 with M.,A. 66 G/SC
True copy - of the ordar d:.24.3.84 of C.A.T.,
Jabalipur Bench reported i 1987 (4) Adm1n1strat1ve

TrTbuPaTs cases.

"True copy of. the Jjudgement (Full Bench) of the

Hon’ble High Court of Kerala reported in 1973

LAB.I.C.1339 (V 6C 313)
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' ~ 0.A.1322/2000 .
Applicants Annexure -
1. A-1: . True photocopy of  the ordsr No.E. 1/R1gs/BCR/226
o promoting ist applicant tu the post of Grade 1V,

BCR dated 21.1.97.

2. A-2:  True photocopy of ths order No.E. 35/79 promoting

.2nd applicant to the post oF Grade IV, BCR dated
.6.96. ‘
3 A-3 True photocopy of .the order No,STA/SO—ZS/Rigs/94

issued from the office of the. 2nd respondent dated
5.8.97.

4. A-4: ‘True photocopy of ~ the order No.22-6/94~TE.II
' 1ssued by 1st respondeht dated 13.2.1987.

5, A-5: o TrJe. photocopy of the revers1on - order
‘ No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/200C issued to the 1st applicant

from office of the 2nd  respondent  dated

23.10.2000. ' : o '

6. A-6: True photocopy . of “the reversion = order
' No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/2000 issued to the 2nd applicant

from office of the 2nd . respondent dated

23.10.2000. : : ' : ‘ S

7. A-T: True copy - of " the notice of reversion
: No.ST/EK-262/29/Gr.IV/3 issued by 3rd -respondent.
O tne app11cants dated 27.11.2000. '
.Respondents Annexures: .' . o
i. R-1:  True copy of the judgment bassed -by Central
: édmin%stratiVe"vTribuhaT;. " Ahmedabad Bench in
0.A.N0.€23/96 dated 11.04.97. ‘ ‘
2. R-2: . True copy of the order No.22-8/94~TE-I1 dated
£.9.99 issued. by the Dzpartment. :
0.A. 1330/2000"
Applicant’s Annexures:

1. A=1: True copy of memo No.ST-1030/11/52 dt.23.3.1992- of
the 2nd respondent. ’ :

2. A-2: True - copy - of . memo  No.ST.BCR/10%/T0/1/23
© e dt.8.8.2000 of the 1st respondnht S

[0}

True copy of the representat1on dt 21.8. 2000 to
the 1st respondent.
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i.
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- Z5 = o ‘.

‘s Annexures:

True copy of :en1or*Tv 113t of Tc;ephone Oserators
(basic grada) ‘as or 1.1.96 was &irculated by the

. 2nd respondent - vide.  No.ST. 563/T0/1/82
dt.19.7.20C0. | o x

ree . copy - of ckicr © No.ST.BCR/10%/Pt. 1J

d:.4.12.2000 of th= .= f“bﬂbhj“ﬂt

True . copy:of the ordék ?h OA NO.623/96 ct.11.4.97

- of T%e Ahamedabdu DUPCW of the C A~T

True comy of tha “aacz Roster Cadre atrength upto

Annexures:

Photo copy of the"order dated522,8.97 of the vept.
of- Te?ecommun1cat:on )

Photo‘cooy of the order in u&n 23/96 dated~11;4g97

of the C.A.T Ahmedabad Bench.

Photo copy of - the order in T.A. 139/86 dated

- 24.3.87 of the C.A.T. Jaoaﬁer Bench.

Photo copy of the arder in O.P 43 29 and 433q/197¢
dated 16.3.1973 of thn hera‘a H1q” uourt :

[O;A.NO.1335/2000 »

Applicant’s. Annexures:

,1.

rue  copy . of  memo - NG. on/BLP/?O /Gen./9/95

T
. dr.29.3 q6 of “the 2Znd resnon dent.

Trus  copy of memo NoO.ST. 8@P/10%/TO/?/21 dated
8.8.2000 of the aﬁd responder ' 3 '

Trua' copy of - settnr No . ¢2 6/94 TE.II- dt 9,99 of
the ard resnondehf o S '

True cepy of the rénresontation: '‘dt.21.8.2000  to

. the 2nd respondent.

True copy of = the representat!on dt.21.8.2000 to
the 4th ,;smondert

True copy of the order dt.11.4.57 in C.A Ne. 62d/95

of the Ahmedabad Bench of.the_u.A



Applicant’

7. A-T

8: A-8

g. A-9
'Résaondentéf
1. R-2A:

2. R-2B

3. R-2C

4. R-2D

8 Annexures:

True copy of the seniority 1ist circu]atéd with
jetter No. qT/56?/T0/1/82 dated 19.7.2000 of the
2ﬂd respondpnt . .

True CUDY of the Moda1 Rcster ¢or a cadrn strength
O! 1«_}. .

True  copy - of  orcder - NQ'QT BCR/10%/PT/1a
dt,4,12. OOO of the 1st. respondent.

