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0.A.1347/00:

1. A. VeTu. Grade Iv,
T Chief Telegram Master CcTO.
Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd., CaTicut.

2. PP Ayyappah, Grade IV
‘ - Chief Telegram Master, CTQ,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Palakkad.’

‘3. . V.Sugathan, Grade 1V,
- * Chief Telegram Master., CTO,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Thiruvananthapuram. ‘ AppT1cant
(By Advocate Shri P.N. Purushothama Ka1ma?)

Vs;

1. Union of India .represented by
Director General, Bharat Sanchar
Nigam Ltd., Ashoka Road,
Sanchar Bhavah, New De]hi;
Eharat Sarchar N1gam Ltd
_heraia,TeTecommqn;cat1ons,

Thiruvananthapuram-33.

Sy

' Pr1né1oa1 General Manager, Teiecoh;'
Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd. ,
Cochin-16. . Respondents

(By Advccate Mr. .C.Rajendran (SCGSC)

48}

0.A.1290/00:

p.Ravindran. Chief Technical Officer,

Circle Telecom Tra1n1hg Centre,_ o
Trivandrum. ' Applicant =~
(By Advocate Shr1 M. R Rajendran Nair)

'Vs.

1321700,

110/01, -



[

.

1.- " Union of India, represented by -

'~ Secretary to Government of India,
Ministry of .Communications.
New-Delhi.

2, The Chief General Manager, ° .
T Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited,
rivandrum. :

'3, ¢ The C@:eraf Manager,
I Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited,
B xr1vandrum Secondary switching Area,
Trivandrum.. ' . " Respondents
(By Advocate Ms. P.vVani, ACGSC)

O.A.1291/00:

K.Vidwakaran,

“Chief Techn1ca] Officer,

Circle Telecom Training Centre, S ‘
1 Trivandrum, . Appiicant -

(By Advocate Mr. MR Rajendran Nair)

Vs,

1. .Union'of‘India;'represented.by
" secretary to Government of -India,
Ministry of Te1ecommun1cat.ons,
Maw Dathi. . Ca

- 2,'v ~ The Chief General Manager.
g - Bharat Sanchar Nigam. Limited,
-Tr1vandrum -

3. 7 The Genara1 Manager :
. Bharat Sarichar Nigam Li mited ]
“Trivandrum Sucomd*“ :~w|LLn7ﬂg Area, :
Trivandrum. Respondents . S ' .
(By Advocate Shri T.C.Krishna, AC C‘ ‘ ‘ C '

O.A.JSOE/OG

B.Savithri, W/o P. RaJappah,

Chief Section Supeersor. ‘

Office of the Deputy Genera1 Vanager (Urbari),
Thiruvananthapuram-4 "~ Applicant o
{By Advocate Shri Saswdharan Chempazhanuh1y11;

Cvs.

1. Deputy General Manager, :
: (Planning and Administration},
Telecom District, - -
Thiruvananthapuram-23..
i 2. . General Manager, Telecom Dist;ict, "

Thiruvananthapuram -23..




(o8]

4,

5,

Director General,

Telecdom Department, New Delhi. S

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited,

represented‘by'itQ Thairman, New De*h1

Union of India, reprebenued by its
Secretary, Mini Lry ot Comm!n1cat1onu,
New Delni. o PeGDondents

(By AdVObdte Shri C. Rajer*dran~ SCEsC)

O.A.1321/OO;

. A.Vanajakshy, W/o Viswambharan,

‘Chief Telephone Supervisor,

Office of the Divisional Enc}neer‘

fTrunkq and Special Service), ,
Thiruvananthapuram. L Aap110ant
(Bv Advocate 8hr1 Sas1dharan ChemDaLhanth1y 1)

Vs.

1. Deputy Chief General Manager,
(Planning and Administration),
Telecom District, B.S.N.L., '
Thiruvananthapuram-23.

2. . General Manager, Telecom District,
B.S.N.L., Thiruvananthapuram.

3. Director General, _ :

. .Te?ecom Department, New Delhi.

4. Union of India, represenfed by its S : .
Secratary, Minigtr ~v of .
Lrﬁmunzgacxcns. hew Dashi

5, Bnarat %anbhar N1qam Ltd. represented'by
its . Chairman. New Delhi.. RGQDOHGEth

(By onobate Shri R.Madanan Pillai, ACGSC¥ e

0.A.1322/00:

1.

2,

TA Naravanan, ‘Grade IV, CTO,

" 'Bharat.Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Aluva.

' Smt.Rosamma Paulose, Gfade iv,'CTO

.Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd
Cochin-16. ) App?icants

(By Advocate Shri P. N Purushothama ma1maz)




4.
1. '-Un1on of ;ndwa reuresenued by
‘ - Director General,
.Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd..

Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan,
New Delht. ' '

2. The Chief Ceneral Manager,
Bhharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Kerala Telecommunicaticns,
Thiruvananthapuram. '

Principal General Manager, Telecom,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd..

© Cochin-16. ‘Rasponhdents
(By Advocate Shri K.R. Padkumar, ACHBC)

3

0.A.1330/2000:

M.Suseela, D/o K.Padmanabhan kKani,

Chief .e?ephone Supervisar,

Office of the Sub Divisional Engineer,

Trunks, Central Teliephone Exchange,
Thiruvananthapuram. - ~ . App?1canf
" (By Advocate Shr1 aao1dharan Chemyaébanth yx?)

Vs.
1. .  Deputy General Manager,
' ~ (Planning and Administrationj,
. B.S.N.L. Telecom District,
-Thiruvananthapuramjzs,
2. _GeneraT'Manager, Télecomn District,
" B.S.N,L., Thiruvananthapuram-23..
3. + . Director General, Telecom Depariment,
" B.S.M,i., New Delhi.
4, "Union of India, represented by its
Secretary, Ministry of Communications, .
~New Deihi. ' g '
5. ‘Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented
: by its Chairman, ' o 4
- New. Dethi. : Respondents

(By Advocate Shri C.Rajendran. SCGSC)
5.4.1335/00:

K.Omana, W/o Sasidharan,

Chief Telephone Supervisor,

Cffice of the Sub Divisional Enginse: ,
Kaithamukku, Thiruvananthapuram.. - Applicant -
{By -Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chemmazhahthfyil)




. 5.

Vs,

1. ‘Dehuty General Manager,
(Pianning and Adm1n1stra iony,
B.S.N.L.. Telecom D1qtr1ct '
Thiruvananthanuram

2. . Cnnmfa1 Manager, Teletom District,
B.S:N. L., - Thiruvananthapuram ~23.

3. Director General, Telecom DeparbmenL.‘

' B.S.N.L., New De1h1

4. - Union of India, represented by its

' S@cretary, Mwnwstry of Commun1cat1ons,

New Delhi.

5. - Bharat Sanchar Nigam'Ltd.; repfesénted by
its Chairman, New Delhi. : Respondents

(By Advocate Shri C.Rajendran, SCGSC)
0.A.8/2001:

M.N.Damodaran, .
Chief Telephone Supervisor, L R
Trunk Exchange, Kottayam. - Applicant
(By Advecate Shri M.R.Rajendran Nair)

+

Vs,
1. Union of 1India, represented -by its
' ~ Secretary to Government of India,
Ministry of Comunications, New Delhi.
- " Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., reprasented by
’ the Chie7 General Manager., Keraia Circle,
‘Trivandrum.,
3. The Generalt Manaqer, Telecom District.
mottavam 686 001, I - Respondents
By Adwoomte Shird ‘,inhrﬁrhﬁa,.ﬁf"iﬁﬁ

"0.A. 108/0f: ‘

K.Madhavan,

Chief Section Sup@rv1qor,

Office of the General: Manager. - ‘
Telecom, Ko?lam Appticant
(By Advocate Shri Sas1dharan Lhemna7hantn1y11\

vs.,
1.  “f- General Manager,

Telecom District, . ‘ o
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Kollam.



