- 3. ~ V.Sugathan, Grade 1V,

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
ERNAKULAM BENCH

o.A.Nos.1347/oo, 1290/00, ‘291/004 1302/00,

1522/00, 1330/00, -1335/00, 8/2001, 108/01,

111/01, 220/01. 221/01 and 311/01.

Wednesday this the 20th day*cf March 2002.

CORAM-

HON’BLE MR.A. V HARIDADAN VLCE CHALRMAN
HON BLE MR.T.N.T.NAYAR, ADMINISTRATLV— MEMBER

0.A.1347/00:

1. _ A;VeTg, Grade 1V, :
Chief Telegram Master CTO., . :
Bharat Sanchar Nﬁgam Ltd., Calicut.

2. PP Ayyappan, Grade 1V,

s . Chief Telegram Naster, ¢TOo,
‘Bharat Sanchar Nigam- Ltd.
Palakkad. ' L

s

Chiief Telegram Master, CTO,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., ,
' Thiruvananthapuram. Applicant
(BRy Advorate Shr1 P.N. Purushothama Ka1ma1) '

Vs.

1. union of India represented by
Director General, Bharat Sanchar '
Nigam Ltd., Ashoka Road,
Sanchar Bhavan, New De}hi.

T Ol led . e e
TSI R R O Jeneral manidhas

- Bharat Sawchar Nigam Ltd.
Kerala TeTecommun1cat1ons,
" Thiruvananthapuram-33.

[AV]

3. . Principal General Manaqer, Telecom,

Bharat.Sanchar Nigam Ltd. ' :
Cochin-16. . Respondents

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

0.A.1290/00:

.;P;Ravindfan Ch1ef Techn1ca1 Off1cer

Circle Telecom Tra1n1ng Centre, - ,
Trivandrum., ) - Applicant
(By Advocate Snr1 M;R.Rajendran‘wair)'

Vs.o

1321700,

110/01,



L2,
1. ~Unian of India, represented by
Secretary to Government of India
Minietry of Commun1cationq
New Delhi.

2. The Chief General Manager,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited,
Trivandrum. . .

3. The Ganeral stacur, :
- Bnarat 3anchar Nigam Lims Lc
‘Trivandrum Secondary QW(tCh’HQ Area,
, Trivandrum. - ‘ : Rnsp@ndents_
.(By &dvocdtb Ms. P.Vani, ACGSC)' '

0.A.1291/00:

K.Vidwakaran, _ ‘

Chief Technical Officer.

. Gircle Telecom Tra1n1nq Centre,' .
Trivandrum, L Appilicant
(By Advocate Wi, -MR(Rajendran Nair)

Vs.

. Union of India. represented by
 Serretary to Government of India,

Ministry of Te?ccommun1ca1.ono,
Haw r'“\;«’ R, -

2. The‘Chéef General Manager._
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limitecd,
Trivandrum. ' '

3. . - The General Manager,
: Bharat B3anchar Nigam
Trivancrim 3acondary ; 3
Trivandrum. : , - Re
(By: AGVOCQFe Shri T.C.Krishna, ACGEC)’
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A 1309/00 o .
B.Sav1tnr1, W/o.P.Rajappan,
Chief Section Supervisor,
Office .of the Deputy General Manager {(Urbarij,
'unsruvananthapuram—4 ~ Applicant
{By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanthiyil)

Vs, . ‘ A o - : : ' L,
1. . - Deputy General Manager,
' ~(Planning and Administration)

-Telecom District,

Thiruyananthapuramfzs.

2. General Manager, Telecom Dib-.1ct
' »,n1ruvananthapuram Qa.
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A b

O.A. 1321/00

(S0 N

3. " Director General,
Telecom Department New De1hi.

4. Bharat Qanchar N?gam Limited, .
; represented by its Chairman, New Delhi.

5, Union of India, represented by its

Secretary, Ministry’ of Communications,
New Delhi. : N Respondents,
(By Advocate Shr1 C. RaJendran. 2CES8CH

.

'A'Vanajakqhy; W/o V1swambharan

Chief Telephone Supervisor,

Office of the Divisional Engineer;

{Trunks and Spec1a1 Service), . :
Thiruvananthapuram. : ‘ - Applicant
(By. Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanthiyil)

Vs.

N " Deputy Chief General Manager,

(Planning and Administration),
Telecom District, B.S.N.L.,
. Thjruvananthapuram—ZS.

2. "Genera1tManager‘ Telecom District,.

B.S.N.L., Thuruvananthapuram

[£%]

‘Director uenera1
Telecom Department New ue1h1

4. Union of Tnd1a reoresented by 1te"

Secratary, V;ﬂ*t*ev ot
Communicaticns, New Deini.

5. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by
its Chairman., New Delhi. : Respondents

'(By Advocate Shri R. Madanan P1]1a1, ACGSC\
-0.A.1322/OO:.,

1. TA Narayvanan, Grade IV,-CTO(

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. , Aluva.

2. Smt.Rosamma Pau1ose Grade IV CTO

‘Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd ‘
Cochin-16. i . Applicants
(By Advocate Shr1 P.N.Purushothama Kaima}} '

- .Vs.



LA,
1. . Union of India represenued by
- Director General, ‘
‘-Bharat Sanchar Nigam bLtd.

Ashoka Road Sanchar Bhavan
* New Delhi.

The Chief General Manager,
- Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Kerala Telecommunications,

‘ .Th1ruvananthapuram '

P

€

Pr1n”10a1 uenera1 Manaqe Te]écom‘
Bharat' Sanchar Nigam Ltd. ' ‘ : ‘
.Cochin-16. : : Respondents :
(Bv Advocate Shri K R. RaJkJmar, ACGSC)

0.A.133 0/2000.

M.Suseela, D/o K.Padmanabhan. Kani,
Ch1ef TeTephone Supervisor, .

Office of the Sub D1v1s1ona1 Engxneery
Trunws, Central Telephone Exchange,
Thiruvananthapuram. - - Apai1cant
(By Advocate Shr1 Sas1dharan bhemnagk nth1y11)

Vs,

1. - Deputy General Manager,
' (Planning and Adm1n1stratioh),
B.S.N.L., Telecom District.
Théruvananthapuram-za

2. General Manager, Teiecomn District,
: B.S.M.L.. Thiruvananthapuram—zs.

3. . Dir=ctor General, 1eWecom Departmert
B.S8.Nh.L., New Delhi.

4. Unjon;of'India;'reprESented.by;its-
Secretary, Ministry of Communications,
New De?hi. : ‘ S

5.. - Bharat Sanchar Nigam L+d represented
' by its Chairman, A - o

New Delhi. =~ . "~ - Respondents
(By Advoaate Shri . RaJendran sCGSC)

O.A.1335/OO:

* .K.Omana, 'W/o Sasidharan,
Chief Telephone Supervisor, : '

ffice of the Sub Divisional Enginee:, _
Ka1thamukku, Thiruvananthapuram. Applicant
(By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanthiyil)

/"‘



. 5.
Vs.
1. Deputy General Manager, . '
(Planning and Administration),
B.S.N.L., Telecom D1Qtr1ct
;hwruwananthapuram
2. 'Generai Manager, Teiecom Dlstr1ut,-
- B.8.NJL. ., Th1ruvanaﬁthapur<m =23,
3; b Directof Genera1 Teiecom Department
~ B.SIN.L., New Delhi. - L
4, - Union of India, represented by its -
' Secretary, Ministry of Comﬂunwcat1ons,
- New Delhi.
5. ' Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd represented by

1ts Chaxrman New Delhi. - - Respondents. -
{By Advocate Shri RaJeﬂdran, SCGSC) o

L

O.A.S/EOO?:

.M.N.Damodaran,

Chief Telephone Superv1sor, _ ‘ o
Trunk Exchange, Kottayam. - Applicant
(By Advocate Shr1 M.R. RaJendran Na1r) ‘ '

Vs.
1. Union of 1India, represented by its
: Secretary to Government of India,
Ministry of Comunications, New Delhi.
2. ~ Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by

the Chief General Managef. Keraia Circle,
Trivandrum. .

