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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAJ
© - ERNAKULAM BENCH

O.A.NOS;1347/OO; 1290/00, g1/00, f O2/OO. 1321/00,

1322/00, 1330/00, 1335/00_ 8/2001, [108/01, 110/0t%,

111/01, 220/01, 221/01 and 311/01. s '
Wednesday this the 20th day of March 2002.

HON’BLE MR.A.V.HARIDASAN, VICE CHALRMAM w
HON’BLE MR.T.N.T.NAYAR, ADMINIQTPARLVE MEMBER.

CORAM:

O.A.1347/00: '1A N

L - R 1

1. A Ve?u, Grade IV oo - - [
Chief Telegram. Master CTO., ,
Bharat Sanchar N1qam Ltd., Caiicut.

2. PP Ayyappan, Grade 1V, . i
' Chief Telegram Mastér, CTO, ' ~
Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd. '
. Patakkad.:

3. _ V.Sugathan, Grade IV. = '
Chief Telegram Master, CTO, ]
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,

o Thiruvananthapuram. ‘Appliicant

 (By Advocate Shri P.N.Purushothama_Kaimal)

Vs. I 2 o L

1. - Union of Indita represented by
Director General, Bharat Sanchar -
Nigam Ltd., Ashoka Road, _ |
Sanchar Bhavan5 New Delhi. '

The Ciiief General Manager,
'Bhagat Sanchar- Nigam Ltd.

Keral e1ecommun1cat1ons, _ o
Th1ruvgnanthanuram 33. - ’

N

3

3. ' Principal General Maﬁager, Telecom,

Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd L
Cochin-16. - Respondents |

By Advocate Mr. ClRaJendrah;(SCuSC)

“0.A. 1290/00

P. Rav1ndran. Ch1ef Techn1ca1 Off1cer,

-Circle Telecom Tra1n1ng Centre, : £ -

Trivandrum. ' .Applicant
(By Advocate Snr1 ‘M. R RaJendran Nair) B

- va.




L 2.

Union of India, represented by
Secretary to Government of India,
Ministry of Communications.

- New Delhi. '

The Chief General Manager,' ..
Bharat Sanchar Nigam LEm?ted
‘Tr1vardrum

" The General Manager,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited,

- Trivandrum Secondary Sw1tch1ng Area,
Trivandrum. - Respondents

(By Advocate Ms. P.Van1, ACGSC)

O A. 1291/00

K.

Ch
-C1

Tr

Vidwakaran,

ief Technical Off1cer
rcle Tetecom Tra1n1ng Centre, - .
ivandrum. Applicant -

(By Advocate Mr. MR Rajendran Nair)

Vs.

1.

€

(B

Union of India, represented by
Secretary to. Government of Ind1a,
Mini&stry of Te?ecommun1cat1ons,
New -Delhi. ‘
/

The Chief General Manager,
Bharat Sanchar.Nigam L}m1ted

) T;1vandrum

The General Manager,
Bharat,Sancrar Nigam Limited, = e
Trivardron Sroondary Switohing Ares, '

Trivandrum. ' Respondents

y Advocate Shr1 T. C Krwshna, ACGSC)

AL 1200/:’\{_

B Sav1thrz, W/o P. Rajappan

Ch

ief Section Supervisor,

Office of the Deputy General Manager (Urban)

Th
(B

iruvananthapuram-4. - Applicant
Y Advocate Shr1 Sas1dharan Chempazhanth1y:?)

Vs.

1.

Deputy General Manager,

(Planning and Adm1n1strat1on) ,
Telecom D1str1ct
Thxruvananthapuram 23.

- General Manager Telecom D1Sbi1ct
Tn1ruvananthapuram ~23. :

PR S
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Director Genera?l,
- Telecom Dnoartment New Desk1 T {

[ 8]

4, . Bharat Sanchar ngam Limited, o
' ' represented by its Cha1rman New Deiq1

5. Union of India, represented by its’
‘ Secretary, 'Ministry of Communications,

New Delnhi. ' Requﬁdehts
_\Bv Advecate Shr1 C. Rajerdran. 8CGSC), |

A.Vanajakshy, W/o Viswambharan,: ’
Chief Telephone Supervisor, C ‘ w
Office of the Divisional Enc1heur,

"Trunxs and Special Service), ) )
*h*ruvananthapuram : App11cant
(By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chemoaahantkwy ﬂ)

0.A.1321/00:

1. -Deputy Chief General Manager, .
' (Planning and Administration), '

- Telecom District, B.S.N.L.. N
Th%ruvananthaburam;ZS;' ‘l

|

|

2. " General Manager, Te]ecom D.str1ct
B8.S.N.L. Th1ruvanantnapuram

w

D1rector General,
Te}ecom Department New DeT& 1

4.  Union of india, represented b its f
' ~ Secretarv, Ministrv of

- Communications, New Deini. o
5. . Bharat Qanehar'Nigam Ltd., reeresented'by
' " its Chairman, New Delhi. - Respondents
(By Advocate Shri R.Madanan Pillai, ACGSC)_.1

0.A.1222/00: - - - 3

1. TA Narayanan, Grade IV, CTO, |
' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Aluva. - r
2. . Smt.Rosamma Paulose, Grade IV,‘CTO,
- 'Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd, o | -
Cochin—-16. App1?cants

{By Advocate Shrj P.N.Purushothama Kaimal)

uVs}": n - S . - 1

N



4.

1. Union of India reDreoented bv
Director Generatl,
- Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavas,
" New Delhi. :

2.7 The Chief Ceneral. Manager,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Kerala Teiecommunications,
Tniruvananthapuram.

" 3. Principal GeﬂeraT’Manaqer‘ Talecom,
~ Bharat Sanchar N1aam Ltd o S
Cochin-16. Respondents

(By Advocate Shri K.R.Rajkumar, ACGSC)
0.A.1330/2000;

M.Suseela., D/o K. Padmanabhan Kan1,

Chief Telephone Supervisot,

Office of the Sub. Divisional Enq1neer,.

Trunks., Central TeTephone Exchange,
Th1ruvananthapu&am : - Apai1cant
{ Ry Advocate shri Sas1dharan uhempagb nth1y13‘

Vs.
1. ~ -Deputy General Manager,
(Planning ‘and Administration),
-~ B.S.N.L., Telecom District,
;Thiruvananthapuram~23.
2. General Manager, Te?ecomn District,
B.S,N.L,; Thiruvananthapuram—'zQ
3. . Dlrccto, General, Telecom Department
B.S.N.L., New De|h1 o
| 4, Union of.Indwa, represented by its
‘ cecretary, Ministry of Communications,
New Delhi. :
5.  Bharat. Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented
by 1its Chairman, o ‘
New Delhi. : . . Respondents

(By Advocate shri C. Ra;endran. SCGSC)
o;A.1335/oo:

K.Omana, W/o Sasidharan,

Chief Teiephone Superv1sor

Cffice of the Sub Divisional Enginaef; ,
Kaithamukku, Thiruvananthapuram. . Applicant
(By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanthiyil)



.5.
Ys.
R ,vDeputv General Manager "
’ ' (P!ann1ng and Adm1nwstrat1on)
B.S.N.L., Telecom D1qtrwct
Thwruvanahthapuram
2. Gen@ral.Maﬂager - Jelecom Distrivﬁ“
%‘“ N.L. Tf1ruvananthapurnm‘—20
3; Dlrector Genera] Te]ecow Department
B.8.N.L., New De1h1
A4, ~ Union of Ind.a reorescnted by its
- Secretary, Mwhwstrv of Comwunmcat1cn%
New Delhi. :
5.. _ Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., réoresentéd by -
' its Chairman, New Delhi. 5 Pespondents

’By AdVOhate Shri ' C. Ragendran SCGSC)
0.A. 8/2001' SR R ]

M.N. Damodaran, ' : o o *
-Chief Telephone Supervisor, - s ‘
Trunk Exchange, Kottayam.. =~ ° ' : Appiicant
(By Advocate Shri M.R.Rajendran Nair) y

Vs.
1.0 Union of .India, represented &by |its
© Secretary to Government of India, . | -
© Ministry of Comunications, New Delhi.
.2, . Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represénted’by
' "~ the Chief General Manager, Kerala Circle,
Trivandrum. S
3. . The General Manager, Telscom D1str1rt

Kottayamf686 001. - - ~ Respondents |

i(ByAAdvocate Shri T.C.Krishna, ACG sc) :.T
G.A. 108/01: .. o %

- K.Madhavan, / , -
Chief Section Supervisor, . }
Office of the General Mahager o S
Telecom, Xollam. - Appjicant
(By Advocate Shri Sa31dharan Chemaazhanth1y 1)

8 ”tﬁTelecom District, - S
S «Bharat Sanchar N.gam Ltd , Kollam.
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6.

