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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
'ERNAKULAM BENCH '

O.A;Nos.y347/oo, 1260/00, 1291/00, 1302/00, 1321/00,
'1322/00, ~ 1330/00, 1335/00, 8/2001, 108/01, 110/01,
111/01, 220/01, 221/01 and 311/01.

wgdnesd Ay th1 the Zﬂth day‘of‘MarchleOZ.

CORAM:

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

: HON’BLE MR.T.N.T.NAYAR, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER

1. A.velu, Grade IV,
' Chief Telegram Master CTO.,
Bharat Sanchar Nidam Ltd., Calicut.

2. - PP Ayyappan, Grade 1V, :

- Chief Telegram Master, CT O;;
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.
Palakkad.

3. " V.Sugathan, Grade IV, -~ . . -
Chief Telegram Master, CTO, : o
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd ¥ )
" Thiruvananthapuram SO Appl1cant
AdVOCate Shr} P.N. Purushothama Ka1ma1)

=

Vs;“ - - : P

""1. - Uhion of India represented by e

Director General, Bharat Sanchar
Nigam Ltd., Ashoka Road,

Sanchar Bhavan, New Delhi.

The Cihiiel Seeeral Manadgsit,.
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.

Kerala seiecomﬂunxcat1on8

, Th1ruvangnthapuram 33,

NAY)

3. . Principal Genera1 Manager Te]écqm,
' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd : S
Cochiri-16. - . Respondents.

(By Advocate Mr. C.Rajendran‘(SCGSC)

0.A.1290/00:

. P.Ravindran. Chief Technical Officer,

Circle Telecom Training Centre, . o
Trivandrum. ' : ~ Applicant
(By Advocate 9hr1 M.R. Rdjendran Nairy . ,




)
N s

1. Union of India,fkepresented.by_
Secretary to Government of India,.
Ministry of “ommun1uat1onw.

New: De]hw,
2. . The Chief General Manager,. . _
‘Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited, o K

Trivandrum.

3.. " The General Managesr, S

' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limisad, |
Trivandrum Secondary Switc ?‘ﬂg Area,
Trivandrum. L Resnondents'

(By Advocate Ms. P. Van1 ACGSC)

O A.1291/00:
K.Vidwakaran,
Chief Technical Off1cer,
Circie Telecom Tra1n1ng Centre, , , .
- Trivandrum. : CApplicant
(By Advocaue_Mr;v MR Rajendran Nair) ’ '

Vs.

1. Union of India, represented by
’ Secretary to Government of India,
M1nwstry of Te?ecommunwcat ons,

New Deihi.

2. . The Cﬁief General Manager,
Bharat Sanchar N1gam L1m1teeq
Tr1vandrum :

The Jen@ra1 Manager,

Bharat Sanchar N}gam L1m1ted.
Trivands-om. :Pconda"y Switching A.ea
‘ ir1vanjrum S Rebpendentu.
(By onocat@ EﬂTT T C.Kr1shna; ACGEZ )

(S

O;A.13@2/DO: _ o :

B.Savitnri, W/o P.Rajappan,

Chief Secb1on Supervisor,

Office of the Deputy General Wanager {Urbanj.
Thiruvananthapuram—4. : © Applicant
(By Advocate Snr1'uas1dharan Chempa zhan thiyil)

Vs,

1. " Deputy General Manager,
{Planning and Adm1n1strat1xn,,'
Telecom District, :
Th1ruvananthapuram—23

2. General Manager, Te!ecom D1at.1ct

Thiruvananthapuram -23.



0

Director General, e
Telecom Department, New Delhi.

w

4, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited,
represented by itS:Chaifman New De1h1.

5. - Union of India, repre&ented by its
Secrmtary, Ministry of Communications,
aw Del A Respondents

'(By AdVdete an1 C Rajendran SCG8CY - S
O.A.?SZifﬂﬂ'

AL VaﬂaJaKth W/o V1Qwambharan
‘~hief Telephone Supervisor,

Office of the Divisional Eng1n o
{Trunks and Special Serv1ce) , -
Thiruvananthapuram. o - Applicant
(By Advocate Shri Sas1oharan Chmmp zhantniyil),

¥s.

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

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

D1rector General,
Telecom anartmeht New Da1h1.

[£3]

4, " Union of India, represented by its
‘  Secretary, Ministry of
Communicaticns, New Delhi.