3. . The General Manager, Telecom District.
’ Kottavam—-686 001, o ' Respondents
(By AdVOCate Shri T.L.Kr‘shna. ACGSC) :

O.A;'108 01:

- K, Madhavan
" Chief Section Superv1eor,

Office of the Ganera1 Manager ' :
Teiecom, Kollam. o App;wcant

"(Ey.Advccate Shri Sas1dharan uhemoazhahth1y11)
,aaYs.

A General Manager,

Telecom District,
- Bharat Sanchar -Nigam Ltd., Kotllam.



6. o

2. DiFector General, Telecom District..

o ' Bharat Sanchar Nigam ttd., New Delhi
Un1on of Ind1a reprnsented bv its '

- Becretary., M1nwstry,of uommur1cat1ons,
New Deth1 :

w

4, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented.by,
its Ghafrmaﬂ, New Deihi. _ : '

5. . P Mohammed Basheer, Senuor Telecom.
Office Assistant (G). Ooffice of the
Genarai Manhager. Te1ecom,' ' -
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.

Koilam. . Respondents .

’

{RBy Advocate, Shr1 P. VwJayakumar,_ACGSC'(R,?74))
0.A.110/01: '

K.K.Lakshmi, W/o Gangadharan,

Chief Telephone Supervisor, : .

Auto Exchange, Kottarakara. Aop]icant
(By Advocate Shri Saswdharan Chemwazhanth1y1])

Vs.

1. General Managéri-Teiecom~Distr1¢t.
: Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. Kollam.
2. Director Generai, L
,'Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd . New Delhi.

Union of Indla “eoresented by it
Secretary, M1n1stry of Commun1oatwons,.
New De1h1 _ ’

6>}

4. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented
by its Chairman, New Delht.

5, P.K.Omana. Senior Telecom Office
. Assistant. (P). Office of ‘the Sub
Divisional Enq1neer (TD 8 MDFY,

Koltam. © Responhdents

. (By Advocate Shri M. R Suresh ACESL fR 1- -4)
0O.A. 111/01
S. Karunakaran,

Chief Telephone Superv1sor .
Office of the .Divisional. Engineer,

ehones. (Internal), Kottarakara. - Applicant -

{By- AdvocateAShr1 Sasidharan Chemozzhanthivil)

Y\'-_g,“ ' )
"55:3;

>a



7
i

1. -~ General Manager, Telecom District, 
Bharat Sanchar Nigam itd.. Kollam.

2. } Director General, ’ ' o
C o Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. New Deihi‘

3. . Union of India represented by ‘its Secretary
Minfsury of Communications, New Delhi.

4, - Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltdﬁlremresented'by
its Chairman, New Delhi. .

5, K.Rajan Senior. Te]ecom Office AQS“S+ant(P)
’ Office ' of the Sub Divisional. Engineer
(TD & MDF), Kollam. _ © Respondents
y Advocate C. RaJendran, SCGSC {(R.1-4) -
O.A.220/01: ‘
f. PK' Krishnan., Grade 1V,

Senijor Telephone Superv1c0r,
, Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd . Muttom.

2. K. A VeTayudhan Grade IV
' Senior Telephone Superv1sor
Bharat Sanrhar Nigam Ltd. .
Puthencruz. Apoh«*ant
(By - Advocate Shri PN Purushothama Ka1ma1\

vs.
1. _"-Unwon of India reoresented by Director Generai.
' Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd..
Ashoka Road, Sanenar Bhavan. New Delhi.
2. The Chiet General Manager,'

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Lid.
Kerala Telecommunications.
Th1ruvanantha0uram

Pr1ncwpa| General Manager :Te,ecom;

Bharat Sanchar. h1gam Ltd. .
. Cochin-16. - Respondents -
ny Advocate Shr1 C.RaJendran, SCGSCH

63

O.A. 221/01

PLK. Sekharan, ‘Grade IV,
\ Chief Technical Supervisor, .
.. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. Vyttila.

.ot
boa

‘K.M.Chandran, Grade IV,

Chief Technical Supervisor,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,

- Vyttila. ' Aop11cants
(Bv Advocate Shri P N. Purushothama Ka1ma1)

T

AV



. Vs.

1. ~Union of Ind1a’represenuéd by'Directok‘Genera1;
s " Bhart oanchar Nigam Limited,. .o
Aehoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan. New Delhi.

2. = The Chief General Manager
" Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,

‘ Kerala Telecommunications,

< ThfrUVananthapuram '

3. - Pr1ncwoa1 Genera] Manager, Te]ecom,
Bharat Sanchar N1igam Ltd.. ‘ ‘
-yoch1n 16.. ' v . .Respondents

(By-Advocate'Mrs}' Chitra, ACGSC)
' . \

O.A.311/O1:
TV Nalini

. Chief Telegram: Master, Grade IV, ,
C.T.0., Kochi-16. 4 Applicant

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

1. ‘Uﬂlﬁﬂ of.Tndea r“Dr@”Cﬂt°d bv Dwrectnr
L ogensral, toaoat Sanen s N ddn Lud.,
,Abhoka Road Sanchar Bnavan. New De1h1

. The Ph al Zenarg. Monnrsr,
Bharat Sdnchar N1gam Ltd.
‘Keraia Te1ecommun1cat1ons,
Thiruvananthaourami :

™

Principal General Manager,. Telecom:
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., ' ‘
Cochin~16. _ Respondents.

'8)

{By Advocatm Sh"1 C.B. SfeeKumar, ACGSC) !
[

The application having been heard on ZOth ‘March 2002
R ' the Tribunal on the same day de?1vered the following:
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_ L ORD E R

HON’BLE MR.A.V. HARIDASAN VICE CHAIRMAN

The F acts and the auest10n 01 Jaw involved . in all these.
' : v v :
cases -are s1m11ar and tnerefore, these cases are being heard and

disposed of by th18 common order.

2. A1l these cases are the fall out of the order of  the
Central Administrative Tribunai Ahmedabad Sench’ih’O A‘5°3/96 and

the 1etter dated 5 a9, 97 ‘135ued by thﬁ bhieT ueneral Manageht

Te}ecom; Kera1a C1rc3e on the basis of he above sa1d ruiwng bf:'“

the Ahmedabad Bench. The apDWWCants in alt fhese,caees befong1nQI
to SC/STS who had been oromoted to urade Iv o¥ BCR. have beeﬂfb?
v the 1mpugned order in these cases reverted on the basis of the
: Eu11ng of the AnmedabadlBench of the Tribunai as aforesaid.  The
vappTTcanﬁev cha11enge these' orders. in these applieetiene on
similar grounds. :fhe'facts 1h‘the %ndividua? eoplicaﬁionsv are

stabed as urﬂer:

Q. A 1347/2000

'
i

o

0

The abb?icants.? andv2 waere promoted.wie.f.‘-“39.1{,90.vto'
_Grade IV',of: BCR and the amo?1cant No.z was promoted w.e.f

1.7.92. ‘Wh11e they were. cort1nu1ng +nus .on ‘tﬁe oroﬁoted post
they Wefe served_uw}th.ithe 1mpugned,orders Ad apd A§ reverting.
-them~to BCR.Grede I1I 0n a review of the brometioh to Grade IV of

V‘ECR condJcted as per Departmenf of Te11communicat1on s (DOT. for

y”7frx¢hort) Tetter dated '8.9.99. , Aggr,eVeﬁ ny th:s the applicants

ﬁnhave f11ed thpe aoo11cat|on SGSRTHQ toe'set aswde A-4 to the.

extent t afrects the aopi1cants 1 and 2 ‘and A5 as it affects the



it ' o | ®
applicant No.2? deslaring that the apolicants have every right to

continue in tne post of Grade IV o7 BCR.

A

esuoncents it thair reoiy statement contend that the

D~

-~

4. " The.