2. . Director General, Te]ecom‘District,
‘Bharat Sanchar N1gam L+d. New,De?hj.

3.  Union of India represented By its
- Secretary. Ministry of eemhun1cat1ons,v
New Delni. ~

arat danchar Nigam Ltd.. represented by.
s}Chairman. New'DeThi; :

5. P.Mchammed Beenee.. Senioir Telecom -
: Office Assistant (G). Office of the
_Genera) Manager, Telecom,
Bharat Sanchar N%qam Ltd. ,
"Koilam. - A . ﬁe condents
(By Advocate Shrw P. V1Jayakumar, ﬂCGSC_(R A=-4)

’O,A.Ha/oz:

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

Chief Telephone Supervisor, _ -
Auto Exchange, Kottarakara. ' . Anplicant.
(By AdvocatetShr1 aasndharan Chemoazhanthwy11)

Ve.
1. General Manager, Telecom District,
' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. Kollam.
2. . Director General, L
‘Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. New Delhi.
3. Un“Oﬂ of India represented by its o
Secretary, Ministry of Communications, -
New Dgini. = - -
4. Bharat Saﬁcha?_N%gam Ltd., represented
by its Chairman. New Delh:t. :
5. P.K.Omana. Senior Telecom Dffice

Assistant (P), Office of the Sub
Divisional Enaiheer fTD & MDF}, ,
Kotiam. Responcents

:(By Advocate shri M. R Suresh ACGEC (R.1-4)

0.A.111/01:

S Kar unakaran,
Chief Telephone Superv1sor,
Off1ce of. the Divisional Enq1neer.
Phones (Internal), Kottarakara. Applicant

" {Ry Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempszbnthiyil)

Vs.



N

l
e ]
1. Genéral Manager, Telecom District,
" Bharat Sanchar Nigam itd., Koilam. i
l

2. Director General, 1

: vBharat Sanchar Nigam'Ltd New De1h1 ;

3. Unicn of India represented by its Secqefary
' C Minisury of Communications, New Dm1h11

4. '_.Bhéﬁat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. feﬁresentedjby_
" 1its Chairman, New Dn1h1' ' ' ' }

K. Rajan, Senior Te'tecom Office Assistant(P),
Office of the Sub D1v1a10na,_ Engineer
(TD & MDF), Kollam. . Respondents
{By Advocate C.Rajendran, SCGSC (R.1-4) 4 .

0.A.220/01: S Ly

o

1. PK Krishnan. Grade IV. o |
Senior Te1ephone Superv1¢or, v ‘ }'
‘Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd Muttom.
_ . |

2. KLA.Ve1ayudhan, Grade IV,
: o Senior Telephone Superviéor,
Bharat Sanchar N1qam Ltd ' R
Puthencruz. ADQ11Fant
(By AdVOCate Shri PN Purushothama Kaxma1)
‘I

. Union of India reoresenued by Dﬁ,ectq' General.
' Rharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. .
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavaﬁ. New Be1ﬁ1.
2. . The Chief General Manager , X

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. ] ?
Kerala Telecommunications. F
Thiruvananthapuram. : |

Principal General Manage?, T..ecom,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltc . W
Cochin~16. ° Respendents -
{By ‘Advocate Shri C,Rajendran, SCGSC)- E

0.A.221/01: R .

(9%

i,  P.K.Sekharan, Grade IV,
: . Chief Technicai SuDerv1so
v‘Bharat-Sanchar Ni‘gam Ltd. Jytt71a

.. K.M.Chandran, Grade 1V,
Chief Technical Qucer&ésof,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd
Vvtt11a : ACD1

{By Advocate Shr1 P.N. Purushothama Ka1ma1)

3]

!
|
5
2

1cants



Vs.

1. ’, ‘ Un1on of Ind1a represented by D1rector General
Bhart sanchar Nigam Limited. -
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan, New Delhi.

2. The Cnief General Manager,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.

Kerala Te?ecommunications,

. Thiruvananthapuram. ’

3. "~ Principal General Manager, Telecom,

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

(By Advocate Mrs. Chitra, ACGSC)

O.Aj311/01:
TV Nalini = S : v .
Chief Te1egram Master, Grade IV, ' ‘

C.T.0., Kochi-16. o Applicant

(By Advocate Shri P.N.Purushothama Kaimal)

vVs.

1. Union of India represented by Director
“General, Bharat Sanchar WNigam Ltd.,
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan, New Delhi.

2. ‘The Chief General Manaper,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd:
Kerala Te1eco%mun1cat1ons,
Th1ruvananthapuram

Principal General Manager,_ Telecom.
Bharat Sanchar N1cam Ltd I :
Cochin-16. _ , -~ - Respondents

%]

(By Advocate Shri C.B. Sreekumar, ACGSC)

The app11cat1on hav1ng been heard on 20th March 7002
the Tr1buna1 on the same day del1vered the following:



L9,
| “ORDER
HON’BLE MR.A.V.HARIDASAN, VICE CHATRMAN

G

Th faCts'and.fhe*QUestion of Taw 1nv31ved in all these

‘cases are s1ms1ar ahd thermfcre, these ca ces are be1ng heard and

disposed of by this common orderj

i
|

|
i
B
T
i
Al these cases. are'the'fa?% out - of
I

the order of the’
Central Admin1strat1ve Tr1buna1 Ahmedabad Bpnch in O.A.523/96vand-

the Tetter dated - h.9. 97 1ssued 'bv the u}jer ueneraT Manager

Te"iecom,a Kera?a C1rc]e on the oaaie of he ab¢ve sa1d ru11ng» of

the Ahmedabad Bench The ago;wcants in . ai? thebe cases beronq1nq

N ,
to SC/STS who had been promoted to urade v oﬁ BCR _have been by
the 1mpugned order 1n these ‘cases revarteu bh the basws of the

l
ru11ng of the Anmeaabad Bench of bh@ Tr7bunat ?S aforesaia T The

}

apm11cahts cha11enqe theoe orders in’ th@ss :apo1ﬁcak1onq on .

-simi]ar grounds. ‘Thevfacts 1nAthe .1nd1v1dua? aDD?1cat1ons are

‘|

i

+

i

stated as under: f
|
|

b

}

0.A.1347/2000:

(D

3. The.applicants 1 and 2 were promoted w.e.f. 30.11.90. to

Grade 1V of, BCR and thp aDcTwcant No.2.

1]

Dromoted w.e.f

prbmoted obstf

(D

they were served w1th the 1mpugned orders

b

|

B

l

N

i

wh

i1.7.92. " Wh1?e they were cont1nu1ng thus on ﬁ
_ | |
% and AS reverhrng'

’ |
them to BCR urade IIT on a review of the promotjon to’ urade Iv of

"BCR conductcd as per Deoartment of, eiwuonmuﬁ1cdtwon (DOT ~for

[ ‘ L
$nort) letter - dated- 8.9.9%. 'Aggr"eveﬂ by thns the applicants
. . |
_ , 3 . T
have filed this application seek1nq Lo  set  aside A—A to - the
L . ) | -

extent it affects the appliicants 1 anu ‘2 ana AS aq wt afrecfs the

. , ’. . - . , . . . ‘!
b
|
b
| ) B !

b * -© %

4

i
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applicant - No,S.dec1aring_that the appiicants have every right o

continue in the post of Grade IV of BCR.

4; i Thp r9°pondents in the1r ;ea?v sfatemen* contend thau the
‘.Ahmedabad Bench of the Trwbun 1n O.A. 60"/Qb dated 11.4.97 seek

to Just1fv the 1mpuaned order on bha ﬁround that Aﬂmedabad Berch

ior

. (D
wdy

has held ThaL tﬂe pr nuTD. _QF reservaticon ié 35 2 J?I‘dg?
o}acement. in the Grade IV BCR as. twe same {s not a- cromou1on dnd
that the impugned ordetr have been issued Jnvperms of DOT’s 1et,er
xmn1em°nt1ng the dzrect1ons of the ar1buna? It -has ‘also - b@en
contended that the High Court of uu1arat has upbeld the 1udgem=nt
of 'the Ahmedabad Bench._’

1

,0.A.1290/00

5.  The app11cant a member of the‘Schédu?éd Caste commurity
‘was nromoted to Crade IV of BCR w.e. o 1.1.95 by ‘giving the
benefit of reservation. ' Aqgr1eved by,the impugned order dated

.4.!2 [o]8; revertxnn ke app11cant from GradelV to Grade- III QR a
review of the promotaons to urade IV pursuanf to the DOTfh Tetter

'dabed 2? a 97 an. the baarq of the ;udgemonn of the Ahmeﬁbad Bench
of - the_vfribuna1' in O.A.No.e /96 the appi1tant haQ f1sad thTS
aop11§atwon oeekwng to set acwde A-1 dated A,GL.ZN,O an@A R- j
?etter dated 22.8. 97 on the baswq o\iwhich the imnﬁéned order A-1

was 1ssued.