.0,
2. ' Director General. Telecon DTST”1CE.
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.§ New De}h1.

3. - Union of India represented by 1%s
) Secretary, Ministry of Commkn1vat1ons,
New Deihi.

anchar Nigam Litd., represaented. by’

4. - Bharat S
its Chairman. New Deilhi.
5. P.Mohammed Basheer, Senior Telecom

Office Assistant (G). Office of the

General Manager, Telecom.

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., : ,
. Koilam. ‘ Respondents
By Advocata Shr1 P V1]ayakunar, 'ACGSC (R.1-4))

-

0.A.190/01:

K.K.Lakshmi, W/o Gangadharan,

Pn1eF Telephone Supervisor, ' .

ruls Exchangs, Kottarakara. aAppiicant
(By Advocatn shri Sas1dharan ChemoaLhanth1y1?)

t

Vs,
i. ° General Manager, Telecom District.
' Bharat - 'Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. Kollam.
2. Directcr General,.
Bharat %unchar N1qam Ltd.; New Delhi.
3.7 Un:en ot Tﬁd1a represenfec bv its
Secrevary, Ministry of pommtn1caf1onu;
New Deihi. . ‘ '
4. Briarat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented
by its Chairman. New Delhi. : o
5. " P.¥.0Omana, Senior Telecom Office

Asswstanu (P), Office of the .Sub

Divisional Enagineer (7D & MP.)

Kollam. ' "Respandents
{By Advocate Shri M.R. Suresh AC &0 (P - 4)

O.A.111/01:

S.Karunakaran,

Chief Telephone Supervisor,

Office of the Divisional Engineer, , :
Phones (Internall, Kot+arakara. ' Applicant
-{Ry Advocate. Shri Sa31dharan Chemaazvanth1v11>



—d

General Mandger,. Telecom .District,
Bharat Sanchar N1gam Lt* . Koilam.

Director benera;, o
Bharat banchar ‘Nigam Ltd New Delhi.

3.- - ‘Un1on of 1nd1 represented by its Spcretary, o
' M1n1oury of ucﬂmunwraT1onu, New Deihi. _ -

4. Bharau baﬁc“ar Nigam Ltu,‘repreaenueo by
:t Chairman, Naw Dalhi. ' ‘

o1

K.Ra1an, Senior ‘Telecom Oﬁwlce Assistant(P).
Office of the Sub ﬁ1v1vaonai Engineer

’ (TD & 'MDF), Kollam. - Respondents.
(By Advocate C. Rajenoran. SCGBSC (R.1-4) ’

O A 220/0'

5. PK Kr1shnan, .Grade IV,
C Seniocr Telephone. quperv1sor .
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. MutLom

2. .K.A.Ve1ayudhah,verade IV,
Senior Telephone Suoervisdr,
Bharat Sanchar N1qam Ltd. . :
Puthencruz. - Applicant
(By Advoc te Shri- PN Purushothama <axma11

Ve,

1. Union of India represented by Director General.
Rharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. K6 '
‘Ashoka Road. Sanchar Bhavan, New Deihi.
e

2. - " Tha Chief General Mana@er,

-+ - Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.
Kerale .e]e"ommunwcatxon
ThﬂruvananTnamuram

Dr1nc;pei enera1 Manager T. ecom,

Bharat Sanchar N?gam Ltd. ‘ S

, Cochin—16. ' Respondents
(By ‘Advocate Shri C.Rajendran. SUGSC)

0

0.A.221/01:

y : 1. . P.K.Sekharan, Grade IV,
| o ~ Chief Technical Sgperv150r$ -
\ ' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. Vyttila.

~“.  K.M.Chandran, Grade IV,

Voo U chief Technical Suoervisor, ,
\ oo e - Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd . '

\ ~ e Vvtt1|a R Applicants

N

(By»Advocate Shr1 P. N Purushothama Ka1ma1 : ’ o e
a : ; : , . R 8

. ) . . il R
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Union of India representsd by Director General,
. Bhart 3anchar Nw sam Limitsd. - o
Ashoka Road. Sanchar Bhnavan, Mew Delhi.

The Jhief General ﬁanage%.‘“
Ehar Sanchar.’ N;ga L:d,5~
Kerala Telecommunications,

. Thiruvananthapuram.

Principal General Manager. Telecom, . .
Bharat Sanchar N1qam Ltu.;< : e

,Cooﬂwr 16. . - Respondents

( Y Advocate Mrs. Chitra, ACGSC)

0. A.-\JH/O1 S

|\/

Nalind : - :
Chief Te‘egram Master, Grade IV, S
-+ C.T.O.,

Kochi-16. ' - Applicant

B

(By Advocate Shri-P.N.PUrushdthama‘Kaima1}

{By

The Chiief General Manacer .

Union of.Ind:a rﬁnrpaented by Director
Genaral, Bharac nchar Nigam Ltd..,

_ Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan. New Dalhi.

Bliara® sanchar Nigam Ltd:.
Kerala Telecommun1catwonb‘
fh1ru»ahan+haouram.

Pr1nCIpa1 Genera1 Manager. Telecom.
Bharat Sanchar N1cam Ltd

Cochin-16. » o ?esncnden ts

‘Advocate Snri C;B,Sréekumar. ACGSC)'

The app11cat1on havwng paen heard on zﬁtn March 2002
the Tribunal on the same. day de1|vareﬂ the FoHowmq

\



.9,
ORDER

HON BLE MR.A.V, HARIDASAN VICE CHAIRMAN

P

- The facts and the question of law involved in all ‘these
cases are similar and therefore, these cases are being heard and
-~ disposed of by this common order.

t

2. - A1l these céses are the»fa]‘ out of '+ne oraér a% the‘
iCem%ra? Adm1n1strat1ve Tr1buna1 Anmedabad Bench in O FS/?Gvénd
the' 1etter dated 5.9. 97 1issued by the bh?@? General Nanaqer

Telecom, hera1a C1rc3e on: tﬁe bas1s of the above said ruling -df
the Ahmedabad Bench. .The applicants 1in all theée cases belonging
to SC/STs who had been'brohO£éd to Gfade IV 04F BC§ . have’beén by
the impugned oFdér',ln these cases reverted on the basis oF the
ru11ng of fhe Anmedabad Bench of_ghe Tr1buna7 as afore8a1d, The
applicants cha}]enge these qrders,.in. these app?fcatiéns on
similar grounds{ Ihé féc£s {n'tﬁe 1ndﬁviduaf’faoo?1catjoné are’

stated as unu,:.

QA 1347 /2000
3. 'The apo?jcants;1’ahd 2 were promcﬁed w.e.f.. 30.11.90 to.

Grade IV of BCR .and ithe égn?jcaht,lNo,Ebwas'Drbmated w.e.f.
1.7,92}-.Wh1|e they were cont1nu1no “thus on the promoted post
the& wér° served w1th the 1mpugned o}dera Ad and-AS revéfting
them to BCR urade IIT on a. ‘review of tha promotion to Grade IV of

t

-BCR conducted as pér Department of Telicammun1cat10n_s (DOT ~for

. short) Tetter ‘dated 8.9.99. Aggrieved by this, the appiicants

have filed this application seeking to ,set,'asjde A-4 to the "

extent it affec;s'tﬁe appiicants 1 and 2 and A5 as it affects‘ﬁhe



L0

.

applicant No.3 dec?arinq'that the ‘applicants have every r1ght to ‘

-~

'Contihue'ﬁn the oost of Grade IV ot BOR.