N ¢

Aﬁmcdabad :Behxh ?” the Trﬁbgna? in G.A.S23/36 dated 11ﬂ4.97 seek

to justify the impugnad crder.on whe groundg that Ahmedabad Bench,
: : y o .

has held that the princicles of rossrvation is not applicable for

placemant in the Grade IV'BCR-as tﬁe same is ot a sromotion and

.that ‘the 1puqn=d order have been :osued in terms of DOT’s letter

-

'tmp emenb1nq the dwrect1ons of tne ‘ribunal it has aliso been

-

contended tht the High Court of QU ‘arat has upheld the judgement. .

of the Ahmedabad Bench.

0.A.1280/00

5. " The applicant, a remper of thé Scheduied Caste comenity-
" was promoteﬂ to Grade IV of BCR w.e. 1.1.85 by giving the
benef1t oF ~reservat10ﬂ _ Aqgr;evad by fhe 1mpugred order. dated

4 12 00 revert1nq the app11cant from GradeIV to Grade III on a
rev1ew of the or:mo**orc to urade IV pursuﬂnt to the DOT s 1etter
dated 22.8.87 on the. basis of the 1udgemhnt of the Ahmedbad Benph
of the Tribunal in OJAJNO.Gza/QS -the qpp1xcant hac f11ed this
aop1{cation seeking to.set aside A-1 dated‘ 4.12.2600 and R-1
"etter dated 52.8.97 crn the bas{s of which the impugned ordef A;1
wés ﬁssQed: . |

-

6. * The respongenis in rha1r rop1y etatement seek to ]ust ity
the impugned action on the ground Uﬂat the placement in the
higher scale . of BCR does not amount to oromot1on ca111ng for

ohservance of the wo-st system as has been held by the Ahmedabad

4



‘..H :

.Benchvof the TribUna? in O A, 62?/9r whioh.ﬁas been‘uDhéld by the

Hon’'ble. Hiqh oourt of Gu;ara+ and as the Hon'’ b19 ngh Court of.»

Kera1a has also in the ru11nq raho“ted 1n N. LPrashu and another

Vs. ' The Hon’ble Chief Justnce and others (1973 Lab IC 1399) held

that placement 1in a h1ghpr scu}g ooe _ﬁot-émount’to promotion
warrant1nq resarvatlon for that 'xnere ss no merwt in the claim

oﬂ the app11cant,for placement in Grade IV of BCR oromotion which
'~ calls for adjudication. |

0.A.1291/2000:

7. " The appiicanf- a member of the Schedq?ed Cas*e communwfy

‘was promoted to Grade I V of ° BPR w e, f \-so 11. 90 g1v1ng the
benefit of\»reservation. "He.is aggr1eved hy the 1mpugned'oruar_
o datedr4"12.2000 (A1) :by wh1ch- he has been reVerteo.' “His

representation against the revera1or was re:acuod by A~/ Lorder

" placing re?ianoeoon the»Tetter of the DOT_oated 8.8,9? whioh‘ was

issued in compliance w**h the judgemeﬂt'of'the Ahmedabad Bench of

ﬁhe.the: Céﬂtra? Admzn1strat,vm Tribunai The 'apo?icaht has’

therefore, f11@d +h1s aani1catwon cﬁa?ieﬁg1ng A-1 to 'the extent

e

it'afféots‘h1m as also -the A-7 order.
8. The resoondents in. the1r fep?v st atemcnt seek” tO i&étify

tne 1mpuqred actvor on the ground that the o?acement in the urade

!

IV of BCR does nof amounf Lo Ur0ﬂ0t1on as- ha° been he]d by the

Ahmedabad Benoh of CAT in O A. 62u/96 wh;ch has been uohe?d bv'the'

Hon b1e_H1gh Court of Gugarat.‘ it has aimu been contended that a

Full Bench of the Han’ble High Court of Kerala in N.G.Prabhu Vs.

=



-

2. - . ®

Chief  Justice (1978 Lab IC 1399) has also observed . that

'upgradat1on to a h;qner aay sca1e does not amount to oromotion

The respondents contend thau the app!1cant is not entitled to tne

reiie efs sougi T

O A, 1o0¢/00
g, Ihe applicant who be?onqs o ScheduTed Tr1be commun1tv was

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

benefits of‘resefvatjon.f while so, the impugned order dated

4, 12'2000 was' issued revbrtﬁng her to Grade III.. AggrieQed by
that the aop?1cant has f11ed th1s application Vseekfnq to .setl
aside rthe A-5 order to the extent 1t affects her dec]aran that
she is ent1t1ed o oont1nue in Grade IV under the an‘ respondent

and for a direction to take action accordingly.

10. = The respondents - in their rep1y étatement seek to justify

“tne impugned action on the'ground.that the blacement in Grade 1V

'not' being a bromotion as has 'been held by the Ahmedabad Bench 1in

O.A. 62°/§u wnﬁan~ha9'bémn upnn‘“ by. tne Hon’ble High court of

' GUJarat the act1on has been r1ght1y taken.

0.A.1321/2000:

AN The"apn11cant belongs . tc Scheduled Tribe community was
" promoted to BCR Grade IV w.e.f. 1.1.92 giving her the benefit of
reservation. She 1is aggrieved by the impugned;,order - dated

4,12;2000 reverting her to Grade vIII, ° .The applicant has,

§

therefore, filed this app}ication”seeking' to set aside the
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\
1mpugned order to tne extent it re‘ates to tne applicant and forp'
a de¢1aration ‘that she 1s ent1t1ed to he COHtTﬂUtQ ,n urace 1v,”
. and for” a Adirectibn _tc the respondents - to iake -~ action
'éccordingiyi | | | |

12, Thé-resbéhdents:seek to justify the imougned order on  the.
Qrand phat thé p?aoement of thevappiicant in Grade IV not being
a promotjbn. she _was not -en?it?ed tﬁ“éet  the 'benéfiﬁ :bf
re¢ekvation“v tkat the Do%n+ has bcen c.arw*1ed by tne Ahmedabad
;. Bench of ‘the irwbunal 1n O A 693/06 wh1ch has neen uohe1m by the

-Hon’ble High .CQUrt OF ‘GUJarau' aﬁd that the 1mDugned order 1c

unexceptional.
0.A.1322/2000-

-;13. The applicante '{‘ & ;2 be1bhgﬁng to*lacﬁedQ1ed :Tribé'
‘ cqmmuhftyywe}e-oromo¥ed w.e.f. ‘1.1;93'-and 1.4.85 reépecpive}y
g1v1nq th=2 uehmf1t OT reserVat1cﬁ : haVe fi}éd'thié a§p1icati5ﬂ
cha1sengwn1 t"n ordmfc dated 23.10: ZOOU (AS; AB” aﬁd A7 order
_dated '27.11.2060 “ by  which fhav were: revartea O ura@e III from ,
Grade IV, _They have filed 'th?sv apd1ica?10n Ch&?1@nc;nq tﬁese,
orders and. ' for a Qcciarat1on th"* they are eﬁ£1tlpd ke cort1ﬂue

in the post.of Grade-IV BCR.

-

14 In the reply ctatement the rebuondents seek to justify ‘the

impugned orders on the, qround that the. piacement 5of S tne
aopi1cantq in Grade v BCR are not be1nc a nromot10n, the roster

For. reservation was not~»apoi1cabie¥_as' has been held by the



.14, . . ’ .
Ahmedabad Bench of the CAT 1in 0.A.623/96 and therefore., the
1moUgned action taken.in 1mp1ementatfon of the above judgement

‘.

cannot be faulted.

O.A.1330/2000: ) '
15; ~The apptlicant a memberbof the Scheduled Tribe was oromoted

to Grade 1V BCR w.e.f.1.1;§2. - Aggrﬁeygd by the order dated
4/12/é000 by .which she has been reverted from the'DOSt of Grade
Ty of BCR to Grade II1I, shg hasgfi1edv£his.apoiiéation seeking‘tov
set aside the {hcuéned order A-5 .declaring that she s entit{ed
to be cpntipued_in;GradelIy and tovdirect'the respondents toftake

action accordingiy.