6. .The respondents. in their reply statement seek to Jjustify
the  impugnad .action on the ﬁround tha+ tha ﬂ]acement in the
higher scale of BCR  does not amount fo oromctaan car?ang for

observance of the worgt system as has been,he?d by tne_ Ahmedabac



|
Bench of the:TribunaT 1n'O.A;623/§6 Whieh has been upheid by-'the
Hon’bie. High - Court of Gu;arat and as the Hon’ble High Court, of
-Kerala ‘has a1so in the ru11nq renorted in N.G. Prabhu and another
'Vs,' The Hon’ b!e Chief Juet;ce and others (1973 Lab IC 1999}-he1d
'that piacement . in a n1qher scale does not amount to 0romot1on
warrant1nc reservat1on Tor that | Tnere ﬂs nolmerwb jn the claim

of uhe applwcant for DYacemenf in erade IV of | BCR Dromot{oh which

ca??s for ae3ud1cau1on.

O.A.1291/2000:

7. ;The apo1icant  a member of the SchedQ1edvGaste'commuhity

v , \
was'promoted to Grade IV of BCR w.e.f. 30.11.90 giving the
_benefit'of vreservathH. ‘He 1is aggrieved by~£hevimbUQned_order
eaéed 4.12,2000 (A1) by which he has been'vreverted.' His

representatﬁen. agawnst the reversion was reiecﬁed by A~7'order
p]ac1ng reé1ance on the Wetter of the DOT ddted 8.8.97 which was
'1ssued in cemp11éu ce with the gquement of +né Ahmedabad Bench of
the the Central 'Adminiet%etive‘»TrﬁbunaiJ : The aoo1jcant'has
Atherefere. fi}ed-thfs appiicetiph chaifehgiﬁg'A—1 to the' extent

it affects him as also the A-7 order.

. ! . ' o “
8. The'respondents in their-repiy statement seek to justify

5

the “’ﬂn,mriﬁd "«““t'*e’*an on the around the 1t i‘hf:n U"z:mm.rr\@rﬁ' ‘Zr_.»fh'@ Grade
iv of BCR does not amount to L*omot1on as has been held by fﬁe_
Ahmedabad Bench of CAT in 0.A.623/96 which has peen'upheld by the

Hon’bie High Court of Gujarat.. It has alsc been contended that a

Fu}f,Bench of the Hon‘bTe‘Qigh:Court of Kerale jn;N.G.Prabbul Vs.



4
i

‘\\:

Chief  Justice. (1973 Lab if 11399)_ has also .observed that
uogradétion to a,higherloay?séaie doesinot amount vto promdt'on.
Thé reéandents.cohtgnd ﬁhat the applicant is not éntitﬂed to the
»re}iefs:sought. : o o | S ‘ : @ |

O A. 1302/00

,9. : The aopTicant who be?onés to.SQhedu1ed Trﬁbe;gommuniﬁy was 
ipromoted.tor GradeL,IV of BCR w.e;f. v1;1.95 gﬁving her the
benefits.éf reservation, while sé, the impugned drpér dated
4.12.2000 was 'issued: révert%ng *her to'Grédg III. Aggrieved.by
that the applicant has filed this apbﬁicationi seeking to set
éside ‘thé ‘A—5'order to the extent #t‘affeéts her déc]ariné that
she is ent1tled to cont1nue in urade LV under the 2nd l%esodndent

and for a d1reut10n to take aot1on aﬁcord1ng]y : ]

" 10. The reSoondents in their reﬁly*Statement'seek to juétﬁfy

the impugned ac +ion on- the ground that the placement 1n Grade Iv

not being a DerQLTOﬂ as has beeﬁ he;d by tne Ahmﬂdabaa Bcnch in - -

.O.A.623/96‘wnguh‘mas been unhe?d by tne Hon ble High court . of

"GUJarat the dCE1Oﬂ has been rwght?y taken

O. A 13“1/20u0

13. :he appTicant 'béiongs to}iséhédu3ed Tribé éommunipy was
- promoted to BCR Grade IV w.e.f. 1.1.92 giving her the benefﬁt of
. resefvation}l'sﬁe fs' aggrievéa by ﬁhe impugned order dated
4.12.2000 reverting her to ’Grade Iii.' ~ The aépfiéant has,

- therefore, filed this appiicatibn seeking ‘to set aside the



15,

.

| .
,1mpugned order to the extenf it re‘ates .6 the qu?wcant aﬂd for

a dec]arat1on that she is entitled to be conﬁﬂnuedf.n Grade 1V
and fdr_ a direction Ato the respondenuk to take action'
, L E , o » S : :

"accordingly. ’

tz. 'The respondents seek to jusfify the imouéned ordeYIOn ‘the
_ground that the o]acement of the apa1ﬂcant in Grade IV not De1ﬂg.
2 promot1on. she - was- not nfev%ea o g The ben@f1t of

! .
tedervat1on, that the point ‘has hepn CHar1f1ed by the Ahmedabad

Bench of the Tr1buna1 in O.A. 623/96 wn1ch has been uoke1o by the
Hon’ble High 'Court of .Gujarat and that the 'impugned order is

's

unexceptional.
0.A.13822/2000:

13. T'heur apoﬁicanté M .& .2 _belonging to! Scheduled Tribe
comhunity were proﬁéted w;e.f.> 1,1,?3 and,51ﬁ4.95 _%eépéétiVeTy
: R : _ 1 7 _ .
’giving‘ the .bpnafit of reqérvation , héve fi?eq this application
' .Cha11eng1r5 ﬁhe orders dated 23 10 ZOOQ (A6); yﬂﬁ éﬁd' AT érdér
»dated 2711, 20GO by ~wh1ch they were tevertédgto GFade IiI fﬁdm
"G#adeflv; Theyvhavevfi1ed ‘this.‘app}jcétion‘ qha??éné%ng, these

orders and for a declaration.that they are entitled to continue

- in the post of Grade~1V BCR.

€

14 In the reply statement the reaoordehts Qéek to justify the’
Awmpugned | orders on the qround thaT the pﬂacement'_of‘_the
éapp?1cantq 1n Grade Iv "BCR are not being a Qromqt1on, tha rosier

‘ for' yeservat1on was not applicabile - as' han5 been held by the



L 14, : C

. | S T e

‘Ahmedabad Bench.. of  the ' CAT ~in 0:A.623/96 and therefore,, the .
. i o ) N

impugned action taken in impiementation of the ; above = judgement

cahhot be faulted.

0.A.133G/2000: : | .
15. The'abb?icant'a mémber‘ofvthe Schédu?ed Tribe was oromoped
“to Grade 1V:BCR w.e.f.1.1.92. ~Aggrieved by’ the order dated

“4/12/2000 by :whiCh she has been reverted from the post of G-ade
TV of BCR to Grade_III,'shé_has filed this application 'seeking to
set aside the 1mcugnéd order A-5 declaring that she is _entit]éd

. _ -

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

action accordingiy.

16.". The respéﬂdenﬁs'ﬁn theif'reéiy statemeht, conteqd»that the
p]agemént of the labbiicant in Gradé Iv WasAhoﬁ é pramotioﬂ and
| thefefore; fheiprihcib1és of_rgservationAWAé-wrdnng aopﬂféd in
view of* the judgemeﬁt_ of_vthe_;Ahmédabad Bench oflﬁhé CAT 1in
O;A.623/96_WHich h@Vé beéﬁruﬁheﬁd by the Gujarat High éourt, the
action has heén':kighﬁ?y taken. It-ﬁas,beeh furthef céntenéed
 that:£he aboVe.actiOn is subpofted by ;thé rQ1img Dfﬁ thé Full
Bench of the Hdn’b?e'-High Cour£' of Kerala 1n.N.G%Prath‘and

another Vs.v'Hon’b1e Chief Justice and others (1973 Lab IC 1299).