4, The rezecndents in their -repiy statement contend that the .

rhmedabad  Bench of Zhe Tribunei in 0.A.823/96 dated 11.4.97 seek

tO;juét?f? thae 'qﬁ tne areunﬂ that Ahmedabad ~Bench.
hasvhe?d'tha;”éha a%{gcim;és'a? rosery uﬂicn ig not am' Tcamle for
o‘a“wnxnt _€ﬁ ﬁhd_Grédé' V BCR as the same.isrnot'a,nromot{Oﬁ and
tﬁat éhe”§m§ughed order have been issued in terms of_DdT’$ letter
im;femhnc1ﬁc thé d'“actﬁons oF the Tfibuna] I* has. a?sov.been
ccht@nded_thét:the High- Court of Cuiarat has umhe1d the Judgement

of the Ahmedabad Bench.

0.4.1230/00

5. - The caoplicant, 4 member of the Su%edu;ed Fa ste commUﬂ1tv<,
.was promoted to Grade IV of ACR w.e.f. 1 }_QS by giving the
benev T oFf reservat icm,” Agarieved by the 1mpugrad order dated

4;12106 revartina the appiicant firom GradeIV Lo G"ade“ ITI on a

review of ohE Ja“m"n*u\s 1o Grade IV pursunnt to. the DOT’s letter

87 on the baste of Lhoe Ju dgament'of the Ahmedbad Bench
of the [ribunal in 0.'.No.623/3¢, the applicant has filed this
appiication seeking to ce* asida A-1  dated 4£.12.2000  and R-t

»

?st%ef dated 22.8.97 cn ‘he bagis of which the impugned order A-1.

'

¢

8. . The respondents 1in thei~ reply statemeni seek to justify
the impugned action on ths grourd that .the placement - in ‘the

hianher scale Gf BCR toes not amount to promotion cé??inc for

O

obsarvan

¢ of the worst .ystem as has been held by the. Ahmeﬁaba
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' Beﬁch‘of'the Tribunal 1n O.A. 623/9n which has been uphe1d by thé‘

Hon’ble Hign .Court of Gujarat and a°vthe Hon’ ble 41gn Court ‘of
Keha1a»has’aTso"in the ru]ﬁng‘répdrted,x'.N Praghu and another
Vs. The Hor bie Ch1ef J9811Cw ‘and others (1973 Lab IC 1899} held

that Diacemenb in a }1qher scale does not amount to promotion,

: warranting raservation for that._ Therg is 1o merit in the claim

of the applicant for placement in Grade IV of BCR promotion which

calls for adjudication.

0.A.1291/2000:

7. ,.The‘ applicart a member Qf'the Schedd?ed caste cbmmyﬁity'
_Was_prqmoted to. Grade IV of 'BCR. w‘é.f; . 80.11.90 giv%ng' ihé
benefit of reservation. - He. is dggr}eved'by thevimqughad'ofder
dated 4.12.2600 a(A1f by wh1cn 'he. has ,beeh_ keVarted His

represehtatioh ’against the ravera1pﬁ was re;ecced by A—/ order

\

f'p1acﬂng F@~1dﬂue on. *he Jetter of the DOT Oatad 8.8. a? wh1ch was

i1ssue@ in comoiwahce w1tk the Judganent or fhe Ahmodabad Bnnch of

the tne u@mbra? Admwnwstratzve Trwbund;, Y The amai1caﬂt has .

therafore. Ta}@d this application pnaiWenc1%c A-1 ©O- the’ extentf

it afvects him as also the:A-T_order,

8. The respondents in their reoly statement seek to Jjustify

tke ,maucrmd ac*wom on ?he ground that the niacement in the "3 ade

TV of BCR does not amount to br0ﬂ0t1om ‘as has. been held by the

Ahmegabad Sench of CAT in O A.623/96 which has beer uphatd bv *hcf

Hon ble H1gh~Court~of uuaarat. Tt has also been Canfended that a

Fu?f_Bench'Of»the Hoh’b)einghVCourt of Kerala‘in N.G.Prabhu Vs.



observed that

2.

3

~Chief  Justice (1973 Lab IC 1899) has also

upgradation to a higher pay scale does not amount to promotion;
' The respondents contend that the applicant is not entitled to the

+

h
0

reiiefs sougrt.

' 0.A.1302/00:

g. The applicant who belongs to Scheduled Tribe community was

promoted to Grade IV of - BCR w.e.f. 1.1.95 giving her the

 benefits of reservation. While so, the impugned - order dated -

i4.12.2006 was:vissuéd nevertihg. her to Grade III. Agdarieved by

‘that the abp?icant has filed this application. seeking to set

SR

‘7éé%de ‘the A—S order to the extent it affects her declaring that

she is entitied to continue in»Gradé IV under the 2nd respondent

Py

and for a direction to take action accordingly.

10. The résogndents- in their reply statement. seek to justify
‘thie impugned action .on the ground that the placement in Grade IV
not being a promotion as hés been held by the Ahmedabad Bench in

he Hon’'ble High court of -

A.G23/96 which has peen upheld by t
Gujarat, the action has been rightly taken.
G"

A 1321/2000:
Th

1. e apoTicant belongs to Scheduled Tribe community was

brompted'to BCR Grade IV w.e.f. - 1.1.92 giving her thejbenefjt.of

reservation. She is 'aggrieved by the impugned order dated

The

44.12.2000 reverting her to Grade III. applicant has,

therefore, Filed this application seeking to set aside the



accordingiy.

unexceptional.

C.A.1322/2000:

>

.15

1mpugneo order to the extenf it re7ates to tha apoTwcant and for

a ,dec1arau1on that she 1is ent1t;ed to b° contwnued in Grade Iv_

and for a directioh to the‘ respondents  to ~ take apt1on

- The resoondénts seék'to justify the imougned order on the

ground that the o?acement of the appti cant in urcde IV not being
a promotlon., she was not entitied to' get the'. | benefit of
resefvat{Oﬂ;, that the géiﬁt-has been c?érifﬁed>byv@h§ Ahmedabad
Bench of'the Tribunal in 0.AQ623/96 which has been upheld by the

Hon’ble 'High~'Court\ of _ Gujarat .and that theiﬁmougned_order ig

-

13.- The applicants - 1 & 2 ‘beﬁoﬁging ‘to . -Scheduled. Tribe

- community were promoted w.e.f. 1.1.893 ~and. 1.4.95 respectively

giving th=2 beﬁafit of reservation , have filed this aﬁp?ication,

2

chell engmr “whe ordaf° dated 23. 10 200 (AS), AD énd A7 order

s

dated 27.}1,2000 by which fnev were rmvpr*ea to Grade I11 from

 Grade IV. They have filed this;‘app1icat1on challeng 1na uheSe'-

orders and for a declaration that. they are ent1tied to Cont1nue

1h;£he post of Grade-IV BCR.

14 In the rep}y.statement the resuondentsvagek,to_justﬁfy the .
impugned orders on the ground thatv the p?ademeht bf the
ano?1cantq in Grade 1v BPR are not ‘being a prumotaon. the 'rostér

Tor, reservation was not aDo11cabje as has been held. by *he



4L : | e
Ahmédabad' Bench . of  the CAT 1in 0.A.623/96 and therefore,, the
impugned action taken in implementation of the abdve -judgement

cannot be faulted.

0.A.133G/2000: -

15. The appiicant a member of the Scheduied Tribe was promoted

to Grade IV BCR w.e.f.1.1.92.  Aggrieved by the order dated

S 4/42/2000 by which she has been reverted from the post of Grade

Iv. of BCR to Grade III, she has filed this application seeking to

set aside the imougned order A-5 dec?aring that,she -is  entitied

to be continued in Grade IV and tc direct the respondents to take

raction accordingly,

16. The respondents in their reply statement, contend that the

placement of ﬁhé-.apricant iﬁ Grade IV was not a promotjdn]ahd :
therefore, tﬁ@ 9rin&ip1eénof'faserVation:was wrongly applied fn
;yfew of  the judgement of the Ahmédabad Bench of the CAT in

A.623/96 which hayé been upheld by the Gujarat High Court, the
abiigﬁ Ve héem fight}y taken,v  It has been further_cohteﬂded_
that thé above’actibn is suppofted by the ruling @f  the Full

Bench of  the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala in N.G.Prabhu and

another ¥Vs. . Hon’ble Chief Justice and-others (1973 Lab IC 1399).