5., Bharat Sanﬂhaf'“igmm Ltd., represented by

' ~ its Chairman, New Delhi. L Respomdbnts.
(By Advobate Shri R.Madanan Pillai, ACGSC) ‘
O.A 2°/OO

EO o TA Narayanan Gfadé iv, CT0,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Aluva.
2. Smt.Rosamma Paulose. éradé 1y, CTO,
" Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd., - .
Cochin—-16. ‘ App11ca%ts

{By* Advocate Shri P.NgPurushothama'KaimaT)

YR o : L



l4# .

1. _Un1or of India represented by
Director General,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam - Ltd..
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan,
New Delhi. o

2. - The Chief General Manzager.
- Bharat Sanchar Nigam bLtd.,
Kerala Teiecommunicaticns,
'Thiruvaﬁanthapuram. -

3. . Principal Geaera1 Managee, Telecom,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Cochin-16. : : Respondents

fav Advocate Shri K.R. Rajkumar, ACGSEC )
0.A.1330/2000

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

Chief Telephone Supervisor,

Cffice of the Sub Divisional Engineer,

Trunks, Central Telephone Exchange,
Thiruvananthapuram. Appu1cant
(By Advacate Shri: Sas1dharan Chempa7hanth1y 1)

Vs .-
1. ~ Deputy General Manager,
A{Planning and Acdministration),
B.S.N.L., Telecom District,
Th1vuvananthapuram~2g
2. -,Generag Managerr Teiecomn D1qfr ct,
B.S. N.Ln; Thﬁruvananthapurqﬂ 23. =
3. ‘ Dxr*chr ueﬁera? ’1eiecom.nepartmer
‘ B.&.N.L ., New De?hwr
4, C T union Gf.lndwa,~reoresehted by its
'~ Secretary, Ministry of. Communications,
-New Delhi. ' o '
5. . Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented
by its Chairman, , :
New Delhi.. : Respondents

(By'Advocate’Shﬁi C.Rajiendran, 8CGSC)

D.A.1335/00:

K.Omana, W/o Sasidharan,

Chief Telephone Supervisor, ’

Cffice of the Sub Divisional Enginesa:,
Kaithamukku, Thiruvananthapuram. - Applicant
(By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanthiyil):



¥ '

‘ |
.5. 1
: . !
. Vs. ;
- , S |
1. - Deputy General Manager, - , }
'(Rianning”ahd Administration), ]
B.S.N.L.. Telecom District, , -
Thi ruvananthamurdm : ' v
2. General Manaqer Telecom D1°tf1¢t.

B.S.H.L.. Thir uvananthapuram ~23.

3. . 'Qiréctor‘Cenarai Telecom Department, -
~ B.S.NLLu, New Delhi.

4.','»n Union of Iﬁd?g, renresenﬁéd by its i
'~ Secretary, Ministry of Communications, |
New Delhi. o - ) -

5. . Bharat Sanchar N1qam Ltd., represented by

$ . -its Chairman, New Delhi. . 'Respondents
(By Advocate Shr1 C. Ra]endran. SCGSC)

0.A. sfooadf |

|,N Damodaran.

- Chief Telephone Supervisor, R : 1
Trunk Exchange, Kottayam. C Aop?1c nt.
Vg, . o ‘ . ) . : - e
1. Union -of 1India., represented by it

\
r
?
\
{
a
(By. Advocate Shri M.R.Rajendran Nair} : o
. . . . - J
_ : _ ‘
i
s
Secratary to Government of India, " \
- Ministry of Comunications, New Delhi. |
. . |
2. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,;represgnted}bv
‘the Chief General Manager. Keraia Ci rc}e
Trivandrum. . - o - R i

fa

3. "The Generail fvialna'ﬂe?r.u Telecom Dihteruu?
' Kottayam~686 001. e Reanon‘ento
LBy ATvooais Ahri Taﬂ.ﬁfﬁihﬁa. ACCICY ;
. : : !
O.A. 108/01:
K.Madhavan, a o . - §
' \

Chief .Section Supervisor,,

Office of the General Manager, :

Telecom, Kollam. ’ : - ADD?wcqnt
{(By Advocate Shr3 Sa31dharan uhemoazhant% vil)

Vs,
1. ' General Manager,

" Telecom District, o
' Bharat Sanchar M;qam Ltd. - Koltam.




2., Director General, Telecom District,
' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., New Delhi.

3. “Union of India represented by its:
- Becretary, Ministry of Comuunications,
New Delri. : ' o

Y . Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., reépresented Dy
its Lnu.rma New Dethi.