O;A.1335/ooﬂ‘ |

17.  The aOp?icant a member of the S.T. was granted Gracde IV
V(Chief Teiephonersuoeryisqrj promoﬁ?oh w;e.f; f.7.95“by order
daﬁgd 29.3.96 giyihg ‘fhe:benefit of reservat{on;PurﬁortedTy in

. implementation  of the Jjudgment of the Ahmedabad Bench of the
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_C.A.T. in O0.A.623/96 , the applicant was'onLhotice to show cause’

’

why she should not be reverted as she was not e?igibTe for

o

Dromotfon.toferade IV w.e. ? I 7V92 eubm?fted h r explanation

against ths propo;a] ane alse’ mawc a resveqeﬁtatTOH AR to the 4th

respondent; Howaver reverr1ng to ietter da%ed 8.9.92(A3) of the-

~of the DOT the impugned. order datpc 4.12.2000 has been tissued by
the ,secand"resoondent revertihg the apa?%qant to Grade III.
Aggrieved by this, the applicant has filed thp C.A, seeking to

auash Annexure A9 to the extent it affecte_hehQ declaring -that

the applicant is .entitled to continue 1in | Grade IV and for

necessary direction to the respondznts. » |

18. ) The respondents seek to Justify the impugned orders on the

N

basws of the: dec1o1on of the_ Ahmedabad Bengh of the Centrai

ﬁdm;n1etratrvej Tribunal in O,A.625/96 wh1cr has beer. upheld by

the Gujarat Hig h Court. '

| |

‘o»‘e/ww | E— |
19. + - The applicant who joined the service. on 25.!.1966»,was

aranted. TBCP and BCR and was ?ater.oromoted f? urade v of BCR on

1.1.1224., On the basis of tﬁe nﬂsfruef1onq oeﬂtawneo in DOT

letter dated 8.9.99 in purport ed implementaticn of the directions

cehtaihed in the orde% of the Ahmedabad Ben#h egg,;he vcentre1
’Administkative‘Tribunal in . G.A, 693/36iwh]ch was confirmed by
the Hj@h Ceurt of Gujarat the third respondent issued  Apnexure
Af faeﬁed J8,12.2000 revert1ng }the ame!mcant from Grade IV to

4rade III. Aggrieved by ‘that ‘the abpiica?t has filed this
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aopiiéation.seek{ng to quésh Anneguke A1 to the extent 1t:éffects
him and for a declaration that he ié entitﬁed to_conéinuebas
Grade IV and ?o?‘direction'po thefrespandéﬁts to_'aliowvihim to
continue as Grade‘Iv.“r | -

i
I\
4

Y :
20.  The respohdehﬁs seek to jdstify'thé imougned_actioh on the
gfouﬁd ﬁhat the Ahme&ébad Benqh'of‘the Central Administrative
~Tribunal in O.A. 623/96,haVe.hgld that the roster on reébrvation,
Qou1d'hot apply in the matter of b1a¢eméhtvfr6m BOR Gr.IiI to 10%

of BCR Gr.IV.
0.A-108/2001

21, -The éop]jcaét.belonging to Scheddled Caste commuqity was
granted BCR p%@ﬁoﬁion to‘Gkadé IV wﬁﬁﬁ effect kam’1;J}1996 by
order dated 29,12}1995 {AnneXuré ‘A1); On' the fbasiéi oﬁ. tne

fyjudgment of tkﬁlﬁentraT Administrative Trfbuné?t,Ahmedabad éen:ﬁ
in O.A;BRS/SB yéth M~A.NQJ660/$6 degiariﬁg' that 'réserv%tibn' is
not applicable to SC/ST candidates for promotion to GradévIV?BCR,
the first respondenﬁ ,1ésﬁéd a notice.datéd 31?8.2000 (Annexure
A2) proposing to‘revertahﬁm‘té‘Grade III .The aDpiiéant éubmitted
a reoresgntation . In reply to his }epresentationi he has
received the>memo—datedA(1.1.2001'fhformjng,him that a'févourab1e
decision could  not be taken oh h1s~reorsseﬁpati5h és'n¢ reQised
instruciién had been received from the DbT.__He was é}so'_served

.Qith an orderA dated. 11.1.2001 ;(Anhexure A5) by;whiéh he was

-

"-f’i' . PR »i . | . t, ) o T



|

. |

' 7. i

° | | . |

reverted to Grade III with immediate effect. Agarieved the
appiicant has filed this 'app?icatien chaTﬂeAging- the impugned

i

_
22. " The respondents have filed a reply . stﬁtement seeking to

orders.

justify the impugned orders rélying on the order of the Ahmedabad

\

Bench of the Central Administrative Tribunal ﬂn 0.A. 623/96.

‘

, | i
0.A.110/2001 - N
|

N
|

" Grade IV of the BCR with effect from 1.1.1994 by order. dated

23 The anpl1cant a member of Schndu1ed Tribe was oromoted to

24.10. 1994(Annexure A1" giving .her the benekit o%'reservationm
' Pursuant to the orders: of the DOT dated 22.8. 1997 and 8. 9 1999 on
the basws of the ]udgment OT the Ahmedabad Ben%h Qf the Certras'
Admav1strat1ve Tribunal in Q.A. 623/96 a, show-cause not«ce
(Annexure A2} was served on the app}1cant oropos1ng to revert her
| to Grade IIT of the BCR. The applicant - bubm1tted hek'
representatioh‘oppos4hq the proposed actien. She was served with

|
a memo dated 11.1.2001 of the flrst respondent}Tnform1nq her that

a favourab1e dec1s1on on her representat1on woh1d not be taken as
a?so the - order of the same " cate revertxmg her to afade I1I.

Aggrieved:by that gthe applicant has filed} this app?jcatien'
o 5 _
} .
A

24.  The respondents seek  to Jjustify th%- impugned orders

D}ac1na re11ance on the Juddment of “the Anmedapad Bench of the

seeking to set aside the impugned orders.

«entra1 Adm1n1etrat1ve Tr1buna1 1n O.A. 623/95
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55.“ lThe‘aoplwbant Delonc1nq to aneau1@d baote WEas oromoted to
Grade 'IV of ECR. w1th effect From ,7,1994 by order dated
,2¢,fd{?§9d(Aﬂnexure A1) giving him the benefit of reservation.
IWhiﬁé éQ;‘ the Aénp1icant was served with a'notice Annexure A2

vcrqéosingvﬁo revert him to Grade III 7in purported wmc«ementat.on

of the  judgment -of the Anmedabad Bench . of the‘ upntras
ent 9T, ) - BF : e

Admiﬂistrative'Tr1BUnal in . O.A. 623/96 . _ " The - applicant

ro

subm%ttéd hié reply Ahngxure .As obooaing +re Drobosed actioh.
- HoWevé?—ﬁhe fir%t’réspohdent has is ssued. the impugned order ‘dated

.1.2001 revertﬁng the appiicant. to Grade»III .C Aggnievedrzhe'
app:1cant nas T11ed tn1s app1ica*1on 5eek1nq .io, set“éside _;he.

“impugned order Annexure Ad.

26._‘ -The'resbéndéﬁts'éeek to justify the . 1mpucnéd actfd“‘cruthe
gfouhdv thqﬁ the heservatwonvror Scﬁcdu1ed uaSbE/SCHEdUied Tribe
‘ishnot'aoglicéb?e to uraddiiv promot‘ion as nas oeeﬂ he]d 'by}’thé‘
\Ahﬁedabad. Danch éf- the Céhtra? Administratiye'Tribuna}.in O.A.
‘523/96. |

O.A, 220/2001

27.° . The first applicant wasvbromoted to Grade IVJJBCR froml

n

BG.TE.QO{Annexure A) rand ‘the second app11cant was Dromotec to
~ "Grade 1V BCR withreffect'from 1,?.1994 by Annexure AE order.
-They were. promoted app?y1ng thn reserv at1on roster Aggrieved by

the. order .dated 31.1,2001 (Anﬂexure AB) by which in purported



i
|
|
TN
| . | - |
® | D BEL-FE |

implementation of the judgment of the Ahmedabad Bench of the.
* . . o . ¢ . ' . v