(523

0.A.1335/00
17. © The applicant a member of the 'S.7. was granted Grade IV
(Chief Telephone Subthisqr) prombtion_w;e.f. . 1.7.95 by_‘crder

. dated :29;3.96- giving. the benefit of reservation.Purportedly in

%jmp}ementation of the -judgmeht -of'-the'AﬁMedabad Bench of the,



.15,

C.A.T. 1in 0.A.623/96 , the applicant was on notice to show cause

why she shduld not be .reverted as she was not eligible for
. ' f _ N

promotién to Grads iv w.a.F. 1;7.95 subﬁitted “her eXﬁ]anation
against the proposal and aiso hade,a-reoresentaiion A5 tovtﬁe 4th
reSpondent. L However_réferring t@ jetter daped 8.9.99(A3) of the
of thé DOT the-imaugned'ordef'datéd 4;12.2000 haé been Hssued .by

the  second respondent reverting the app}itant “to Grade III.

‘Aggrieved by this, the applicant has. filed the O.A. . seeking to _

quash Annexure A9 to the extent it affects her, deciaring that
the applicant is entitled to continue in ‘Grade’-IV and for

necessary direction to the respondznts.

i8. ° The respondents seek to justify the impugned orders on the:
basis of the decision of the Ahmedabad Bench - of the Central
ﬁdministrative Tritunal in 0.A.623/96 which Haé‘been upheld by

the Gujarat High Court.
O.A.B/2001

19. Tﬁe{épp?icantvwho‘jéined— tﬁe serQide on 25.351956"Was
granted'TBO? and BCR and was later promoted ﬁé Grade,IV of BCR on
1;1.1994.' on ﬁhé basis 4of the’ihst?uctﬁOﬁs contained {h DOT
fetter'dateE‘S.S,QS,in purported 1mDiementatiQn’of the directions

contained in the order of the Ahmedabad Bench -of the Central

raministirative Tribunal n  GLA. 6823/2¢ which was confirmad by

‘the High Court of Gujarat, the third respondent issued Annexure
A1 _dated 18.12.2000 reverting the apolicant from Grade IV to

'Grade I11. 'Aggrievéd~ by that ﬁhe applicant has ‘fi1ed this



L16. )

@
’ aoul1cat10ﬁ seek1ng to auash Annexure Al *o;the»extent it affects
h1m andg for a deciarat:on that he is ent1t1@d to contwnue as
'~ Grade 1V and for direction to the respcndents to allow  him ,tq

continue as Grade 1IV.

20,: The respondentc seek to }ust1fy the 1moﬁgned act1on on the
grouhd that Vthe Ahmedabad Bench of ‘the Cenurai Adm1n1strat1ve
srwbuna1 in O. A 623/96‘have heid that the roster on reservat1on
wcu?d not app?v in the matter of DWacement from BPR Gr.IIT to 10%'

of BCR Gr.1v.
0.A.108/2001

7v 21. " The applicant belonging to Scheduled Caste community was:

granted BCR promotion to Grade IV w%th effect fromf1.1.1996 by

Y

ordar“dated 9.12.12858 {Ahnexure' A1, - On the basis of ° ﬁhe
vjudqment of the Central Administrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench
in O.A.B23/98 with M.A.No.660/96. d@C?aF?ﬁv that reservatidﬁ- is
}_>n0tvapoﬁﬁcable to SC/ST candidates for promotion to brade IV BCR,

'tﬁe first . rgqundentA'issged a_nétice dated 31. 8,20001(Annexure
A2} pkopos%ng to Fevekt>h%m to Grade IIIILThe aDD?icantvsubmitted

a representation . In reply to his representation he has
receijved the,memo dated i1.1.2001 infcrming-him that a favourab1e_
‘decisioh could not be taken on his reor@senfatwon as no .revised

1nstruct1on had been rece:ved from the. DOT He was a1so served

wath _an order dated 11.1.4001 {Annexure A5) by which he was



® \ o AT,
revert cd to Grade III  with immediate effect. ~ Agarieved the
apn11cant has filed this application challenging = the 1mquned‘
orders. SR - . o
2Z. The raqsonoents have T11ed a rep?y statement 'séekiﬂg’rto

'7u:;1fy the cmDUQWEd orders relving on ‘the order of the Ahmedabad

~Bench of. the Cantra? Administrat1ve Tribunal 1in O.A.' 623/96.
_ : 7 : : _ .

0.A.110/2001
23. fhe~ ab§1fcant a meﬁber'of'séﬁedu1ed Tribe Was orbmotedaté
o érade v of»the BCR.wfth effect' from 1.?;1994F by order - dateé
24.10f1994(Annexure A1) giving her the benefit ef reservation.
Puréuant to the orders o% the DOT‘dated 22.8;1997\and 8.9.1998 on
the basms of the Judgment of the Ahmedabao Bench of the- Cenﬁrai
Adm1nwstrat1ve Tr1buﬂa1 inb d.A; 3/96 a show—cauce notice
{Aﬂnerf@ AEE'was'SF%'eG on the apm}dcaut proposing o Pevér+ her
tdvgrade IiI of the BCR. The appiicant = submitted  her
‘reprESehtation opposinq the prbposéd action. Sﬁe'was served with
a memo dated 1. 1 3001 of the fxrsf reQQoﬁdént‘1nform“nq her that
& favourable deﬁ1s1on on her repreoentat1on wou?d not be taken as:
aTsQ the order Qf ‘the same date reverting her to 9rade III.
-Aggrieved by .that thé"apolﬁgant has-vf1ied ithis application

seeking to set aside the ﬁmpugped orders.

24,  The respondents seek to Jjustify the immugned orders
p?a61ﬂa re71ance on the Judqment of the knmedabad Benoh of  the

.Centra1 Adm1n15trat1ve Tribunal in O A. 623/96.
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26.  The appiicant belong o 8o eduied Caste was. oromoned to
Grade IV of. ac&fjWith" éffecﬁ from @)7.1&93 by order. dated
24?1(Qﬁ§§4 Arnexure A1) givi hg n1ﬁ thé Deﬁef1 of reéervatién.
‘Whi1é 'so,_ the 'aﬁnixuan Was servad w1+h a-ndt{ce Annéxu}e;Az

proposing to revert-him to Gradev 11 in Quraorted 1moiemen ateOH‘

.

of"lthe 3udgmeht_ of the Ahmeaabaw ‘Bench .of uhe Centra’
~Administfat1Ve'Tr3buna3iin. 6.A, _‘ 623/96 :.. \Thé | acﬁ]icant
submittedi his rep?y»,Anhexure A3 oppos1navfh oroboééd acticn;
However the first respondent has |ssued,the 1muugnea order dated
“ f11.1;2001 revert1ng the, anpi:cant to urade III . Aqgr1eved cha
épbiicégt_has fi?ed this appiicatibn seeking to  set aside uh“'
imaugnéd order Ahne#gfe»A4.

»

The respondents seek to justify the impugned action on the

[R¥]
[¢3]

ground that the reservation for Scheduled Caste/Scneduied Tribe
is. not aga?écab}e to ‘Grade IV promotﬁon as has been held by the

- Ahmmedabad  Rench of the Central Administrative Tribunal in O.A.