16. The resbondeﬁﬁs in their reply statement, contend that the
placement of the applicant in Grade.IV was not a promotjon_ahd
'therefore, the principies of réservation'was wrongly appTiéd in
view 6f‘.the judgement of the Ahmedabad Bench of the CAT in
O,A:623796 which héve been Qphe?d by the Gujarat High Court, the:
_actioﬁ has beehL Fightiy takén.' It has been further contended
that the ébove a¢£1Qn is supported by  the 'rﬁfing -of the Full
Bench " of the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala in N;G}Pfabhu and
another Vs. Hon’ble Chief Justice énd others- {1973 Lab IC 1399).

- 4

0.A.1335/00

17. Tﬂé.aop11cant"a member of the S.Tu Wég grantéd Grade v
{Chief Te1ephonev8upervisof) promdtion w.e.f. 1.7.95 .by ofder
_’ date&7 29.3.96 giving -fhe benef%t=of‘reservaﬁion.Purporteq1y in

impTéhéntation_.of 'tﬁe judgment of .the Ahmedabad Bench of the

PR
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C.A.T. 1in 0.A.623/96 , the aoplicant was on notice-to‘showﬂcauée .

why = she _should th be reverted as"she‘waé not eligible for

promotion to Grade TV w.e.f. 1.7.95 submitted her explanation

against the proposal and also made a representation A5 to the 4th

. respondert. However referring to Tevter dated 8.9.99(A3) of the

of the DOT'thé impugned o%dér dated 4.12;200& has been issued by
tﬁe seéond ‘Fescondéﬁt‘ reverting 'thé aﬁﬁ}icaﬁt' to Grade .III.
Aggrieved by this, the a@p}fcanﬁ has fijed'ihe-OQA; seeking  to
duashsznnexuré. AQ ,ﬁo'the extent it affects her, decfarihg*thét

the applicant is ent1t1ed'_£é continue 1in Grade. IV and for

" necessary direction~t0_the respondznts.

18. - The’resobhdents seek -to justify the impugned orders on the

’basis,of the decisioh of the - Ahmedabad Bench of the Central

vAdmjnistratﬁvé Tribunai in 0.A.623/96 winich has been upheld py

the Gujarat High Court.

0.A.8/2001

19;~ {vThe abb5icant'who jqined-'thé 4éeryiae on 2553.1966<;Was 
granted TBQP and BCR and was Eatervpromcted.to Gfadé Iy:of_BCR on

1J1;1994€ .l0n 'the baéis of"the-ihstrgctiéﬁs contained in DOT
letter daped‘S.S.QS,in bufported’imp}ementatioh of the djrectfons"

contained in the order of the Ahmédabad Bench of the Central

_Administrative Tribunal in G.A. 623/66 which was confirmed by

~the High Court of Gujarat. the third respondent issued Ahnexure -

: ——
e T

S AV, dated 18.12.2000 reverting the - applicant from Grade Iv to

Grade I11.. Aggrieved by that the applicant has filed this

re
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application seeKing to quash Annexure:A? to the extent it affects.

him and For a declaration that he is ghtjtied to continue as
Grade IV and for direction to the respondents to aliew him to

continue as Prade Iv.

20. The respondents see? to 1ust1fv ﬁhe 1mouqned action on\the
grbund ~that the Ahmedabad BenrH of Lhe Central Adm1nlstrat1ve
Tribuhal in O.A. ?/96 have he?d that the roster on reservat‘on
wcu?d notvapp1y fnhthe matter of placement from BCR Gr.III to 10%

of BCR Gr.IV.

~ 0.A.108/2001

21. The aop11cant be1onginq to Scheduied Caste Cdmmunity -was
‘granted BCR prométiqn to:Grade IV with effect from 1.1.1996 by
- order dated 29.12.1995 (Annexure At). Oh- the basis of the
judgment of the qantral Adm1n18urat1vn Tribunal, Ahmedabad‘Bench
in 0.A.623/96 uith M.A.No. 660/33 de c1ar1ﬁq that ‘reservétion is |
not applicable to SC/ST cand1dat¢s for promotion to Grade IV BCR,
the first uresnondént issued a ﬂotice dated'31.8.2QOQ (Aphexure
A2) propos1ng to revert him to Grade III .The applicant submitted

a'reoregentatwoh «r In rep1y- f hiS regreséntatibn“he- haé

received the memo dated 11.1.2001 gnforming hih’that‘a féVerab]é
decision could not be taken on his representation és no reV{sed
instruction had been receiVed.from-thevDOT. He wask also serVed
'Withb; n order daﬁed 11.1.2001 f(Annefoe-iAé) by which ﬁe was

a
., .
N

o

g [ PN
R i *y
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; reverted to Grade III with . immediate .effect. Aggrieved the
applicant has filed this appiication cha]Tenging the 1imbugned

.

orders.

2

%]

The rasodndents have'f11ed a reply statement seeking to
justify the_impugned'drders relving on the Qrder of the Ahmedabad

Bench of the Central Adm{nﬁétrative Tribunal in ®.A."° 623/96.
0.A.110/2001

23. - The applicant a mémber QF'Schedu1ed Tribé was”oromoted,to
Grade iV of the'BCR with effect  froh' f;1.1994' by . ‘order 'dhted '
‘24.10.f99;(Annéxure Al giViné her thé benetit of resefvation.
-Pursuaht to_thé ordérs of the Dof daﬁed 22.8.1997_and.8;9;1999 on
the basis of the judgﬁent of the'Ahmedabad'Beﬁch of ‘the Central
Admjhisirative.Tribuna1:’in -Q.A, 623}96v a show;cause not{ce
(Ahnexure AZ)”was.served'on the app?jéaﬁﬁ propbsing to revert her
to Grade IIT of the BCR. The Iapo?fqént submitted  her
répkesentation opposing the'nrbposéd aétion. She_waSgsefvéd'with
‘a mgmo_dated 11.1.2001 ‘of the first résﬁondehﬁyinfokﬁihg her that
é favourable decision Qn‘her-repfesentation would not be taken as
alsc the order of the same d@ﬁ'.revertémg_haf te Géa@e ITE.
Aggrieved by that tﬁé abp?icgnt .has f11ed' this é@o1i¢ation

seeking to set aside the impugned orders.

-2-24. . The respondents seek to justify the 'impugned orders

/// _:ﬁTééﬁng5réliance on the judgment of-the Ahmedabad Bench of = the

" Central Administrative Tribunal in O.Ali 523/96. -



b
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0.A.111/2001
25.' The applicant beioaging to Scheduled Caste was promoted to
Grade iv of - BCR with efrmct om 1.7.1993 by order dated -

24.10;3994{ﬁ nexurs Ai) gavwﬁo h1ﬂ the penefit of reservation.
Whiie 'eo,i thea ao911cant waé segved with a notjoe Annexure AZ
Drooos1nq to Hévert him to Gradn IIi-1in purported émplementation
of the  judgment of . the Ahmedabad Bench of  the ‘Central
Administrati?e Tribunal in G.A. 62 3/96 . . The ‘app1icanp
submitted his reply Anhexure A3 opposing the proposed action.
However the first reépondent ﬁas igsued. the impugned ordér dated
Tj.i.ZOOizféVertﬁng the appjioant to Qradé III . Aggrieved the
" appiicant has f11ed~£hﬁs applicatjon seeking .to' setd_aside- the
Tmpugned_ordervAnnexure Ad. . W |
26. The resoondents seek to. Just1fy the ompugned action on the
qroUnd that the reservatvon for SChedu]ed Caste/Schedu:ed Tribe
.ac not aoUTWCaEIe to Grade IV oromot1on as has been held by _the.
Ahmedaoao ﬁﬁhch ‘of ome'oentra1“Aom1njsbrat1ve pr1bqna; ih O.AZ o

N

521

4%

/986"

O k. 220/2001

27. _The first'app11cant was promoted tOj Grade IV BCR from
30'11 90{Annexure A)  and the second applicant was promoted'to
.Grade IV BCR with ef;ect from' 1.7.1594 tby 'Aﬁhéxure A2 'ordeﬁ.