5. P.Mohammed Bagheer, Senior Telecom
' OFfice Assistant (G). Office of the
General Manager, Telecom, :
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., _— ;
Koilam. L ' ' © “Respondents
(By - Advocate shri P. ijayakumar.LACGSC (R.1-4))

O.A.110/01: o

K.K.Lakshmi, W/o Gangadharan,

Chief Telephone Supervisor, L

_Auto Exchange, Kottarakara. ' o Appticant
{By. Advocat@ Shr1 Sas1dharan Chemoazhanth1y11)

Vs.
1, , General Manager, Telecom Dist rict,
Bharat'Sanchar-Nigam‘Ltd;, Koliam. -
2. ,D1rertor Genera1 o
Bharat Qanchar N1qam Ltd.. New Delhi.
3. . Union of Ind1a"represented by its :
: Secretary, Ministry of Communications,
New Daini. ' ' '
4. . - Brarat Sanchar Nigam Lid., représented
- by éts,ﬁhairman; New Delhit. :
5. P.K.Omana, Senior Telecom u;f1ce

Assistant (P), Office of the Sub
Divisional cnq1nee" (TD & MDF)Y,
- Kollam. : , ‘ReSDCﬁdQntS
(By Advocaca shri MER suresh, ACGHE (R.1-4)

0.A.111/01:

5.Karunakaran, ’

Chief Te1ephone Superv1sor,

Office of the Divisional Enq1neer,

Phones (Internal), Kottarakara. " Appiicant
{By Advocate Shr1 Sasidharan Lhemﬁrzhaﬁth1v11)

Vs.
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1.  General Manager, Telecom District,
' ~ Bharat Sanchar Nigam iLtd., Kollam.

2. . . Director General, : '
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. MNew Delhi.

3. v Unien of.lndja represented by 1its Secretary,
Ministiry of Communications, . New D93h1

4, : Bharat banchmr Nigam Ltd. represented py
A 1te Cha1rman, New De1h1 ,

© 5. K.Rajan, Senior Telecom Off1ce Ase1stant(P),
Office. of the Sub Divisional Engineer
, (TD & MDF), Kollam. o Respondents
(By Advocate C.Rajendran, SCGSC (R.1-4) o

0.A.220/01:
1. > PK Krishnan. Grade IV, ' |

‘Senior Telephone Supervisor,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Litd., Muttom. %
e \ N -

2, K.A.Velayudhan,. Grade IV, - )
’ Senior Telephone Supervisor, )
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd,, ' 1

A PuthenrrU¢.. = ~Applicant
IS SNPEES Gouon o Thep TR RETERECRENS S Ty L ‘
Vs. o ; _ o 4 y
1. Unxon ‘of India represented. Dy D1rector Generai

Bharat Sanchatr Nigam Ltd.
Ashoka Road. oenchar ﬁkavau, New Deth
The Chief General Manager,

- Bharat aanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Kerals Telecommunications.

CThiruvananthapuram.

N

Principal General Manager, 7. ecom,.
Bharat Sanchar N1qam LLd

Cochin=-16. Respondents
{By Advocate Shr1 C. Rayendran, SCGSC) '

[63)

0.A.221/01:
’ ’ R . . . . |
. P.K.Sekharan, Grade 1V, S S
Chief Technical Supervisor, . . o
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. ¥yttila.

T A

o . o |
“K.M.Chandran, Grade IV,
Chief Technical Superv%eerg o ‘
~ Bharat. Sanchar Nigam Ltd. , ' '
: " Vyttila. Aon1ncants .
“(By Advocate Shri P.N. Purushothama Kaimall.

s

s
-

. o N = 1 :. : o '.)



Vs.

1. ‘Union of India repreqentad by D1rect0r Genera1 i
- Bhart Fanch - Nigam Limited. 3 ‘
_Asho%a Road, Sanchar ghavan. nNew De?hi. . '

“iaf General Manager,
Shacat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Kerala Telecommunications, , .
- Thairuvenanthapuram.. . , ,

;D

(RO

‘h‘il

3. -Prirhiuéx ‘General Manager., Té?ecom,_

-Bharat qanchar N1qam Ltd.,

uQChTﬂ-16 . ~ ‘Respondents . \
(By Advocate Mrs. Chitra, ACGSC) S
0.A.311/01:
TV Nalini = . | ' SR .