'é?. - The f1rst aDpT1pant was promoted ﬁo Grade iv BCR ﬁrdm
SGLTﬁQQO(Annexure‘ A) and the_ owd app11cant was Dromoted to
'urade Iv ECR W1th °f16?u from 1.7. 1d94 by Annexurn A2 order.
,They were promot@d app1y1ﬂg tha.’ reeerdezon roster. Aggrééved ﬁy.

the order dated 31.1.2001 (Annexure. AB] by which in purported



"Tribunai has held that roster for res ervatlon does not app?y for

vy
(€]
¢

impiementation of the judgmént of the Ahmedabad Bench of the
, . : . N o , 4 .

Centra1 Administrative Tr1nunai in O.A. 623/96 they = were

rpvernoa to Grade IV. They have filed this aop?wcat1on se@k1nc‘

to set aside the impugned orders. . - . ‘ : : N

28. The respondents seek toO just?fy the‘imnugned action”on the‘

ground that the ‘Ahmedabad .Bench of tbo Cnntra1 Admunwstrat1ve

placement ih BCR Grade IV.

0.A.221/2001

»/,'

_29. The first applwcant was promoted to ‘Grade IV BCR with

°Tfect from 1 .92 by Annexure A‘ nrder end the gncond app11pant

was promotea to Grade IV w1th effect ftom 1 7.1994 byvAnnexure AZ

order. Aggrieved by the order dated '22.12.2000 of the third

respondent - reverting them ~ to Grade \III  in - purported

impiementation of the Jjudgment’ of the Central” Administrative

Tribunal, Ahmedabad = Bench 1in O'A zg/96 ~ the anp11uants have\

filed this kat;catwon Deak1ng to set aside the' 1ﬂpucned order

A

30, The reqmondents in thp rep;v statemen? seek. to Just1fv the

1mpugned actwon on the basxs o?f the JudnghE of tne Centratl

Adm1nwsf'ac1ve Tr1ouna1 Ahmedabad Bench 1n O.A., 623/96.

0.A.311/2001

3i.  The apb11cant»be1onging to Schedu1ed Caété»was ‘placed in.

AY

the Grade IV of the BCR with effect from 30. 11 90 by order dated.

'$6,8.91 (Annexure»A1) q*v1ng her/ the beneT1f of re\ervat1on
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.

Aggrievéd by the 1impugned order dated 27.11.2000 (Annexure Ad4) by

which she is reverted to Gradé III on +he basis of the 1otter of

"

the DOT dated 8.2.99 , the a ppolicant has’ Tiled this appiication

seeking tc sst aside the xmpur.ed rasra.
32. The respondents seek to Justify the,impugned‘order on the

~ground that the Ahmedabad Bench of the Central Administrative
ribunal in  0.A. 623/96 has heid that the r°servat1on roqter

doss not apply to Grade IV promotion.

L
oy

Wa have perused.the pleadinge in ali these cases and have
heard the learned counsel on either side. ‘The short guestion

_that call

7]

Tfor adjuducab*on in these cases is. whether the

-

e}evation te Grade IV & 18 & DFOﬂOLTOn wbwch attracts the

~h
[09]
@)
e

roster communal reservation. The Athoabad Bench of the ,r1buna1
11 0.A.625/06 held that the elevation to Grade I¥ of BCR not

being an "aﬁpo?ntment .to -a higher post, is not a promotion and.

°

therefore, the ﬁﬁiacépTe:ofureﬁervaticn 18 inapplicable. The
jUdgemeﬁt~ o Ihe uhmrdaOaa Bench of the Tribunal was upheld ty

the Hon’ bie High Court of. Gujarat in OP.No.685/99, As the

Banga?ore.aench of‘the_?ribUna1 did not agree with the view taken

by"the_ Anmedabad Bench of CAT. the issue was referred to a Full
.Bench of "the Tribunal. =~ The Fu

M;L.Rajaram Naik' and Others Vs, The.Additidna? u1recLor GGHS

ot
rwtnd

‘Bench of the Tribunal in

hdnuaso*e ano ofhere ‘and 1in othe . Cases cons1derec the 1ssues
referred. One of the 1ssues referred'tc th Larger Bench was:

g Whether placement in 1 per cent BCQ (Grade Iv)
i.oer'bhe scheme da*ed 16.10.90 on the basis ~of sen10r7ty



in basic grade amounts to promotion® and  f so, whether
rezervation Tor scheduled castes and qc%edulec tr1bes in
those BCR Grade-1IV QOSLQ is not apa:wcabief . N

34.  The Fuli Bench _answeréd to  these points 1in the
~affirmative. wWhile reaching that conclusion the  Full -Bench
considered the observations of the Hén’bié>'8uareme Court in

he  F ?1 Bezch took hOté of the

e

" various décisions on the issue.
cbservations of the [ Apex Court in 8 te of Pajacthan VS. vFateh

Chand'sdni‘(1999§ i SCC 5862), the ADex Court observed as~foiiows:

“The High Court .in our opinion, was not right in holding
~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 not ‘constitute ‘promotion. . In the
literal sense the word ‘promote’ means "to advance to &
higher position, qrade,’or henour”. - 8o also "oromotion’
means. "advancement or .prefarment in honour, dignity, rank,
~or  grade”, (see Wébatar’s ‘Comprehensive Dictionary.
International Edn., P.1009) ’Promotion’ thus 'not ontly
covers advancement to higher position . or rank but also

implies advancement. to a higher grade. - In service law
also  the ' expression promotion. has been understood in tne
wider sense and it has been held that _gromotion can be

either. to a higher pay scale or to a higher post.”

"35.  The Full Bench zalso motedithat the C@ﬁétitutiOH Bench of .

Fa

the Apex Ccurt in Ramprasad vs.D .K.Vijay and othe s(AIR 1989 SC

3563) reférred to review the principle laid downvin kafeh Chand:
Soni’s caée. o Itvwas'onﬁthe'basis o% tﬁe abévévéuthorities that
the %uf} Bench held that-ﬁhe‘niacemmﬁt'fn §O% BCR (Grade V) as
ner the-_schemé dated 16.1@;“?9§O .on the basis of 58ﬂ1OFTtY in
hasic qraae amounfs to promot1on and *herafere sresérvatxon ‘for

SC/ST is ago;1Cab1e~t0 such promonicn ) ”We are of the view fhat‘

the Full. BEﬂbh has sett?ed +he 1ssue to be Fo??owed bv ‘a11 - the

'Bsnphes Qf-the Central Adm1n13trat1ve Tribunal.

26.°  The learned counsel of the respondents referred us to the
» . B i ] o - -

ruling of a Full Bench of the Kerala High Court titied N.G.Prabhu

¢
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and  another vs.The Hon’ble Chief Justice and others, reported in

Ry

1973 Lab I.C. 1399. - The Hon'ble High Court 1in that ca

: m

e was

considering whether":n mination ‘of a Senior Stenogracher to the -

.~ Selaction Grade was 'a promotion . in terms of definition of

Qnomotﬁen in  the relevant ruie. = Ths facts of this_case are

entwre1y d?FTmrent and fhe rules cons’dored are also diffe rent

"fherepoze, the- decision of tha_ Larger Bench of the_Trjﬁunal'

fo110W%ﬂg the decision of tie Apex (o

1

case that rdstertfdr.reservatésﬂ has te be appiied for plac ement:

iri *he Grade IV BCR 1is bound to be followed by all’ the . Ber.ches of -

the Tribuna

ot
n

37. ° In the light of the above discussion, we find that the

impugned orders ih all *hese cases .are unsustainable. W2

the ore., a|1ow t?eae anp. Rcat ions setting aside the imbugnéd

orders to the xrent they affect the Fﬁ&?icamtS-deciarémg'unﬁb

the applicants wers entitied to continue in the Grade IV of BCR

on the basis of their promotions giving them"ihe tenefit of

‘

38. In 0.%.1291/00 as the applicant has gi.ce been retired , the

T
[y

respondents are H?rgcbeu o treat th; the .applicant to have

&

continued in - the Grade Iv BCR aﬁd,to‘make ava12abie ta_him'the

.a"rears of Day aﬁd a1¥o«ancgc aﬂd enhancca uen81onary h wafite.