:hey were promoted app1y1ng tnn roservat1on roster Aggrieved\by

gthév order dated 31.1,2001 (Annexure A5) by wh1ch in ourported



¢ LS
1mp]ementatiéh' cf the >judgment, qf .the Ahﬁedabad Bencﬁ of the 
Central Adﬁ1nistfatﬁve Tribunal 1in O.A. . v623/96  they _were:
revérﬁed't¢' Grade 'Iy. They héve ?f?éd'this aopT1§at1oﬁ séékiﬁg 

to set aside the impugned orders. -

28. " The respondents séek;to sttify the;imougnéd action.On the
grcund that the Ahmgdébad Behch of the Cenﬁra? Adhinistratfve_‘
fr?bUna] Has he?d thaﬁ rqstér_fqé reservation- does npt.app?y" for
placement jnABCR Gfadevlv._ N

0.A.221/2001

29. _ The firét app1icaht was-promofed to~_ééadé4-IV';BéR with
effect from 1.f.9é4b§‘AnhexurevA1‘ofder‘and the second applicant
was promoted to Grade IV wfth.effect ffom §,7.3994 by Annegure'AZ
ofder.'vAggriéved by tﬁe order dated 22.12.2000 of the ‘third
resgondent _revértiﬁgu, tﬁem to Grade i;III Cin og}oorted
impiementation of thef:judgmeﬁt of the Central Administrativé_
 'Tr%buna?? Aﬁmédébad. Bench _in Q,A; 623/96 . the aanicahts have
filed this agp?%cation seek%hg'tO'set aside the impugned ofder,'

~

4

30. _>The'respoﬁdents in'the,réﬁiylstaﬁement éegk to justify thé-
impugned aétfbh on the bés%sk Qf;“the Judgment of-fherCentral
Admihjstratﬁvébjribdnéf, Ahmedabad Bench in O.A. 623/96.
0.A.311/2001
'Mgf:31, ~‘The'apblicant_BeTonging to Scheduled Caste:wés .aTaced' in
the Grade IV of,the‘BCR witg éffect from 30.1#.90_by orde; datéd

16.8.91 (Annexure A1) giving her the - benefit of reservation.

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

~

which she is reverted te Grade III on the basis of the letter of
the DOT dated.8'9 99 , the apo11cant haS filed th1s aop?1cat1on
seex1ng to set as1de the 1mpugnfd orderc

32. The respondents seek to justify the 1mougned'order.en the

o ground that the.Ahmedahad‘Bench of the Central Administrative

Tribunal in O.A.  623/96 has held that the reservation roster

. does not apply to Grade IV promotion.

“33. We have perused the p]ead1ngs in a11 these cases and have
" heard the }earned counse1 ~on enther side. The short quest1on

that calls for -adJudicat1on jn ’these'-cases '13‘ whefher the
’(eTevation ‘to Grade IV of BCR is a prohotieh which attracts the

_roster communal reservation. The Ahmedabad Bench of the'Tribunal

i O A 623/96 he1d that tne elevation to Grade Iv of BCR not

'being an appointment to a higher post, is not a promotion and
therefore, the prjncip]e.of.reseFVation"ﬁs_ 1napp1icab7e. The

judgement f the Ahmedabad Bench of the T"1buna1 was uohe?d by

Q

the Hon’bile H1gh Court of Gugarat ﬁn CP.No. 685/99 : As the

Bangalore Bench of the Tr1buna1 d10 not agree w1th the view taken

~ l

by the ‘Ahmedabad Bench of. bAT the 1seue was re‘erred to a Fuil

Bench of the Tribunai. - The Full <Bench of the Tribunal " in

. M.L.Rajaram Naik , and Others Vs.. The Additional Director, CGHS
Bangalore and others and in other cases considered the issues
raferred. One of the issues referred to the Larger Bench~was*’

"Whether p1acement in 10 per cent BCR (Grade IV\
vvas per the scheme dated 16. 10 30 on the baswe of seniority
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in bae1c grade amounts to promotion and i#f so; whether .
eservat1on for scheduied castes and schequ]eo tribes in .
those BCR Grade v ooets is not, app11cab1e9
34,  The Fuil Bench answered, to these“ points in the
affjfmative. 'Whiie reaching that c¢onclusion the Full Bench-

considered the observa£1ons of the Hon’ble Supreme Court 'in

_ VarTOLS dec1s1ons on the issue. The Fu1ﬁ Bench took note of ‘the

chservations of the Apex Court 1n State of Ra]asthan Vs. Fateh'

' Chahd soni . (1999) 1 SCC 562), the Aoex Court . observed as foliows

“The High Court, 1in our: op1n1on, ‘was not right in holding

‘that promotion can only be to-a higher post in the service .
and appointhent to a higher scale of an officer hoiding

the same post does not ‘constitute Dromot1on ~In the

literal sense the word ‘promote’ . means "to advance’ to a

higher pos1t1on, grade, or henour”. So also "oromotion’
means "advancement or prefarment in honour, dignity, rank,

or grade", (See Webster’s Comprehenswve Dictionary.

International. Edn. ., “p.M0O09) ’'Promotion’ thus not only
covers advanhcement to higher position or rank but ‘also

imp1ies ‘advancement to a higher grade. In serv1ce Taw

also the expression promotion has been understood in the

wider sense and it has been held that oromot1on can - be
ewther to a higher pay soale .or to a h1gher ooet

- 35. ~ The Full Bencn also ﬂoted that the ConStitution ‘Bengh of

' the Aoex Po”rt in Ramprasad vs.D .K. V1Jav and others(AIR 1999 3C

35631 referred to review the principle 1a;d down 1n' Fateh Chand
soni’s case. It was on the pasis of the above authorities that
the Full Bench he1o that the oxacement in 10% BCR (Grade Iv) as
per the. soheme dated 16. 1u “090 on the basis of seniority 1nf
bas’ic qrade amounts to promot1on and therefore -sreeervat1on for
SC/ST is app}wcab1e to such promot1on . We are of the view thao
the FuT]'Bench has sett]ed the 1ssue toﬁbe followed by all tﬁe
Benches of the Central’ Adm1n1etrat1ve Tribunal.

36. Tne 1earned counee1 of the reepondente referred ue to the

fuiﬁngzgf a Full Bench ofAthe hera]a.H.gh Court.t1t7ed»N.G,Prabhu.

SN S
-,/ Q\f)
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-and another vs:The Hon’ b]e Chief Just1ce and others ~reported .in

1973 Lab I . 1399. . The Hon’ bte quh uourt in ‘that case was'

1

cons1derwng whether 'nom1nat:on of a Senior Suenograoher to the
SeiéctiohvGrade was a promot1om in . perms of der1n}t1on- Qf'
'promoﬁioh in _the relevant ruie. - The facts of this'éése.are
entﬁreiy d%ffereht and the ruiss éonsidered are;;a?go d?fferent.
Therefore. tﬁé :décis{on of* the Laréer "Bench'bf'the Tribuha1
folTowing the decision of. thé Apéxvéourt in' Fateh Chand Soni’ 3 
Case_ that roster for reser\at1on has to. be appa1ed for pTacement

in uhe Grade IV BCR is bound to be fo1]owed by all the Bencheo of

N\

‘the Tribuna? o v - .
37. In the 1lght of the above d1scus¢1on we “find that the
impugned orders - in a]i-',hese cases are ~unsustainable. Wa

V therefore, allow these app.ications setting asidé the‘_fmdugnéd
_oiders :%o the 'extent-they affect'the apb?{cants deciaring,that
the apbplicants were eﬁtit]ed-td continue“in the Grade IV of BCR
on the 'bésjs- of their 5rqﬁotions -ining.thém the benefit of .

resérvaéipn. |

38, In 0.4.128%/00 as the 'applicant has. since been fetired ; the

.

réSandents are direéfed.to treat. that the app]icant tof have
cbntinued in Lhe Frade IV BCR and to make ava11ab1e to him the
'ar*ear§ of Day and a11owances and*enhdnced pens1onary ben°T1ts

" ag. In o A Nos 1990/00 and 1291,00 as there was ‘no interim
prdef of 'stay,’ the arplicant -was reverted. ‘Rgsoondénts-afe
'tﬁcrefnre d?rac+ d to re’nstate the 400;i¢ “t in thé Grade I SC

1 : '
as if the 1mougned order dwd not take effect and “make. avaj1ab1e

tc him the arrears of Dd\ and a??owances

IR -
-



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. No costs

Dated the 20th March, 2002.