Annexures:

Photo copy of the crder No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94 dated
5.9.97 of the Chief General Manager, Trivandrum.

Photo Cooy " of "the order 1in O.A. 62o/96 dated
11.4.97 of the C.A.T., Ahmedabad Bench.

, Photo copy of the :order “inh T.A.139/86 dated

24.,3.87 of the C.A.T., Jaba]pur Bench.

Photo Cooy cf the Judrement in O. P. 432q & 4339/72
dated 16. 3 73 of th“ Hon’ b]e High Court of Kerala.

‘0.A.8/2001

Applicant’s Anhexures:

1. A-t
2. -A-2
3 »A~3
Respondents
1 R-1
2 PN ‘8—2

True copy of the Memo No. E1/336/Col11.11I/9 dated
18.12 2000 1issued for the 3rd reQDondent

'True copy oF the Mamn No.E-1/336/Col. 1/54 dated
21,.3.95 jssued ov *the Assistant General Manager
(Admn), Office of  the General Manager.-Telecom
District, Kottayam. ' ' ' :

'Trué copy of the v@réer' No.22-6/94-TB-11 dated
713.12.95 issued by the Director (TE), Department
of Telecom District. New De|h1 -

A

Ahnexures:

True copy . of -the order of the Central
Administrative Tribunal, ‘Ahemedabad Bench in O.A
62¢/36 with M.A 660/99 dated 11 4 g7. -

- True copy of DOT 1etter. No 22~ 6/94 TE-1II dated
. 8.9.99. : - .

N



0.A.108/2001
Abo)icant’s Anmexhres L

1. A-1: . Tru@ cony of orde” No.ST- G,uus/Frade IV/«/? dated -

2%, '1G93 cf the. 1st resacndmnt
2. A-2 Trus  copy of orcér'wo &7 A/u.aﬁe IV/T /28 dated
- ' “1,8,2000 of the it respondent :
3. A-3: L ' True copy of the rearesenTa fon.dated 0.9.2000 to

“the st respnendent.

4. A-4: True copy of meno No.k-1,Rlgs/ TBD°/11/37 dab d
' 11.1.2001 of the ‘ot rsspondent.

5. A-B: T True copy of memo No.E-1/R ?qQ/S;BPs/IL/°8 dated
11.1.2001 of the 1st respondsnt. . , -

6. A-6: " True copy of the order in 0.A.Nos. 241, 870 and
' 1022 of "199¢ datedlzﬁ,é.ZOOD. ' ) o

Respondents’ Annexures '
1. R-1(a): True. copy’ of order in OA “?/96 ‘dated . 11 4 199” of . .
o Hen bie C. A T, Ahmedaoad Benun v ‘

2. R-1(b)’ True copy of letter No.22- 3,94—|E IL datmd 22. v.97f'

: : issued by Director of Telncom New Delni with
covering letter No.STA/30~25/Ri1gg/%4 dated 5.9.97
of Assistant Director( Staff), Office of CGMT.
Trivandrum. ” I |

2
N2
~.
™.,
4}
G
-4
P
td

3. R-1(c): wetier No. dated 9.7.99 . issued by

ADG, (TE).
4. R-1(d): Circular No.2-6/94-TE dated £.9.99 issued by
: ‘ Director Telecom, New Delhi. o
 0.A.110/2001

Applicant’s Annexures. :

 1, A-1: . True copy. o?_ mémd " No.ET-A/Gr. IV/TOS/22 dated
"24.10.94 of the i1st respondent.

. :

2. A-2 True copy of meino No.ST-A/Gr. IV/TDS/SO .dated
31.8.2000 of the 1st respondent. '

- 3vaA¥3: - True copy of tne resreseﬁzat1on dated nil. to the

Deputy General Manager, Kollam.
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"Applicant’s Annexures: ’
4, T A-4: True copy of memo 'NQ.E—I/R?QS/STEPS/II/B - dated
11.1.2001 of the tst.respondent. '
5. A-5: - True copy of memc No.E-I/R1gs/STEPs/I11/36 dated
' 11.1.2001 of the ist rocno ident.
6. A-6&: - True CODY Gw the order of the CAT. Rangalore Bench
in O.A.Nos. 2d.,870 and. 1022 of 1969 dated
2€6.4, EGGO A . S

Respondents’ Annexures :

1. R-1(a): 'Order +in OA 623/95 dated 11.4.1937 CAT. Ahmedabad
' . Bench. '

n

R-1(b): True copy of letter No.22-6/94-TE dated 22.8.97.
- "issued by . Director of Telecom with covering letter
No.SAT/30-5/Rigs/94 dated at - Trivandrum the
'5.9.1997 1issued by Q/o CGMT, Kerala . Circle,
Trivandrum. - : ’ o
. . , i
R-1(c): Department of Telecom Tletter No0.22-6-94-TE.II
dated 9.7.99,. o ' '

[€¥]

4, R-1(d): Debartment.of Telecom letter No.SAT/2-6/94-TE.II
: ~dated 8.9.99. '