- 39. Iﬂ G.A.Nos.129 3/uO and 129?[@0 as “there was ﬁ@“iﬂterim

order of ' stay, the agg}icant was - reverted. Respondents -are

oy

e L o~ = . . - ‘_" N ; i . L "v,‘_ . ) > e , . ' n .o r '
‘therefore directed to reinstate the apnlicant in the Grade IV BCR

as ?f the 1mmugnad 0fder d;d not take effect and make available’

%t him the arreéars of pay and a??oﬁahéésg

»
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40. The above directions. shail be complied with within a

period of two months from the date of receipt of a copy of this

order. HNo costs.

Ny

Nuted the 20th March, 200

Sd."“ ‘ . : - . Sd/".—

L T.N.T.NAYAR : A.V:HARIDASAN. -
ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER .  VICE CHAIRMAN
rv/nii | L ; |
— o AP ngmé 5;; X
| 0.A.1347/2000

Applicantse’ Annexures

1S A1 True photocony of the ordér No;TFC/ST—a—GﬂBCR/SO
. promoting 1st and Znd appiicants te the post of
Grade IV. BCR dated 25.2.91. .

2. A-2 True photocopy of the order No.STA/30-25/R19s/94
issued from the office of the 2nd respondent dated
5.2.87.; _ o o
3. A-3: True photocopy of the order - No. £2-6/94-TE.Il
: ' - qssued by ist respondent dated 123.2.97.

4 A-4: True photocopy of - the reversion order
No.TFC/St.8-6/BCR/2000 issued to 1st and 2nd
appiicants from Office of the 2nd. respondent cated

. 22.10.200G. o ' : : '
5. A-5: . True photocopy of the reversion order

No.ST.737/BCR/10%/2000/3 issued to grd appiicant
from_Office of the 2nd 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. o

2. R-2B: Photo cop& of the érder NO.22~6/94-TE.II dated

: 13.12.1985 of the Miniatry of communications, New

Deihi. . : ' T :
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ADD]'ICE:H"t 8 AF‘H"‘EX ‘Y‘eS

2. "A“‘Z'

|

32 A-3

4 . )/'&._4

5. A-5:

6. A-6:

{
Respondents’

A%}
T
N

&3]
5
Ga

ﬁbp‘rcaht

D W

T~ .

Cappiicant.

True copy of the Mozt

i
.Telecom District, Triv
‘True copy of ,the

' True copy of the Letter No.ST-BCR/10%/Pt/11

.True- copY dfuthe Order NO.ST.BCR/10%/Pt./14 dated
respondent to the.

4,12.2000 issued by the 3ard

o 10,.3T-103C/BCR/Tech/I11/41

sesuen by the

dated 25.11.988 1is Deputy General
Manager{Admn}, Office -o¥ “hz General Manager

andrum to the applicant.

True copy of the Mem: NO.!
€.8.2000  issued ‘by'th@
ard recoonaenr tu tPe apo

ice of the

‘representation
submitted by the applicant to the 3rd

True copy of the r nta*won dated 4.8.2000

eprese
submitted bv the applicant to the 1st respondent.

: dated
4.12.2000 issued by the DGM (Pig& .Amn. \, Telecom

District,; Tr1\andrumw°a to the applicant.
Annexures: . R

True cony of letter N0.22-86/24-TE-I1 dated 22.8.97
issued by the DOT. T '

True copy of Judgement 1in ©.A NO.623/898 by"

Abamadabad C.A.T.
Judgement 1y 1887(4) ATC .3 by
Jabalpur Bench,. :

True copy of
C.A.T.

True copy of the Judgement in 1973 Lab IT 1323 by

‘Kerala High Court.

True copy of the letter No.22-6/94-TE 11 issusd by
DOT, New Delhi, C ‘

0.A. 1291/2000

- Annexures: N

True copy of the Order NO.2T.BOR/10%/Pt./14 dated
respondent ,to_ th

4, 1k.2000 issued by 'the Srd
anoi1faﬁ

True:
22.4.91
Gffice
to the

“_dated'

g



|
(R
() B
i

ADp1ﬁcant’SXAnnexureq-
3. A-3: True copy of the’ Memo No.ST 654/Tech/10%/17 dated
8 &.,2000 issued by the DGM (Admn), Office of the
rd respondcnt to the aooaicant - . .
4, fA#iz'j' True co "QT the roDrebentatwon daued 21.8.2000
Sutmrtted by the app dMicant.to the 3rd respondent

5. A-5: , True copy'of the renp-esentation dated . 21,8.,2000
: 48ubm1tﬁed_by the applicant to the ist ”espondent

6. A-6:  True copy of the

xepreaehtat1on dated 1Q 9. 2000
submitted by Lhe aoplicant to the 3rd resoondent
7. A-7: = True copy of the Letter No oz—BCR TOV/Pt/11 dated

4.12.2000 issued by the 5GM (P1g& Amn. ), Te:ecom
District, Trwvandrum ZQ to the_app11canb

' Respondents’ Annexures:

1. Rei: True copy of the ©DOT ‘letter  dated 22.8.97
o No.STA/30~ ¢5/9103/94 - | o

“True ~copy oOf Juagement of the Hon’ble Centratl-

2 ‘R-2Z
Administrative Tribunal. Abamadabad Bench. 1n O.A-
 No.623/96. |
3 R-3: True copy of the Vokderrvof DOT dated £.9.99
EE No.22-6/94-TE 11 ; '
r . .
0.A.1302/2000
Appi1cant 8- Anneyurec o o ; Y
1. A-1: True  copy  -of memorandum  No.KL/TR/5-3/13
~ dt.12.9.1994 of the Govt. of India, Indian Posts
and Te 1egfaohb Department. I '
2. A2 rue  coby of | memo  NO. ST/BCR/10%/Gen1/10/95
‘ o ‘§4%.29.3.1996 of the 2nd rebponcent ,
3., A-3: : True. .copy: of vmemorandum‘ No. q*/BCR/1OA/99/18/
’ dt.8.8.2000 of the'}st-respohden
4. . A—4:' . True copy “of . the representation dt.22.8.2000 to
: the 1 -t resoondent _
5., A-5: True-~ | copy ;f of Té*tar . No oT/BCR/ O%/Pt/11
: dt.4. 12.2000 of the 1s ro~pondenf" :
8 A-B6 ~ True copy of the bas1c grade cen1or1tv 1 as
~ ' obtaining on 1.1.96. '
7. A-T: True copy df"the.mbdei.roéter,for promotion.
3. A-8 True copy of order No.@-3127/PEN/8 dt.23.8.94 of

the 2nd respondent.



Resoondents Annexures.

LY

True copy of the Order Nc.STA/30-25/R1gs/84 dated
5.9.97 issued by the Asst, Director - (Staff 1).

Trivandrum,

True copy .of the Jud ament ir . OA NO.BZ23/96 WITH MA
oL O00/88 0 daled o 11.4.97 of = the Central
Administrative Triburai, Famedabac.