T gd/-

3 : . _ 8d/-
T.N.T.NAYAR - : S ALV. HARIDASAN
ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER ° _ _ VICE CHAIRMAN
rv/nij
APPENDIX
0.A.1347/2000
Aopiﬁcants’ Annexures
1. A=tz True photocopy of the order No:TFC/ST-8-6-BCR/90

promoting. 1st and gnd appiicants to the pcst of,
Grade IV, BCR dated 25. 91

 TrQe phot ocopy of the " order No.STA/30- 25;R1qs/é4

2. A-2
issued from the orf1 e of the 2nd rcaoondent daued
5.9.97. ' . ,

3. A-3: " True photodopy of the order No. -22- 6/94—TE.II'
1ssu°d by 1st respondent dafed 13.2.97.

4. A-4: True phcrocopy of the - reversion ~ order

' No.TFC/St.8-6/BCR/2000 igsued to 1st ‘and 2nd
EDD!1baﬂtS from Office of the 2nd respondenu cated
Q,so 2000 e

5. A-5: True’ -photocopy ' of fhé reversién order;'

No.ST.737/BCR/10%/2000/3 issued to 3rd applicant
from Office of uhe 2nd respondent. dated 28.8. ZLOQ

Respondents’ Annexures

‘1. 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 rolder No.22-6/94-TE. 11 dated
: 13.12.1995 of the Ministry uT Pommumrcat1ons, New
Deih1 - : : :



0.A. .1290/2000
Applicant’s Annexures: _
1. A-1: True <cony OF - tne40rder NO.ST}BCRfio%/Pt./14 dated
4.12,2000 issued by the 23rd respondent to the
~applicant. ' ' o

True "copy of the Mero 1H0.8T-1030/BOR/Tech/I11/41

z A-2
dated 25.11.98 -Hdssueq by the Deputy General
Manager{Admn), Office oF tha General Manager,
Telecom District, Trivandrum to the applicant.
3. A-3 True copy of the Mems NOFST‘€54/TeCh/10%/16 dated
8.2000, 1ssued by the DG+ (Admn), Office of the
3rd respondent to the applicant.
4. A-4: - - True copy of ~the representation dated 4.9.2000
' submitted by the appiicant to the 3rd resporndenc.
5. A-5: True ocopv of the rapre:entauvon dated 4, 9.2000
'  submi tted by the aup?1Cant to the 1st resoordant
6 A-6 True copy of thé Letter No. QT—BCRMO’/F”C/‘H  dated

4.12.2000 1issued bv the DGM (Plg& Amn. ). Telecom
District, Trivandrum-23 Lo the app?1cant

Respondents’ Annexures:

1. R-1:° True copy of letter No.22- 6/94 TE-I1 dated 22.8.97
issued. by tne DOT.

2. R-2:  True ccgy. of - Judgement 1in O0.A No.623/96 by
Abamadabad C.A.T. S

3. R-3: CTrue cooy of Judgement in  1987(4) ATC 3i3. by

" CLALTL. Jabalpur Bench. ) ' .
Ao R=4: True copy of the Judgement i 1973 Lab IC 1393 by
" Kerala High Court. : S ‘
5 R-5 True gopy of the letter No.22-6/94-TE 11 issuad by
'E .

DOT, New Delhi.

0.A. . Té@wfzooel
’-Aup}1cahﬁ’s Annexures:

. A1 Tfue. copy of the Order NO. :T.BC?/?O%/Pt./?A dated

4.12.2000 issued by the 3rd respondent to the
app?icant. o

XV
R
|
N

. °:...  True copy of the Memo MNc.ST-1030/90-92/95 dated
s . 22,4.91 dssued by the Divisional Engineer - (Admnj.
“y. o Office of the Telecom District Manager, Trivandrum.

1Y to the applicant.

- ~
, ¢
. . '
R .
~ .
_\"v’ ‘?I‘ .
BN ) .



|IADD11cant s Annexures:

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

[£%]

v
-

0o

Applwcant s AnneXAree

A1

2. A-2

3. A-3

4., A-4

5. A-5: .
6.  A-6

7. A-T

3. A-8:

True cooy or the Vemo No ST 654/T69h/10%/17 dated
8.8.2000: issued by the DGM (Admn) Off1ce of the
ard respondont to the ano11cant :

True cop v of tne reoresentat1on daued 21.8.2000

sucmitted by the apo1qfant to the 3rd "espondent

~

Trua ﬂcpy of the rna:es%ntat1on dated 21.8.2000

subm1tted by the aQDi\Laﬁf to the 1st respondent.

‘ True cony o* - the ,epreaengacﬁon dated 18.9.2000

submitted by the appiicant to the 3rd ;esoondent

True Copy-of the Letter NQ.ST—BCR/TO%/PL/11 dated

4.12.2000 issued by the DaM (Pl1g& Amn.), Telecom
District, Trivandrum—23 to the applicant.

_Annexures: -

True copy of the DOT letter  dated . 22.8.97

'NO STA/30- 25/R1OS/94 /

True . copy of Judgement .of  the Hon ble Centrat
Adm1n1strat1ve Tr1buna1 Abamadabad Bench. in O.A -
No. 693/96

True -copy -of 'thef order of DOT dated 8.9.99
“No. 22 6/94~- TE 117 o : o

E O A, 1302/2000

Trus Copy' of - memorandum - No.KL/TR/5-3/13
¢5.i¢.3.1994 of the Govt. of India, Indian Posts
and Telegraphs Department. - T o

/

True- _copy of memo - NoO. ST/BCR/1O%/Gen1/1O/95
dt.29. 1q36 of the 2Znd respondent.

True cocvl of memorandum NO. ST/BCR/1OV/99/18
dt 8.8.2000 of the 1st respondeﬂf A

True -copy of the repreqenuat1on dt. Zo g. EOOO to

, the 1st resﬂondent

True - copy of  Tetter No.ST/BCR/10%/Pt/ 11

dt.4.12.2000 of the ist respondent.

. True- . copy. of the basic grade seniority,}ist as
‘obta1n1ng on 1.1.96. . s )

True copy of the modei roste? for'pfomotion.

True uopy of order No.Q- 312 /PEN/8 dt.23.8.94 of
the 2nd rquondent ) ,



Resoondent» Annexures

{. R-1:  True copy of the Order No. STA/sn 20/R1gs/94 dated
. © 5.9.97 1quad by the hsst. . Director (Staff I)
rr1vandrum ' 4

True copy oF tne Judgement ir. OA NG.622/96 WETH MA,

N

2.7
I .

N

NO.GGC/S6 dated 11.4,97 of _the T Central’’
'Administrative Tribunfzf Ahamedapad; .
3. R-3: " True copy of the order dt.24.3.87 of the Central
R 'Administrat1ve Tribunai. udoalour Bench,
T4, R-4: ~ True copy of une JUC“‘WQPt in 0.P Noq ;4329 and
: 4339 of 1972 datec¢ 19. .:8 of the kera=a H1gh
. Court, Full Bench.
~ 0.A.1321/2000 i
Applicant’s Annexures: - L L
1. A-1: . True.copy of memo No.ST. B”R/107/T0/7/42 dated'
- 8.8.2000 of the tst reeoondcnt
2. A-2: ','True copy of - the r€presentat1on dt.21.8.2000 to .
the Tst recaondent .
3. A-3 True_oopy - of the gradation 1~ﬁ1 of Telephone
: Operators (basic _grade), as on 1.1.96- of the
Secondary Switching Area <c¢irculated: by the 2nd
, respondent vide-No.ST,563/TO/1/82 dt.19.7;2000.
4. A-4: True  copy . of crder No.ST. BCR/10%/Pt/13
‘ ' © dt.4.12.2000 of the 1st resbondent.
g 4-5 True copy of the order dt. 1'"4 37 in O. A No. 6"“/96
~f the Anamedabad Bencn of the C.A.T. ' N
6. A-6: True cpoy of the Model Roster cadfe strength upto

33
©  Respondents’ Ahnexures~.