Central Administrativev;Tribuna} ﬁn O.A. 623/96 they  were

|
| o , |
reverted to .Grade 1IV. They have fi]ed‘thig'aop1ication seeking
|
|
r

o to set aside the -impugned orders. -
. . . ) ', . . ! ° ‘IF
. , "i
' 5 . S _ . : -
28. | The respondents seek to justify the'imougned‘action on the

gkourd ’that the Ahmedabad Bench of the Ce%tral Adm1nxstrat1ve

: Tr1buna1 has he?d that roster for reservatlonidoes not aoo?y for‘

DWacement in BCR Grade IV.

i

)

i

|

|

E

b

 0.A. 9¢1/2oo1 |
: |

29. , The first app11cant was oromoted to ‘Grade IV BCR with
. i

‘ éffect_ fromA1(1,92 by Anngxpre Al1_order and-ﬁhe secohd_appliéénﬁ
was promoted to Grade IV with efféctjffom_1.fé1994‘by AhnéXQEe A2
.ordef}  A§§rieved by the order déted. 22%T2.é000 -of the 7Ehird
respontht:"revertiﬁgrl them to Grade ’%II in ~ purported

impiementation of the Jjudgment of 'the Centiral Administrative. -
= - | | 3 C _
Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench ' in O.A. 623/96,.‘ﬁhe applicants have
- filed this application seeking to set aside*thb dmpugned- order.
. = . . - i | R

t

- 30, The reqcondents in the rep?y statement, Seek to Justifv the

impugned - action on the basis . er the Judghenn of the Central

Administfative Tribgna1, Ahmedabad Bench in O. A 623/96.
N . ‘ 7 \I .
i N
i E
0.A.311/2001 }

N

31.-;v The app]1cant be1ong1ng to Schedu1ed uagte was. p]aced in
h thel Grade v of the BCR with effect from 30. 1ﬂ 90 by order dated

v16H8.91 (Annexure A1) gnving her the beneﬁ1t_of reservation.

I
t
|
I
i
|
o
1
|
t
|
|
|



Aggrieved by the 1m0ugnea order oated 27 11 2000 (Annexure A4) by

wh1ch she is rmveited to Grud IIT on the basas of the 1etter of

-

the DOT dated

3 4]
<o)

.93, the appiicant has fiied this aop?ication

. seeking to set agi je-the,@mpugned crdars.

-éz.'t The * respondents seek to justify the impugned order on the
groundg that the Ahmedabad Bench bf‘ the Central Administrative
ribunal’ in Q,A,ﬂ'-'SZS/SS ‘has held that the raservation roster

do2s not apply to Grade IV promotion.

3. We have perused the pleadings in all these cases and have
heard the Tlearned counsel on either side. The short aquestion
that calls far adjudication in these gcases 1is whether *he

ejevaticn . to Grade 1IV.of BCR is a promotion which'attracpé the

‘roster communal. reservation. - The Ahmedabad Bench of the Tribunal

LQ

(11

im'O;A 825/96 he?dith&t.the é?ewatéch.tb Gr ad' IV of- 8¢R not
._beihg ar aagoﬁntﬁénﬁ .tp. a h%gheé posp, is not é'bromoﬁﬁon anc
therefcre, ihé.princin1e o% rééef&ation. is Tnapp?icabfe.l fThe
vjudgemeht ‘cff‘the. Ahmedabad Bench of. tns Tr1auna3 was uohnld by
the Hén’ﬁfe_Higk Court of GuJarat in OP.NQ,68S/99. | .As the
'BangaﬁéréZBeﬂch of the Tribunai did not agree Withjthe VieQ taken
by the Ahmedabad.BenCh of'CAT, the wssue was referred to a Fu?i
Banch o? the Tribunal. . Thé Full Bench of- the Tr1bqna? TN
M.L.Rajaram Naik and Others Vs. The‘Additionai Director, CGHSI
>%angaiore and d£here ard. in dther> éases  05hé1der9d thé: 1ssueq
"eferred.. One of the 1ssues referred o the Larger .Bench . was:
Whether placement in 10 per cent BCR \Grade LV)’

as per the scheme dated 16.10. 90 on the bas1= of sen1or1tv

N
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in basic grade amounts to promotion  an
‘reservation for scheduied castes and
~those BCR Grade-IV posts is not appiica

The Fuil  Bench answered . the

34. to
affirmative. While reaching that conciusio
considered the obServat1ohs of the Hon’b}

, var*ous dec1e10ns .on the 1issue. The Ful? 5enc

cbservatjons of the Apex uourt 1n State of R

Chand Soni (1999) 1 SCC 562), the Apex Court o

“"The High Court, in our opinicn, was no
that promotion can only pbe to a higher
and appointment to
the same post does not  constitute prl
literal sense the word 'promote’
higher position, grade, Qr'kcnour",‘-sd
means . "advancement or prefe ment in hon
or grade”, (See~ Webeter s Compreh
- International Edn. P.1009} ’Promot?o
covers.: advancement to higher positi
impiies advancement to a higher grade.

also +the expression promotion has bee
wider sense and it has been held that

either to a higher pay scale or to a hi

a higher scale of

35. The Fuli Bench'also noted that the Cons

e

means

d if so, whether
scheduled tribes- in

pteO

se points 1in the

n the . Full Bench

SUpreme”Court in.

h took'hote,of the

ajasthaans. Fateh
bserved ae follows:
t right in holding

post in the service

an officer hoiding
omotion. In the

“to. advance to a
also ’promotion’
our, dignity, rank,
ensive Dictionary.
n’ thus not only
on or rank but aiso
~ In- service law
n understood in the
promotion can be

laher post.”

N -

titution Bench of

the Aoex Ccnrt in Pampraead vs. D .K,Vijav an

3563) referred to. rev:ew the or1ncmp1e 1a1d do

Soni’s case. It was on the bas1s~of-the abo
thé’FuT" Beneh‘he1d'that the placement in 10%
scheme dated 16.10. 1980 on the ba

per the

baswc qraoe amounts to promot1on and therefore

8C/ST 1is app?jcab1e to ‘such promotion .- We a

- the Full Bench’has‘seﬁt1ed thevissue-to be fol

Beneﬁeefof the CehtraT Administrative Tr%bunaT.

26,

: Tne ?earned counse1 of the reeoondente

ruling of ‘a Fu11 Bench of ‘the Kerala H1 qh Cout

- ~

BCR (Grade

others(AIR-1999 SC
wn in Fateh Chand
ve authorlties that

IV}, as

sis of sentority in

sreservation . for

re of the view that

Towed by all tha
ireferred,us to the

t titled N.G.Prabhu



22, | '

| . | . e
and another Vo The Hon ble Chief Justwce and othars, reported in
1973 Lab I.C, 1399. The Hon’ bze High Court 1in that case was
Considekihg .whethernvno ination of a Sehior'SteanrébheW to the
Se1ecﬁfdn Gréqe('was a _crométibn ‘iﬁ. terms  of dé?ihit{on T of
promotion in the  relevant ‘ru}e. Th?’ facts of this ;asé are
entire1y:dﬁfferent:ahd the ru1e 1sadcréd.afe a?spf di%ferent.
Thérefore;'-the_Adécisibh of the Laréer: Bench of the'%ribunaﬁ
fo}?owingnthe:decisjon of the Apek'ﬁour; in Fateh  Chand Sphi*s

case that roster for reservation has to be appliied for. placemerit .

in the Grade IV BCR is bound to be followed by all the Bénches of =

the Tribunai. } o -
37 In the light of the above discussion, we find that the
. ’ .- : . . 1,
. impugned orders in all *hese cases are unsustainable. - Ve

tﬁérefore;»aiicw'these aop'ications setting aside the impugned
orders to the extent they affe ct the applicants declariing that
the applicants wereleﬁt1tced to continue in the Grade IV ' of . BCR

o the  basis of their promotions giving them the benefit of

reservation.

38. 1In O. AM129’/00 as. the app11cart has since been ret1red , the -
respondents are dwreoted “o treat that the -aop]1cant to' have

GOhtihued 1n .the Grade IV BCR and to make availabie to n1m the‘,

.arrears of pay and a:lowances and €nhanced pens1onarv penefits.

39, In O.A. NOS 1290/00 and ?29&;00 as there iwas no”k1nter'm

order of ,stay,A.theA app11cant . was ﬁeVerted. : ReSoondents are -’

[Eo¥al

thmrmfarp d7r°c ed to re: ‘hstate tha ano’ic:nt in the Graae IV 'BUR

as if the 1mpugned order did not take effecf ‘and ~make ava11ab'e

to h1m bhe arrears of pdv and aITQdeceQ



y
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40, The above directions shail be comp?ﬁed with ‘within a

0’1

o
2 £

period of two months from the date of reCéibt‘of a copy of this

order. NO costs. . - . !