True conyv of the order dt.z24 3. ﬁ7 of the Central
Administrative Tribunal. Jab e '

4., R-4 Trus copy of"tne Juosem éﬁi~1h O,P,ﬂoé. 4323 and
- 4539 -of 1972 dated 18.3.73 of the Keraia #igh
Court, Full Bench.
: O.A 43¢1/2000 '
- Applicant’s Annexures: -
1.  A-1 Tr e ‘copy of meﬁw No.S8T. R/107/T0/7, dated
, 8. 000 of the ist respondent. - T :
7. A-Z2: True copy of @ the r@ﬂrebea at1on dL 21.8.2000 to
the 1st r@up0ﬂdenu, ‘
3. A-3: True copy of - the g¢radation ti1st . of  Telephone
: Operators ~ (basic arade) as on 1.1.96 -of the
Secondary “WTECﬁfHQ Area circulated by the 2Znd
B respondent vide NO.ST.B83/T0/1/82 dt;19.7;2006.
L True coDYy Caf ordsr- . No.8T.BER/ O”/P“’ 3.
' dt.4.32.2000 of the 1st respondent.
Bi v A=B True copy of the order dt.i11.4.97 in O.A No.623/96
b éhe Ahamedabad Bencnh of the C.A.T. .
6. A-6 True copy of the Model Roster cadre strength upto
13, ' o : :
Respondents Annexur Si
. R-1: True copy of the order of DOT dt.5.9.97.
2. R-2: True copv of the order dated 11.4.97 of C.A.T.,
' Ahamedabad Bench in 0.A.No.823/96 with M.A.660/96.
3. R-3 True copy of ~the cordar dt.24.3.84 of C.A.T.,
Jabalpur Bench reported 1w_1%87 (4) Administrative
Tribunals cases: o ‘
w R-4: True ccay~ of the  Jjudgement {Fuil Bench) of the

Hon’ble High Court of Ké ra%a reported in 1873

LAB.I.C.1338 (V 6C 313}
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0.A.1322/2000 - o
Applicants Annexure :
1. A-1: True photocopy of the ordsr No. E 1/R1qQ/BCn/226L

premoting ist applicant to th post of- Grade IV,
3CR aaced 21.1.97. S )

2.. A-2: 4ru@ photocony of the crder No.E.35/78 promoting
o 2nd applicant to the post @fzﬁrade Iv. BCR dated
5.&;90. ‘ '
3 A-3  True photocopy  of the order NGQSTA/BQ'25/R398/94;
- issued from the OFficJ of the 2nd respondent dated
§.9.97. ’ ’ :
4. A-4: . True photocopy of the .order  No, 20-6/94-TE.T1I
: - issued by 1st respondent dated 12 .2.1997,
5. A-5 True -~ photocopy:  of the  reversion order
‘ No.TFC/8t~-8-6-BCR/Z2000 ‘issued to the 1st applicant
from office of  the = 2nd- respondent dated
. 23.10.2000. - |
8. A-6:  True - photocopy  of  the -reversion order
' - No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/2000 issued to the 2nd applicant
- trom ‘office. of the .2nd respondent  dated
23.10,2000. s :
7. A~T7: True copy- of  the " hotice - of reversion

-NoiSI/EK—ZGZ/ZS/Gr.IV/S issued by 3rd -respondent
©o the applicants dated 27.11.2000 ‘

Resbondents Arinexures:

of  the Ju”qment passed by Central

1. R-1: True -copy )
Administrative ,3Duna;,v Anmeuaoaa Bench n o
0.A.10.623/96 dated 11.04. o

2. R-2: True copy ‘of the order No.22-8/94-TE-II dated

8.9.99 issued by the Dapartment.

O.A. 1330/2000

Applicant’s Annexures:

1. A-1: True copy of memo No.ST-1030/11/62 dt.23.3.1992 of
' : ‘the 2nd respondent.
S22, A-2: ~ True - cobny. of memo  No. u*'BCR/10%/TO/1/23-
: ! dt.8.8. ZFOO Of the ist r€=Dondent ‘
3 A-3 True = copy of the remreseﬂfdt1oﬂ dt.21.8.2000 to

£

the 18t respondent. -



ue rity list of Taelephone Operators
Dasic gradéi -~ 1.1.96 was circulated by the
2nd respondent vide No.8T. 563/TC/1/82
gt .18.7.20C0. = '

5, A-&: 7 Trug CODY . G
gt 4. 12,2600 o; T

5. &4=B: - " True copy of th
: " of the Ahamedabad

ue copy of the Mude! Roster Cadre strength upto

 Respondents’ Annexures:

i. R-2A:  Photo copy of the order dated 22.8.37 5F the Jepi.
of Telecommunication. ‘ ' '

5. R-2B:  Photo copy of the order in OA 623/96 dated 11.%.37
' of. tbe C.A.T Ahm@dabaj bennh. ‘ ‘ :

3. R-2C: thhotn copy of the o;der in T.A.. 139/86 dated
74.32.87 of the C.A.T uapaspur Bench.

4. R-2D: Photo copy of t er iﬂ O.P 4329.and  4338/1372
- dated 16.3.1973 of the Kerala High Ccurt.

0.A.No.1335/2000

%

Aﬁﬁiicant's ANNExXur

es:
' 1 A-1 Trus copy of CMeme NG,ST/BQRf?G%fFeﬂ;/S/SE
. dt.29.8.96 of the Eﬁdaru,QOﬁdeﬂ&, '
2.. A-2: Trus copy of memo No.ST.BCR/10%/T0Q/7/21 dated
g.8,2000 of the Znd resgondenw; i '
3. A-3 . Irue copy of jetter No ;2 -6/94-TE.II dt.8.8.928 of
- the '

3rd respondent. : g -

L 4L A4 True copy of the reoresant z,cn' 6qt.21.8.2000 -to
3 the 2nd responden®. ) ‘

5. A-5: . Trus copy. of the representation at.21.8.2000 to

the 4th respondent. ' o '

8. A-6: " True ¢opy of the order dt.311.4.97 in C.A No.623/96
B of the Ahmedabad Bench of the C.A.T. '
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Applicant’s Annexures:

7. A-T: True copy OF the seniority 1list circulated with
- . jettér  No.8T/563/TC/1/82 dated 18.7.2000 of the
2“d-”€SQOﬂAEFt, : :

8. A-8: True crov of *ha Mo‘@; ‘Roster for a cadre strength .
' -of 18&, s - : ~ '

9. A-9: Trus copy - of order - No.ST. BCR/10%/Pt/13
. Tdt.4.12.2000 of the 1st respondent - o

Respondents’ Annexures:

1. R-2A: . Photo copy of Lhe crder No.3TA/30- 25/R1ga/94 dated

5.9.97 of the Chief General Manager, Tr1vandrum

2. R-2B “Photo copby ~of the “order- in  O.A. 62a/96 dated
: . 11.4.97 of the C.A.T., Ahmedabad Bench '
3. R=2C Photo‘ copy of the order 'in T.A.139/86.'dated-
24 .87 of the C.A.7., Japalpur Bench. ,
‘;4; ‘R—EDg Photo -copy -of the ;uﬂgement in O P.4329 & 4339/72

dated 16.3. 73 of tha Hon’blie High Court of Kera?a

" 0.A.8/2601
App]icént’: Annexures:
1. A-1: True copy of the Memo No.E1/336/Col1.I1I/9 dated :
o o 18.17.2000 issued for 'he 3rd respondent.
2. A-2: ° True copy. of the Memn No.E-I/336/Col. 1/54 dated
R 3u igsuad by the Asswsﬁant-'weﬂer“l--Manager
(Aa y,. Office of .the General Manager, Telecom
.DiStr?ct, Kottavam. K S .
3 A-32: . True copy of . the Order ﬁa=22r§/94~T8—11- dated
' 13.12.95 issued. by the Director (TE), Department
of Telecom District. N =W De|ha. S :
Respondents Annexures: .

1. R-1: . True - copy of - the order of = "the = Central
' - Administrative sribnaa1q Ahemedabad Bench in O.A
623/36 with M A 6680/95 dated 11.4.97.

2. R-2:  True copy of DOT - letter No.22-6/94-TE-II dated

2.9.99. B S



"~ 0.A.108/2001

-

" Applicant’s Annexures

1. A-1: Trum copy of order NO . ST C/JUQ/Crade IV/1/16 dated
: - 29012, 1895 of the. jet rescancent

Z. A-2 Trum copy of order No.Si mé/cﬂaJe IV/TDS/28 dated
21 2000 of the igt ¢ $300 ﬁaenu

/ ,
3. A-3: . True copy.of Tha representation dated 0.98.2000 to
: - the 1st respondent.