‘Trub copy of the order cf dt.5.9.97;

m.
|
—h

2. R-2: True ¢opv of the order dabed 11.4.97 of C.A.T.

' T Aham@dabad Bench in C.A. No. 623/96 with M.A. 660/96

3. R-3:° true copy vof the ora=r dc.24. 84 of C A.T.

. F . Jabalpur Bench reported in 1987 (4) Adm1n1strat1ve
Tribunals cases. .

4. R-4: True copy of the:‘judgemeht (Fu?l.Benéh)'of,the
o Hon b]e High Court of Kerala reported ~in 1973
\fA‘h-;g ’ LAB I. 1399 (v 8¢ 3.0) ’ o

. g ' > -
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| s o 0.A.1322/2000
AppTicants Ahnexure,:-'\‘ | |
i.. A-1: True photocopy of - the ordsr No.E. 1/R1gs/BCR/226

~promoting ist app:1caﬁt ta the oost of Grade Ivf

BCR dated 21 1. 97

rUe photccopy of the order No.E.35/78 promoting

N
:? .
N

End aop|1caﬂt to the post of Grade IV, BCR dated
~36. , : '
3 A=-3 True photocopy of.the order No. oTA/'O 25/R1gs/94
- issued from the offifé of ?he °nd respondent dated
—%,9.D7
4 A-4 True photocopy of the order No.22-8794-TE.II
o issued by-1st respondent dated 13.2.1997. '
5 A-5 True  photocopy - of ~ the reversion order
No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/2000 1issued to the 1st applicant
~from office of the  2nd  respondent dated-
23.10.2000. - o . '
. v . . o |
6. A-6: ~True photocopy- of  the - reversion ' order
No.TFC/St—S—G—BCR/ZOOO issued to the 2nd applicant
from office of the = 2nd respondent  dated
- 23.10.2000. : :
7. A-7: - True copy ~ of the notice of reversion

No.ST/EK-262/29/Gr.IV/3 issued by 3rd’ respondént '
o the applicants dated 27.11.2000. ‘ L

Respondents Arinexureg:

1. R-1: True copy of the ;ucg nt passed by Central
Administrative Trwbunaig ' Ahmedabad Bench in
0.A.NO.623/96 dated 11.04597. '

2 R~2 “True copy' of the 'Qrder No;22+6/94~TE—II dated
! £.9.99 1issued by the Cepartment. ' o
0.A. 1330/2000

Applicant’s Annexureq : - . o

1. A-1: . True cooy of memo No, %T—.O?G,11/52 dt. 20.3 1992 of'
- the 2nd respondent ) .

2, A-2: True copy of memo No ST. BCR/10%/TO/1/23

o . dt.8.8.2000 of ‘the ist f€300néﬁﬂt
2 A-3 '75 True copy of the representatqon dt 21 8 2000 ‘to

. the 1st .respondent.



Applicant’s Annexures: = = - , y ’ )

4 A-4: ‘True copy of seniority list of Telephone.Overators
~ (basic grade) as oir 1.1,26 was circulated by the

~2nd respondent vide No.ST. =~ = 563/T0C/1/82

7.20C0. ' R : S :

5. A-5: True. cooy . of ‘order  MNo.ST.BCR/10%/Pt.13

d-.4.12.2000 of tha isi respondent.

6. A-6: . True cooy of the nrder 1n OA No.623/96 dt.i1.4.97
' of the Ahamedaban Bencn of th C A T.

7. A-T . 'True cony of the ?:d 1 Roster Cadre strength ‘upto

13, o

ReSDOﬁdents’.AnnexdkeS'

1. R-2A:  Photo copv of the order dated 22.8.97 of the Dept.
' of Telecommunication. - :
“2( R-28: Photo copy of the order -in OA 623/96 dated 11.4.97
of the C.A.T Ahmedabad Bench. E :

-

. R-2C: Photo copy of tha order in T.A. 139/86 dated
' 24,3.87 of the C.A.T -Jabalpur Behch.

" 4. . R-2D: Photo'cooy of the ordar in O.P 4328 and 4339/1972
- dated 16.3.1973 of the hera]a High Court

“0.A.No. 1335/2000

Applicant’s annexures: ’ 3
1. A-1: True copy Jf memc = 'No.ST/BCR/10%/Gen./9/95
‘ dt.29. 96 of the 2na responhdent. =

2., AS2: © True Cooy of memo No ST. BCR/107/TO/7/“1 dated
' g. 8 2000 of t%e Znd. recpondenu ‘

8. "A-3: True copy of lettsr No.22-6/94-TE.II dt.8.9.99 of
- the 3rd respondent. :

4. A-4: .True copy of the - rehfeséntatioh »dt.23,8.2000 to
' the 2nd respondent., ' ' '

5. "A-b: True copy of the representat1on dt. 21 8. 2000 to
. the 4th rpspondent, . . .

"True copy of the order dt.11. 4.97 in C.A No 62 /96
‘of the Ahmedabad Bench of the C.A.T.

t
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i
[

te T

N



¢

Applicant’s Annexures:

True qopy of the seniority’ 1is8t c¢irculated with'
fetter T/5©?/TO,1’8¢ dated '18.7.2000-of the
2nd reapendent '

Tr ie copy of the Mode Rcste. for a cadrn strengtk
of 13. . :
 True  copy cf . order No.ST. BLQ/1OA/P#/13

dt.4.12.2000 of the 1QL "espcndenL

Annexures:

'Photo-coayiof the crder No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94 dated

5.9.97 of the Chief 3enerai Manager, Trivandrum.

Photo copy of +the order in OC.A. /96 datedﬂ
11.4.97 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., Jabalpur Bench.

7. A-7

8 A-8 \

9 A-9
Reséqndentsf
'j: R%ZA:

2 'Rféa

3 R—éC

4. R0

Photo . copy of the judgement in O.P.4329 & 4339/72
dated 16.3.73 of tha Homfble‘High Court of Kerala.

0.A.8/2001

Applicant’s ‘Annexures:

1. . A-1
2. A-2

(03]
T
£V

True copy of the Memo No.E1/336/Col1.III/S dated
18.17 2000 issued for the 3rd respondent.

True copy of the Memn No.E-I1/336/Col. 1I/54 dated
21.3.95 issued by the Assistant General Manager
(Admn;,' Office of the' General Manager. -Telecom
District, Kottavam. ' ' '

* True cepy of‘fthe Order No.22-6/94-TB-I1I1 dated

13.12.95.  issued by.the Director (TE) _ Department
of Te]erom D1str1ct New Delhi. ’ . o :

Respondents Annexures:

1, R-T:

True copy of the order of ‘the Central

“Adminfstrative Tribunal, @ Ahemedabad Bench in O.A
. 623/06 with M. A 680/8¢ dated 11.4.97. :

True cooy of DOT letter No.2:—6/94,TE—II dated
.9.99. S o S



- . 0.A.1087/2001

Apo1icant’s»Annexures :

N

2: CA-2¢

3. A-3

4, A-4

5. ‘A-5

6 A-6
Respondents’
1. R—TCa);
2.‘ R-1(b);
3. -é—T(C):
4. R-1(d):

True cooy of order Vo 81 -G/Jus/Grade IV/1/16 dated

26.,12.1995 of the 1s aspondent.
Trun copy of orgér No.ST-A/Grade IV/TDS/ 8 dated
21.8,2000 of tne 1et, reupondenb

True copy oF the r@oreaentat;on daued O 9.2000 to
the 1st. respondenf .