- Dzted the 22th Mardh, 2502,

sd/- . . 8d/-
, T.N.T.NAYAR L . - & V.HARIDASAN .
ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER ' o ‘ VICE CHAIRMAN
rv/niJj ‘W
APPENDIX |
0.A.1347/2000 i.
Applicants’ Annéxures’: ' DR : ‘ ‘
1. A-1: vTrue photocopy of the order NJ TFC/ST 8~6- BCR/QO‘
~ promoting - 1st and znd appiicants to *he post.of
Grade IV. BCR dated 25. .91, i ’
g, A-2 True photocopy of the order No.STA/30-25/Rigs/94.
: ;Sbued from the Offi?ﬁ of the znd resnondent daued
5.9. :
3 A-3 True photocopy - of the oraer WNO 22-6/84~-TE. 11
issued by ist respondenf dated 13.2.97.
4. .A~4:/ True  photocopy of the }reversnon  order
: . MNo.TFC/S8t.8-8/BCR/2000 issued . to 1st and 2nd
appiicants from Office of the 2rid respondent cated
Lg,:F 2000. : ' e
-5, A¥5: - True ‘ photocopy of - the reversion  order
'No.ST.737/BCR/10%/2000/3 issued to 3rd appiicant
from OFfi

ce of the 2nd respondert dated 28.8.2000.

Respondents’, Annexurés

. A + . .
1. R-2A: photocopy of the order in  [0.A. 623/96  dated
o " 11,4.1997 of the CAT, Ahmedabad wench

a0

R-2B: Photo copny of the order No
13-12.19295 of the Ministry f
Deihi. :

2 6/94-TE.II dated
m

’9
1
COr mumf*atlons New

|
:



O.A. 129@/2000
ADD11cant s Annexures:
1. A-1: True copy of the Order NO.3T. BpR/10%/Pu,/14 dated
’ ' ﬁ)}Q.ZOQO issued by the 2rd respondent -to the

appliicant.

True copy oOf the Maiw NQ.ST—?OBO/BCR/Tech/III/4}

2. A-2
dated 25.11.88 issued bv the ‘Deputy ~ ‘General
_Manaqcr(Admn} Office of +the General Manager,
Telecom District, Trﬂvuudsum to the applicant. =
2., A-3: - True coov of the Mems No.ST: 654/Terh/1ﬁv/16 dated.
" 8.8.2000 issued by tne DG {Admn), f‘1ue 01 the
ard respondent to the apoiicant. ‘ H
AL A-4r True copy of  the representation dated  4.9.2000
' submitted by the applicant to the 3rd respondenc.
5. A-5: True. copy of the rﬁsre°entatﬁon dated 4. $.2000
" submitted by the aop7zranh to the 1st resoondenu
6. A-6:-  True copy of ‘the Letter No.ST—BCR/1om/9t/11 dated

4.12.2000. issued bv the DGM. (Pig& Amn.), Telecom
District, Trivandrum-23 to the applicant. Co :

Respondents’ Annexures:

1. R-1: True copy of 1etter Nu 24~9/°4 T;—LI dated
issued ﬁy the DOT. . .

Ny
N
)
w
-J

v

2. -R-2: True. copy of Judgement in O©O.A No.623/¢6 by
Abamadabad C.A.T: - ' '

w

ao
i

W

Trueg - copy of 'Judqameﬁt_'inA 1987(4) ATC 3.3 oy
C.A.T. Jabaipur Eeﬂch.; : '

A0 R-4: - True copy of *he deqcrﬁht in 197% Lab IZ 13938 by
Kerala High Court. .

) R-5: - True coey,of the letter No.22-5/94-TE 11 issued by
DOT, New Delhi. o

. 0.A. 1291/2000
Applicant’ s Anrexures
S0 A-1: . True copy of the Order NO.ST.BCR/10%/PL. /14 date

4.12.2000 1issued Dy ~the grd respondent fo, tne
aDD‘Tcant ‘ o ~ '

2. A-2: ATrue"copy of the Memo NG. kT—;OuOfSD 82749 d

: o - 22.4.81 issued by the Divisiornal Engineer Adm
Office of the Telecom D1er« t Manager, Trlvaﬂcrum
. to thé applicant. o

tec
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copy o* The Memo NoO.ST SSA/iech 10%/17 dated

_.'2

=l
|

" Apo1wcant s Anneygree

3. A-3: True
. 8.8.2000 issued by the DGM (Admw) Off1ce of  the .
3rd respondent to the appliicant :
4. A-4: True copy of the representation dated.E?.S.ZOOQ
. . submitted by the applicant to the 3rd respondent.
5. A-5: Trus Coby of ihe'.reefeeehtatiof_ dated 2?.8.2000
.Smeitted by.the apu}fcant-to'tke ist respondent.
6. A-6: True copy of  the ﬁenreséntatidn dated 19.9.2000
' ‘ submitted by the app?%cant to> the 3rd respondent.
7. A<7:  True copy of the Letter No. ST-BGR/10%/Pt/11 dated

4.12.2000 1issued by tine DGM { 19& Amn. )., Telecom
D1str1ct Tr1vandrum—?a O +he ppiicant.

- Respondents’ Annexures: o ‘ }~

1. R-1: True copy of the DOT 1ette% dated . 22.8.97
.~ No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94. | -

True copy of Judgement ‘of the Hon’ble Centra1

2 R-2
~Administrative Tribunal, Abamaoebad Bench in O.A
No. 6°3/96 '
3. R=3: True copy of the order of }DOT' dated 8.9.99

No.22-6/94-TE 11 . o *
0.A. 1302/2000 -,'>"
Abp}ieant’e Annexures: . g ‘y

1. A-1: True copy - of ‘memorandum No.KL/TR/5-3/13
o Cout.ié.3.1894 of the Govt. of I%dia; Indian Posts:
and Telegraphs Department. ;
. : . ' . : : |
2. A-Z: irue CDDV of memc . No. ST/BPR/10%/Gen1/1O/§5
B dt.29.3.1996 of the 2nd reepond%nt

3. A-3: . True copy of memorandum No. ST/BCR/1OA/99/18
©dt.8.8.2000 of" the ist responde i\t

4. A-4: True copy of the reprecentat% n dt. Zo 8. 2000 to'
: : the 1st respondent. i

NO. ST/BeR/‘O%/Pt/11'

5. A-5 True  copy ~ of Jetter
' dt.4.12.2000 of the 1st espond nt
6. A-6: ATrue copy of. the bas1c grdde sen1or1tv 11Qt as

obtaining .on 1.1.96.
"_True copy of the mode| roeter fLr promotwon

True copy of order No.. Q- 312:;PEN/8 dt.23.8.94 of
the 2nd respondent. b } :

* | ’




o .
Respondents'Annexurec'

-1, R-1:
2. R-2
3. R-3
4. R-4

Tr
5.
T

court, Full Bench.

ue. coov of the Order NO bTA/oD 25/R1gs/94 dated-
¢.,97 syed by the Asst. Director (Stavf -1,

'

Triv Jnd;um..'

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

0. 066/26 donzed - 11.4.97 .of the  Central.
Adm w\1strat'va Tricunai, Ahamedabad. K

True copy of the order dt.24.3.87 of the Central

Adm1ﬂistratcv¢ Tr;bvnaf.'dabaﬁﬁur Bench.

Trueé copy of the audgamenu in 0.P.Nos _43293 and
4339 of 1972 . dated 13.3.73 oF the Kerala h1gh

i
i

0.A.1321/2G00C

Applicant’s Annexures:

2. A-2:
3. A-3
4 A-4
5.-. A-5:
6. A-6B:

Respondents’

1. R-1:
2 R-2
0 R-3
4 R-4

1 97
. »f the Ahamedabad Bencn of th C.A.T.

True copy of memo No.ST.BCR/10 y,70/7/¢2 dated
8.8.2000'of.the 1st resoondEHU. -

S
!

True Cbcy -0of  the rparebentat1on dt.21.8.2000 to
the 1st recmondont. ’

the gragation 1ist of Telephone

True copy of :

Operators (bas grade) as -on 1.1.96 of the
Secondary SWTEFh1ﬂg Area circulated by the 2Znd
raspondent vide No QT 6§63/T0/1 /82 dt.18.7.2000.
True Qogy* "of . order - No.S5T.BCR/10%/Pt/13
dt.4.12 2000 of the itst respondent. ’

True coOpy 5? the order dt.i an O A No 623/96

I
3

True copv of the Model ROster_cadre strength' upto
15, : : : . C :

Annexures:

True Popv of the order of DOT . dt.5 9 97.
True ‘@opy of the order dated 11.4.97 of C.A.T..
Anhamedabad Bench in G.A.ﬁo 62 9/96 with M.A.6880/96.