~

4. A-4:  True cogy ‘of memo Mo.E-1/R1gs/STBPs/11/37 dated
11.1.2001 of the ?uu respondaent. :

5. A-5: . True copy of memo No.E-1/Rigs/STBPs/II/38  dated
‘ 11.1.2001 of the 1st resaanﬁent. o '

6. A-6: True coby - of the Qrder in‘ LALNos. 241,‘876 éﬁd
) : 1002 of 19988 dated 25.4,2000. ' :

Respondents’ Annexures

1. R-1(a): - Trué copy of orde} iA OA 623/96 dated 11. 4 1997 of
- . " Hon’ble C. A T, Ahmedabad Bench.

2. R-1(b); True .copy of letter No.22-6/94-TE-I1 dated 22.8.97
: , issued by Director of Telecom. New Delhi ~with .
covering letter No.STA/30-25/R1g9y/94 dated 5.9.87

of Assistant waector( Staff), Office of CGMT,

Trivandrum.

w

R-1(c): Letter- No.22/6/S4.TE.II dated 9.7.99 issued by
ADG, (TE). ~ '

4. ®-1(d): Circular No0.2-6/94-TE dated 8.9.99 issued by
Director Telecom, New Delhi. - '
| ; ~ 0.A.110/2001

Applicant’s. Annexures

1. A=1: True ' copy of mémo No.ST-A/Gr.IV/TOs/22 dated
: *24,10.24 of the tgt razpondernt, ' o
2 A-2 “True copy of memo Mo ST-A/Gr.IV/TDS/30 - dated

31.8.2800 of the 1st resnondeht,

Tﬁue copy of the representation dated il to'the.
Deputy General Manager, Ko]]am :




Applicant’s Annexures:

~Applicant’s

4, A-4:_

5. A-§

6 A-6
Respondents’
2. R-1(b):
2. R-1(c):
4 R-1

1.0 A-T
A-2:

3 A-3

4. A=a

it
i

%

True dopy of memo - Vo E~ I/Rng/STFPs/II/JB dated

'11.1.2001 of the 1ist respondent

Ttue',coay of ~memo NoO.E~- I’P:qs/SxEPs/II/o6 dated’
11;1.200* of the ist respcndent.

True copy of the order of the CAT. Bangalore Bench
o 0.A.Nos.241,87C and 1022 of 1999 . dated
26.4.2000. : '

Annexures . ’

Order - in OA"623/96 dated 11.4.1997,CAT,-Ahmedabad'
Bench ' ' ‘

\

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/R1gs/94 . dated.. at .Trivandrum the

'5.9.1997 issued by O/o CGMT, Kerala Circle,
'Trivandrum - T

Deaartment ~0f‘ Teﬁecom Yetter No.22-6-84-TE.II
. dated 9.7.9¢ : ' g = -

Deoartment of Te1ecom letter . NO.SAT/2~6/947TE.Ii
oated 8.9:99. o : . ' oo

0.A.111/2001

Armmiexuires

ue = copy of memo No. oT~A/Gr.IV/TOs/22 dated -

‘24f1‘ 94 of the 1st respondent.

\ True copy of memo ‘Ne.ST-A/Gr. IV/TOS/ZQ ' dated

1.8.2000 of the tst respondent.
True .copy of the renresentatiqn dated 19.9.2000 to
the Daputy General Manaqe o '

True copy of memo No.E- I/ngs/STEPs/II/ 36 dated
11.1.2001 of. the 1st respondent.

True copy of the order of the CAT Banqa?ore Bench
in Q.A.Nos. 241, 870 and . 1022 of 1995 dated
96 4 2000 ‘ : : L :



Respondents’ Annexures :

(53]

R—?(a):
R-1(b}:
R-1(c):

R-1(d)

-
H
G
3

S

True copy of the order in 0.A.NG.623/96 of Hon’ble

- Central Administrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench.

True copy of letter Mo.22-6/94~-TE-1I dated 22.8.87
of 2nd respondent with covering letter dated
5.8.97. .

rue copy of the letier No.22-8/94-TE-II. dated
7.99 . T e

0.A. 220/2001

~ Applicants’® Annexures :

1.

&)

A—i:'

True photocopy of the order No.E.II/4/STBR/55
issued from office of the 23rd respondent promoting
1st applicant to the post of Grade IV, BCR dat=zd
16.8.91. : '

True photocopy.of the order NQ.ST/EK—2é4/29/T/26
issued  from- office of the 3rd respondent tn Znd
app]icant dated 21.8.97. :

’

True phctocopy of the order No.STA/30-25/Rigs/%4

-igsued from the office of 1st respondent dated
'5,8.1597. : L A .

True photocopy.” of the letter No.T22-8/94-TE.II

. issued from office of th-e 2rd respondent dated

18.2.1897,

Truevphotocooy of the proposad -postporement of

promotion to Grade, v~ letter No.

ST.EK-224/29/11I/30 issued to  applicants from-.
office of 3rd respondent dated 31.1.2001. :

'Respondents’ Annexures

1
P

S

. R=-1:

" True copy " of the letter No.Z2-6-94-TE.II dated

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

True'copy Of'instruCtions issued by the Deoartment'
of Telecom No.22-6-94-TE.II dated 8.9.899.
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: - - 0.A.221/2001 ‘
Applicants Annexures., a
1. A-1: Tra@ mnofocooy of the crder No. QT/ﬁK 225/28 /II/bB

1gsued from Office of.:rﬁ raspondent promoting 1st
applicant "to the pocst of Grade IV, BCR dated
2.4,83, o g . -

2. A-2: . True photogooy. of tho order No.ST/EK-218/29/8
~isgued from. the Gffice of the 3rd respondent to
2nd applicant dated 14.12.95. : :

3. A-3 True photocopy of the -order No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94
issued: from “the Gffice of 1st respondent dated
5.9.97 ' ' .

4. A-4:  True photocopy of the ‘stter .No.T.22-6/94-TE.II

: ‘ A1ssuPd from Ofoce “of the 3rd respondent dated
13. 97 : :

5 A-5: True . photocopy of the propasal  of reversion

No.ST.EK-218/28/I11/42 issued to applicants from
the Office of 2nd reso@nden+ dated 22.12. 2000.

-

Respondents’ - Annexures.

1. R-1: - True.

copy of letter No.22-6/94-TE-II  dated
3.12.95 is |

asued by M1n18try of Communication.

™
T
Ny
Co -~
-~

ue copy of orﬁer in letter No.22-6/294-TE dated
.9.589. BSNL of ADG,(TE). : |

R-3: True copy of order ‘No.ST/EK-218 /29/1/47 dated
7.2.2001, BSNL, Gochin reverting the applicants.

€8]

0.A.311/2001
Apnlicant’s Annaxures

EPRRC S SIS rthnromyu of the  order MO E/TI/4/8TEBR/ER

iegued from office. of 3rd respondent promoting
anplicant to . the post of  Grade IV, BCR dated
PG, 8. 81 : o

2. A-2: ,Trae vhotocopy of the ‘order NO,STA/SQ—25/R1QS/34
jssued from - the office. of 1st respondent dated
5.9.97. - ‘ '

3. A-3 True photocopy of the 1,:+e; No."22-6/94-TE-TT
issued from:  office of the 3rd reshondent dated
13.2. 97. . . :

Ed "Al4 Trup ohotocopy of the - proposed postponement of

promotion . of Grade . IV ' tetter
No.ST.EK-282/29/Gr.IV/E issued to applicant from
‘the office of 3rd respondent dated.27.11.2000.
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