0.A.111/2001

Applicant’s Annsiures

1. A-1: True copy of ‘memw No.STA/Gr. LV/TOQ/ZZ dated
24.10.94 of the ist respondent.
A-2: True' copy of memu'vNc Si-A/Gr.IV/TOs/28 - dated

. 8. ZQOO of the 1st resp nde t

3. A-3: True copy of the rcnreoentat10P dated 19 9. 2000 to
the Deputy Ceneral Manager.

4, A¥4:'- True copy -of memo No E~- I/ngs/STEPs/II/ 6 dated
' 11.1.200% of the 1st respondent. :

&3]
z>
|
(&)

True copy of the order of the CAT. Bangalore Bench
in 0.A.Nos.241,870 'and 1022 of 1999 dated .
26.4.2000. . - - : o B .-

¢



. 'Respondents’

1.

2.

w

4.

Appliicants’

o

R-1{(a):

R-1(b}:

R-1(c):

R-1(d):.

Annexures :

or
~issued from office of
7.

‘True photocopy of the 1

13.2.1997.

Annexures

True copy of the order' in 0.A.No.625/26 of Hon'ble
: Central_Administfative.?fibuna1.uAhmedabad.Bench.

True copy of letter 1o0.22-6/94-TE-11 dated 22.8.87
of 2nd respondent with covering letter dated
5.9.97. o I ‘

1

True copy ‘of the letier No.22-6/94-TE-II dated
3.7.99. : - -

True copy of the Tletter No.22r6/94—TE~II dated
8.9.99: - 4 T -

C, .
© 0.A. 220/200t

True ophotocopy of the ~order No,E.II/4/STBR/55
issued from office.-of the 2rd respondent promoting

. "ist’ applicant to the post of Grade IV, BCR dated
1i6.8.91. . :

v

der - No.ST/EK-224/29/1/26
t

Trué photocopy of the
he 3rd respondent to Znd

applicant dated 21.8.3

True photocopy of the order ‘NO.STA/SO-ZE/R?QSAQ4

issued from the office of tst respondent gated

5.9.1897.

NO.T22-6/9A-TE.T1
? d resoondent dated

"S

stte
issued from office of the

N /

'True photocopy of the proposed postponemeht of

promotion to Grade = IV | etter ND v
ST.EK-224/29/11/30 .issued to appiicants from

office of 3rd. resoonoant dated 21.1.2001.,

Respondenis Annexuros

“True copy - of the letter No.Z2-6-94- TE 11 dated

13.12.95 issued by -the Director, Denartment of
Telecom.’ : ‘ ' ' -

- True copy of instructions issued by the Deoartmen+

of Te1ecom No.22-6- 94-TE.II dated 8.9.99.



v

‘ . :‘

Applicants ‘Annexures.

1. A-1:

2 A-2

3 A-3

4. A-4

5 A-5H
?espondenté’
1. R—-1:

2. R-2:

3. R-3:

1.” A-1:
2 A-2
3. A-3:
A, A4

T Q —
- 33
i

0.A.221/2001

True photocopy of the order No.ST/EK-225/28 /11/68

issued from Office of 3rd respontlent promoting. 1st
applicant to the post of Grade ;V BCR dated :
2.4.93. : g :

True °photocopy of the order No.ST/EK-218/29/8
igsued from the Office of the 3rd respondent to
2nd apnlicant 'dated 14.12. QS :

True photocopy of the order No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94 .
igsued  from the Office of 1st respondent dated
5.9.87. : o ' '

True photocopy of the letter No.T.22-6/94-TE.IT
1ssu9d from Off;ce of the 3rd respondent dated
18.2.970 R ~

True photocopy of ‘the proposal of  reversion
No.ST.EK-218/28/11/42 .issued to applicants from

- the Offwce of 2nd resoondent dated 22.12.2000.

o
Annaxures,

True copy of letter - No.22-6/94-TE-II _‘dated
13.12. q5 issued by Minﬁstrv of Communication

True copy of order in Tetter No. 29 6/294~ TE dated
8.3. 93 BSNL .of. ADC,(TE)

True copy of order No.ST/EK-218 /29/1/47 dated
~7.2.2001, BSNL, Cothin reverting the applicants.

0.A.311/2001

"App11cant S Anvexures

*rue photocogy - of the order No.E/IT/A/8TBR/58
issued from office of .3rd respondent promoting
gonlinsnt o tra oont s of  Graede IV, B0R dated

16.5.81 |
Trqe_ohotocopy of . the order No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94
issued from the office, of 1st respondent dated
5.9.97.

True hhotocaoy‘ of the Tletter No.f22—6/94—TE-II

issued from -office of the 3rd resyondent dated

13.2. 97 |

True photocopy of the proposed postpoéhement of
promotion of Grade v Tetter
No.ST.EK-262/29/Gr.1¥/5 1issued to applicent from
the office .of 3rd respondent dated 27.11.2000.
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