True copy ‘of the ordar dt. 24.3.84 -of C.A.T.
Jabalpur Bench reported in-1987 (4} Administrative
Tribunals cases. ' '

CTrue - coaY' of the judgement (Full Bench) of the

Hon’ b?e High Court ° of Kerala - reported 1ni 1973
LAB I.80.1389 (V 8C 91 . ‘
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1

1

|

r

: , . F
0.A.1322/2000 = = ;
. o . w
f

f

]

,"1
‘Applicants Annexure
12‘ A-1:,  True Qho';ccny of the orG@r No E. 1/R193/BCQ/226

prhmnt1nq ist appiicant to the post, of Grade 1V,

‘BLR dated 21.1.97.

_ 2} A-2: True photocopy of ©nr rder No.E 35/79~aromot1ng

or
- chd aoptwcaﬂt to the QQSt of . Grade hv. BCR dated
3 A-3 True photoceopy : of the order No. oTh/B :5/R1gs/94
' issued from the offica of the 2nd fbs ondent dated -
5.8.97. . S Ny t o "
4. A-4 True photocopy of the order No,22-6/94-TE.II
, - issued by 1st respondent dated.13;ﬁ;1997.
L v 4 7 \ : | |
5.. A-5: True photocopy =  of the - réversion order
No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/200C 1ssued to tHe 1st applicant
from office of .the 2nd = respondent dated
23.10.2000. E ) o I o
S ' o A : ST . .
8. A-6: Trae photocopy of the - revers1on ordef }
~ o No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/2000 issued to- th@ 2nd 30011cant
~from office of the 2nd re&pondent dated
23.10.2000. ; . o : -
True copy of = the notice | of reversion

~
T
RN

ST/EK-262/29/Gr.Iv/3 issued by |3rd responﬁent"
'uo the apg11cants dated 97 11 2000 ' ‘ '

"~ Respondents Arnnexures:
1.. R-1: True . copy. of ‘the Jjudgment pas

Administrative Tribunal, -Ahmeda)
O A.Ho. 693/96 datad 11, 94 Q?

d _by, Céntfa?
d Bench in

e
~
2

-

——4"_Uﬁm_7“f‘j*

 2. R~2: True copy of the order No.Z2- F/94 TE-II dated
‘ £.9.99 1bsued by the Dapartment

!
O.A. 1330/2000 ° -

Applicant’s Annexures: _
t . . . - . : /.

N

1. A-T1: True copy of Mmemo No,ST—iGSOﬁ1?/52‘dt.£3.3.1992 of
- the 2nd respondent.- v b ,
- v ' e : I
2. A-2: - True .- copy of = memo No. s7. 8CR/10%/ 0/1/23

CoxE L dt.s8.8. °OOO of - the 18t reoponoentJ
RS #
. True copy of the representatiom dt 21.8.2000 to
i the 1st respondent C BN

[¢¥]

3 \

&

|
|
!
F
|

.
|
}
|



Aop11cant’s Annexures:

4, A-4:

True copy .of seniority list of chephone Ooerators
{besic grade) as of 1.1.26 was circu’ “ated, by - the
.2nd respondent vide |- NO.ST. .+ 5B3/TC/1/82
gd+.16.7.2000. : S . ; '

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

i cO ¥ _

d%.4.12.2000 of the 8. respondent.

6. A-6: True copby of the order‘wn OA° NO.623/96 Ct.11.4.97
'  of the,Ahamedabad neneh of the CAT. ‘ :
Triue copy. of the Model Roster Cadre strength upto.
‘Respondents’ Annexures:
i. .R-2A:  Photo copy of the order dated 22.8.27 of the veot.

‘ ;of'Te1ecommunication. ' . b

2, R-2B: Photao uooy of the order in OA . 9/96 dabed 11.4.9

' : of the C.A.T Anmeoamau BenLh :

3. RfZC; . Photc copy s of thﬂ order, in- T.A. -138/886 dated
' 24.3.87 of the C.A.T Jabaipur..Bench.

4.  R-2D- Photc copy of the mrdsr,éh 0.p 4229 and 42839/1872
: 1973 of tha Kerala High Courft..

v dated 16.3.
‘o.A,uo,1335/2000'
Apc?icént’s_ﬁhnerresk

copy . of - meme  NoO. oT/7 Pf1CW/Cen /9785

1. A-1: True
dt.29.3.36 OF-tne 2nd respondent.
2.. A-Z: “True CcoDY. ‘of  memo ‘No.ST.B CP/?G%/TO/?iE? dated
8.8;?@00 of the 2nd reroqde :
3, A-3:  True copy of iet;’r,Nc,22~C/a4*TE.II dt.8.9.99 of
the 2rd respondent. . :
. . ) ' | .
4. A-4: True copy of the ”GﬁfﬁS@ﬁt&*’OP dt.21.8.2000 to.
- the 2nd reoponden,. - - ' '
5. - A-5: - True cooy of the reprasaﬁuat1on dz {§.2600~to,
the 4th respondent. .
8. A-6:  True copy of the order dt.11.4.97 in O.A No.623/96

© of the Ahmedabad ﬁench of fhe C.A.T.



-Applicant’s Annexures:
- .

7. the seniority Ti

A-T: -Trué éopy of st " with
ietter T/aho/TO/1/8d dated l19.7.2000 of the
2nd respon*ent ‘ | '

8. A-8 'True copy of the Mode Res%er for a cadre strength
of 13. - ) . ‘ '
9.. A-9 True  copy of  order | No.ST. BGR/10%/Pt/13
dt.4.12.2000 of the 1st‘respondent '
Respondehtb Annexures: .
1. R-2A Photo cdoyvof the crder No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94 dated
' - 5.9.97 of the Chief General Mahager, Trivandrum.
2. R-2B Photo copy  of the order 1in O.A. 623/96 dated
v "11.4.97 of the C.A.T., Ahmedalad Bench.
3.  R-2C Photo . copy of the order in T.A.139/86 dated
> -24.3.87 of the C.A.T.,. Jabalpyr Bench.
R-2D Photo copy of the judgement in 0.P.4329 & 4339/72

dated 16.3.73 of tha Hon’ble H
 0.A.8/2001

Applicant’s Annexures: .

of the Memo

E1/336

Circu1atéd

fgh Court of Kerala.

/Col1.1I11/9

1. A1 True copy NoO. ‘  dated
' : 13.12 2000 issued for the 3rd|respondent.
2. A-2: True copy of the Mamn No.E-I/336/Col. 1/54 dated
‘ : .3.95 1issued by the Asswsu$wt General. Manager
xAcmn), Office of. the. General Manager, Telecom
District, Kottayan.
3. A-3 True copy ’of the Order No,22- 6/94 T3-11 dated

13.12.95 dssued bv*t

che Director (TE), Department

of Telecom District. New De.h#.
Respondents Annexures: *
1. R-1 True copy of the order. of ths Central
Administrative Tribunal, . Ahemedabaag Bench Tn GC.A
. 623/96 with M.A 680 9§,dated 1.4.97. ,
R-2 True copy of DCT . Tétter"Nou22~6/94rTE-iI dated

8.9.99.
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0.A.108/2001

'Apoiicant’s Annexures

Respondents’

R-1{a):

w

spplicant’s

™

&

True cooy of order No.ST-G/J us/Grade IV/1/1Q?dated
2¢.12.1895 of the 4»* reaspondent. : C
. ‘ ) B . . . 1

Trua CGoy‘-cF_brCer ol xiwA/C ade IV/TDS/28 dated
31.8.2C OO'OF the 1=zt respondent.

True copv of tha_raareaenLatxon dated O 9. 7000 to
the Ist ”esponﬁenu, . ‘

CTrue cocy -of S men
4

11.1.2001 of the respondent.