True cogy of mewa NG . E- 1;R1gs/STBDs/11/37 dated
11.1:2001 of the ‘i&t - r:S’Jtd&ﬂu ,

True copy of memo do. F~1/Rigs/STBPséiI/36 dated

11.1.2001 of the ist .esnomcent

True copy of the order-in O.A.Nos. 241, 870 and

1022 of. 1998 dated 2%.4.2000. -

Annexures :

True. copy of order -ih OA 623/06 dated 11. 4 1997 of
Hon’bile C A. T Ahmedaoad Bench.

_True\COOQ of xetter NO.22-6/94-TE-11 dated 22.8.97

isasued by Director- of Telecom.  New Delhi with
covering . letter.No.STA/30-25/R19g/94 dated 5.9.97
of Assistant Director( Staff), 0Office of CGMT.
Trivandrum. . o P ' : :

Letier No0.22/¢/C4.TE.II dated 9.7.99 issued by -
ADG, (TE). ‘ ‘ :

Circular - No.2-6/94-TE dated 8.9.99 issued by
Director-Te?eopm, New Delhi. e

0.A.110/2001

Applicant’s Annexures

ra

‘>
l .

he

.

(]
v
o

True - copy of. . memo No.ST-A/Gr.IV/TOs/22 dated
24.10.94 of the 1st rﬂspordent

True  copyr of memo NO.ST-A/Gr.IV/TDS/30. dated
31.8.2000 of the 1st respondent. '

True Qooy of the representation dated nil to the

- Deputy General Manager, Kollam.

\

w»
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Applicant’s Annexures:

A, A-4: True copy'of "memo  No.E- T/R?gc/STEPs/II/SS dated

11.1.2001 ot the fst respondent.

5. A-5: True copy' of memc No.E-I1/ R1os/81E°s/II/a6 dated
21,1.2003Aof the 1st reaﬁOﬁden+

6. A-6: " True copy of the order. of the CAT Bangalore Bench
in O.A.Nocs.241,870 and 1022 "~ of 1989  dated
26:4.2000; L

smondenta CAnnexures

\

. ' - S o ' . '
1. 'R—i(a): Order in OA 623/96 dated'1$14.1997 CAT, Ahmedabad
/ : . Bench. B . ‘

2. R-1(b): True copy aof letter No. 24 -6/94-TE dated 22.8.97.
) issued by D1rector of Telecom W1th covering letter
No.SAT/30-5/R1gs/94 dated at  Trivandrum the
5.9.1997 issued by ,O/o‘_CGMT; Kerala - Circle,
Trivandrum. o o -

3. R-1(c): Department  of Telecom Tletter NO.22-6~94-TE.II
- dated 9 7 90 ’ . - :

4. . R—1(d)f Department of Telecom letter NoO.SAT/2-6/94-TE.II
: oated 8.9.99. : o o

y
0.A.111/2001
Applicant’s Annexures @ . - o -

céav df' memo Nd ST A/Gr lV/TOq/Zz dated

1. A1 True
24,10.94 of the 1st responden+
A-2: True copy Jf memo No.ST-A/Gr.IV/TOs/29  dated
: ) 31.8.2000 of the 1st re bpcndent :
3. A-3:: Truevcooy of the renpr ertat;or dated 19.9. 2000 to
tne Deputy Cenewa1 Mz ﬁager. _
dd." A-4: True copy of memo - No . E- l/nga/STEPS/II/uG dated
) 11. 2u01 of the 1st respondent. '
5. A-5 True copy of the ordef of the CAT;'Béngé1oré Bench

. in O0.A.Nos.241,870 and 1022 of 1998  dated
© . 26.4.2000. . e |



- Respondents’

o

© Applicants’

Re

-1 (a)
R-1(bj
R-1(g)

“

spondents Annexures

- Annexures:: ' L L

» of Telecom No.22-6-94-TE.II dated 8.9.99,

b

®

A

True copy of the order in O.A.No.623/26 of Honfb?e_

‘Central Administrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad ‘Bench.

True copy of letter NO.22-6/34-TE-11 dated 22.8.87
of 2nd respondent with covering  letter  dated

: ) \
rue copy of *the - lettet No 22-8/94~TE-I11 dated
.7.98,

;. “True copy of the Tleiter No.22-5/94~TE-11 dated
. 8.3.99. . . . I

0.A. . 220/2001

Annexures v o T _ C

" Trué - photocopy. of the order HNo,E.II/4/STBR/55
" issued from office of the 3rd respondent. promoting
_1st -applicant to the pest of Grade 1V, BCR dated

16.8.91.

‘True photocopy cof the order'.No.ST/EK—224/29i1f25,

issued. from office -of the 3rd .respondent to 'Znd

applicant dated 21.8.37\

True photocopy of the\_ordér' No OTA/uG 25/Rigs/94

“issued from the office of 1st respondent uated

5.9.1997.

- True photocopy of the. letter Noni””—F/BA TE.IT

issued from office of the ard respondent dated-
13.2.18871 - s ‘ T

True photocopy of . the prasoséd. postponemant - of
prometion = - to - Grade o IV Tdetter . No,
-ST.EK-224/29/¥I/30 1issued to ~appliicants from
office .of 3rd respondent date ed 21.,1.2001.
. ‘ | ) .

True cGopy of. the latter No.22-6-94-TE.II dated
13.12 95 issued hy the  Director, Dpnartme v of
Telecom. _ o L o

True copy of 1ﬁSthut1OHQ issyed by the Department

=~ f



App]icants Annexures.

1 A-1
2. A-2
3. A-3
4. A-4
5. A-5:

1 R-1
2. R-2
3 R~3

e

aa
- .23 -

0.A.221/2001

True photocopy of the order No.ST/EK-225/28 /1I1/68

“issued from Office of 3rd respondent promoting ist

applicant to the post of Grade IV., BCR dated

2.4.93.

True' photocopy Vof tha order ‘No ST/EK 218/29/8

isgued from the Gffice of the Srd resoondent to
2nd aDD11cant ddted 14.12.95.

. True photocopy of the order - No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94

“.issued from the Gffice of 1st respondent dated

5.9.97.

True photocopy of the Tetter NO.T.22-6/94~TE.II
“issued from Office of the 3rd respondent dated
"13.2.97. = - '

True'~photocopy of. the proposal of = réversion-

No.ST.EK-218/28/11/42 1issued to applicants from
the Office of 2nd respondent dated 22.12.2000.

’ Annexures. =

True copy of letter No.22-67/94-TE-II  dated
12.12.95 issued by Ministry.of Communication.

True copy of order in letter No. 22— 6/494 TE dated

.8.9.99.. BSNL of 'ADG,(TE),

True.cooy of order No.ST/EK-218 /29/1/47 datéd

-7,2.200i,‘BSNL, Cochin reverting the applicants.

0.A.311/2001

*Applicant’s Annexures:

2. A-2
3 A-3
S

1 16.8.91

A e Mpee MO TW 4 FOTIIDED
IR Lo E EEI SO I A s Eh

~
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issued from office of 3ar

d respondent promoting
~applicant  tTo trhe gost of Grace IV, BCR dated

True photocopy of the order. No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94
issued ~ from the office of 1st respondent dated
5.9.97. )

True photoc¢py o? the letter NO.722-6/94-TE-I1

“issued from office of the 3rd resjondent dated

13.2.97.

True photocopy of the proposed postponement of
promotiocn of . . Grade v letter
NO.ST.EK-262/29/Gr.1IV/5 issued to applicant from
the office of 3rd respondent dated 27 11 ZQOO
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Respondents’ Annexures:
. R-1: . True copy of the 'order No.22-6/94=TC-II dated

11.9.99 issued by the - Director. Department of
Telecom, New Delhi. ' ' ’ '

2. R-2:° True copy -of the "Judgement in 0.A.623/96 with
JM.A.NO,680/56 dated 171.4.97 of the Hon'ble CAT

. Ahmedabad Bencn. . . ) o
‘ X ¥ K ¥ %

D cern UE COPY
%% ;, CERTIFIED, TRUE CO
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