<

0 Ng . E- 1/&195/STBPS/11/97 dated

True copy of--mémo NO;E~1/R1gs/STBPs/II/36 dated
1.1,2001 of the ist respondent. - T :

True coby of the order in O.A.Nas. 241, 870 and
1022 of 1999 dated 25.4.2000. | A

Annexures

True copy of order in OA 62 3/96 déted:11.4.1997 of
Hon’ble C.A.T, Anmedabad Bencn ; ‘ ’

Trus CODY of 1eftar Mo 22— 6/Q4—lE 11 dat@d 2¢ 8.87
~issued by Director of Telecom. New Delhi  with
covering . letter No. STA/30- 25/Q1gq/94 dated 5 9.97
of Abwzstant Dﬂ*ector(' staff), Office of CGMT

Trivandrum. ' o '

Letier No.22/6/C4.TE.II . dated 9,7.99 issued by
ADG, (TE). ) ‘ ' :

Circuiar No:2-68/94-TE dated 8.9.99 issued by
Director Telecom., New Delhi. :
0.A.110/2001-
.Annexurés
. True copy of memo No.ST- A/Gr IV/TOD/EZ qated
~24.10. 94 of the 1st re QDO"deH*-

True copy of ‘memo No.ST-A/Gr. 1V/TDS/30 dated
31.8.2000 of the 1Qt respondent '

"True copy of the rearesertat1qn dated n?? to the
.Deputy General Manager Kellam. -

-



Applicant’s Annexures:

4, A-4:

5. A-5

6 A-8
Respondents’
1. R-1(a):
2. R=1(b):
3 R-1(¢c)

4 R-1{d)

Applicant’s Anrisexu eq

. A-T:
A-2

3. A-3
o aes
5. A-5

‘ \ _ o
Annexures : b
;

i
145

b

|

.

4 - S
}

|

}

i

True copy of  memo No E I/RﬁgQ/STEPs/ 1/38 dated
11.1.2001 of the 18t ngndqnt

True copy of memy . No.E- T’QIQQ/ TEPS/II/SS dated

1,1.2001 of the 1siL respondent.

} ) .
True cooy of the oruer of thd CAT, Bangalcre Bench
in O.A.N0s.241,87C and 1922 of 1999 dated
26.4.2000. | T '

Order in OA 623/9G -ated 11 .4.1937 CAT, Ahmedabad

Bench. }

True copy of letter No.22-¢/94~-TE dated ' 22.8.97.
issued by Director of Telecom with covering letter
No.SAT/30-5/R1gs/84 dated 1at 'Trivandrum. the
5.9.1997 issued by O/c CGMT., Kerala Circle,
Trivandrum. _ T S

Department of Telecom iet#er NO.22-6~84-TE.IT

‘dated §.7.49.

_ . : }
Department of Telecom letter | No.SAT/2-6/94-TE.II
. dated 8.9.99. )

I

|

0.A.111/2001 ,
]
|
True . copy of memo No,ST-=A/Gr.IV/TOs/22 ‘dated
24.10.94 of the 1st respondenH

True copy of memo NO ST- A/pr IV/TOs/29 dated
31.8.2000 of the ist *ebponuent '

True copy of the reoresentat1o% dated 19.9. 2000 to
the .Deputy Genera? “ahaqer

True copy.- of memo No.E-I/R14gs/STEPs/1I/36 dated

11, 2001 of the ist respondent

i o _
True copy of the order of the @AT. Bangalorée Bench

in 0.A.Nos.241,870 and 1022| of . 1999 dated

26.4, 2000



Respondents’

1. R-i(a):

2. R-1(b):

3.,1R;?(C):

4. R-1(d):

Applicants’
. A-1:
2. A-2
3 A-3
4. A-4
5. A-5
‘Resugndents,
1. R-1:
2 R-2

Annexures

True copy of the order in 0.A.No.623/396 of Hon'ble

. Central Administrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad.Bench.

True copy of letter Mo.22-6/94-TE-II dated 22.8.87

‘of . 2nd  respondent with covering lette: . dated
5.9.97, ° . ' B
True copy of <the latisr No. 2n6/94—;E I1 ' dated
2.7.98 :

True copy of- th=n  letter No.22- O/94“iE IL 4ate

0.A. 2213/20071

_Annexures T .

True ohofocooy " of thp order Nd E. II/A/ST«R/TZ
issued from office of the 3rd respondent promoting
1st aoolwcanb to the po:t of urade IV, BCR datad
1i6.8.91. . ,

'True photocopy of the order No.ST/EK—224/29/1/26
issued vfrom.‘office*_of‘thé 4rd respondent.ito 2nd
applicant dated 21.8.57. '

. True photocopy of the‘ order NQ}STA/30~25/§393/94

issued . from the office of 1st respondant datec
5.82.1897. - - i

True photocqpy of  the Jetter No.T22-6/94-TE .11
issued from office’ of the 23rd respondent dated
12.2.1997. ‘ o ‘ :

True photocopy of the proposad postponement oF

" promotion to -, Grade- Iv fettaer ND
ST.EK- 924/29/11/30 issued ToO asn?icaﬁts‘ from
office of ord responoent dCLed 21.1.2001. '

Annexures

' True copy of the Jletter No.22-6-94-TE.II dated

13.12.95 issued by. the Director,  Denartment of
Te1eﬂom; o ‘

True copy of instructions isaued by the Department

,‘o;,Te?ecom No. 22~6-94-TE.II dated &. 9 g9,



|

&

» . B : 4 olA.221/2001 e
.  ~App]écanta ﬁnhexures : ' ' }

._ 1. A1 - True photocopy of the order No.ST /EK 295/28 /71/68

B T ~issued from Office of 3rd respondent promoting ist
_ : - applicant "to the ' post’ of, Gr%de "IV, BCR.dated
g - 2.4.93. - RN '
20 A2 - Tru Dhotocooy  of' the order |NO SF/EK 218/”9/81

“isaqed from the Office of the 3rd. reSDOﬂdent to
./nd aoo1lcant dated 14.-12. 9o )

3. A-3: True: photocopv of the order - No. STA/uO ZRfR?qc/94
: scued from the Gffice " of 186 respondent dated
L8700 . ,}
4. A4 True photocopy of -the"1et%er1;&0.Tm22?6/94fTE.II_
s : issued  from Office of the 3r%vresoondent dated
13.2.97. : . : : ! . .
5., A-5: E True photocopy of the proposal of  reversion

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

Respondents’ Annexures, S
1.. R-1:  True copy of letter No.22-6/94-TE-II . dated
13.12.95 assued by .Ministry of. Co munication

' |
2 R-2: True copy of ordeﬁbxn Ietter No FZ 6/294—1E dated'
8.2.39. BSNL of ADG,(TE).
3. R-3: True copy of order Nao. ﬁTVtk 21e£ /29/1/47 ' dated
7.2.2001, BSNL Coch1n revert1nq he apD??Ciﬂtb
S 0.A.311/2001 i
“Applicant’s Anhexuresf‘ : ’ e ‘

. By Truw' nhotooony  of - the  order h“ ;,j /M-STE§/55
issued from office of Grﬁ .reso?ndent . promoting
[

applicant. to [ thre »mo st Gf Grage IV, BCR dated:

) “i(') u.t%'t ]
2 A-2 True ohotocopy cf the order‘ No éTA/SO 25 /R?gs/94
issued Trom the,,o;?1ce of 1st4respondent dated
15.9.97. R ' : >

3 A¥3 - True photocopy ;Of' the letter $o,*22—6/94—TErfI
issued from office . of the 3rd|reshondent dated

"13.2.97. . C o ‘j e
 ‘4.‘wA—4: - FTrue photocopy of  the ofooosed'fpostDOQement of
R T promotion of  Grade IV - . letter
W - © NO.ST.EK-262/29/Gr.1IV¥/5 issued to| ‘applicant from

S S the office of 3rd res;:w:nrwdem‘r dated 27, 11 20C0




v,

”;hppa'"’ L
16.4.02 .

FESthdents

,
f N
“ i
Ty
- N
) 1
: . N
\
7 u .

|
[A%]
R
|
il

Annexures-_,' ' S :{ ' AR
No:22-6/94-TCHIT dated
‘Dedartment ‘qf‘

~ o ;Q
1rue \caoy of thef.order
11 9,09 1qsued bxffuhe . rector‘,
Fe?e"nﬂ, New De?h.n; g'\f R b

A ’ \

TFUE‘ capy . Of. tk@
M.A. ﬁo. DO/ 6 ddt@

hmedabao Bencnh;z Sl
T RTRR X * -

_ludoemeﬂbi‘ n.
19.4,97  of the

ch‘b1a_, CAT

ERTlFlED TRUE cow

te e ooocco.'.m.ﬂ

N
e

Deputy Registrat .\ - 1

N

e i
C A.623/96. mth-