-Ph1mr Telegram Mastor. Grade .1V,
'C.T.0., Kochi=16.  Appticant

(By Advocate Shri . P.N.Purushcthama Kaimal) L ]

Ve,
. Union of,India rapresented by Director !
» Beneral, Bharat Sanchar Wigam Ltd.,
&»hc&e Road, Sanchar Bhavan, New Delhd, ‘
: S , |
2. ';‘.:he thQ* General Manager
© Bharat Sanchar i Nigam Ltdy“
Kcrara Telecommunications. - o !
nifuxanant%an“ram - ' ' ' ‘
3.  Principal: .General Manager. Telecom.
“Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. _
Cochin-16. o , . Respondents
(By Advocatie 8nr1 c.8. Sreekumar, ACGSC) - \

7;h¢ apa?1oatwon hav*na bean heard on 20th March 12002
tbe Trwbuna] cn the same uay d@] vereo the fo?1orﬁng:



cEm oL,

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

~disposed of by this common order.

stated as under:

3.

ORDER

- |
{

The facts and the question of law invoived in all. these

cases are similar and therefore, these cases are being heard and

Y

2. 7 Al1l these cases are the faii put of the order of the

'Lentrax Adm1nwstrat1ve Tribunat Ahmedabaﬁ Bench in’O,A,SEB/SG.énd‘

’the Tebter dated 5.9.97 1ssued by the “hﬁef Generé1 Mana9er,

Te]ecom h@ra1a C1rc]e on the basis of Lhe anove Said kuling ot
the Ahmndabad Bench. The anniwcants in q]? these’caéES'beionginq
to SL/STS_WHO had been oramotea to Grade’lv of BCR. have been by

thé‘ impugned order 1n these cases revarted on’ the bas1s of the

*

ru11ng of the Anmedabad Bench or,'he Tribunal as,aforesaid._ The
applicants Gha!Tenge- these orders 1in these applications on

similar grounds. ske fartc in.the fdndividual Lapp1icatdons are

0.A.1247/2000:

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

Grade IV ' of  BCR ' and the ano?irant No,2 was promoted w.e.f.

: 1.7,92. While they were. cort1nu1ng tnUS on,fthe promoted post

théy were served with the 1mpugned ordmrq A4 and AS reveru1ng_‘

them to BCR urade IIT on a review oF fhe DFOFOt10ﬂ to Grade Iv of

- BCR Lonductcd as per Departmen* of Fei1uommun1catwon (DOT‘ for

.enort) 1etter dated 8.9.99. : Aggr?gyed by,this the app11cants

have f?icd this aom1wcation seek1bq ‘to set‘laé*de A-4  to the

extent 1t_atrect8'the apsiicants 1 and 2 and Ab;as it afTECbS the
S : S




.10,
ano11cant NO. dec1ar1ng ‘that -the acni1cants have avery r1ght to

cont1nue in the post of Grade IV of BCR.

4, : fﬁe respchdenté ih'ﬁﬁéir'repiy stats ement COhtpﬂd that the
“Ahmédabad“ Bench éf the'Tribuné? in;O}A. 23/9@ dated 11.4.97 seek
tobjuétify'thelfmpugﬁéd»order'Oh the ground that Ahmedabad Eénéh
.has.heTG ﬁhat_thé priﬁQiQ1és‘oF 'ezésvatéoﬁ‘is ﬂQt'amﬁﬁicab}e for
| placement in the Gréde Iviec? as-the same is not a'urﬁm@iian and
that the wmpugned order have been jseued Tn terms of DO; ‘s letter
.mp1ement1ng the d1rect1ons of the tr:buﬁai,: it ‘has aiso been

contended that the»ngh Court of uaarat has unh93d *hp Juduem ent

of the Ahmedabad Bencﬁ,

0.A.1280/00

5. ) The applicant, a member 6f the Scheduled Caste community
© . was Dromoted to Grade lV of- BCR w.e. ' 1.1.95 by 'givinq the
benefit of resorvat1on o Aggrseved by the 1mpughed order Jated

4 12. OO revmrb1nr the aDD|1cant “From uradelv to urade ITI  on &
review of tne oromotions to uradm Y pu sua:t to the BoT’ jatter

dated'“z H.87 on uhe basis of the tudgemonc of the Ahmedbad Bench

€8]

of . the .Trjbuna1 in 0.A.N0.823/96, he'd9931cantvhas filed this

“abplication seeking to ‘set aside . A-1 dated 4,12.2000 and R-"
letter dated 22.8.97‘oh the pasis of’whiph the impugned order A=’

‘was issued.
5, The rescondents in their reply statement seek to justifw
, tﬁe wmpqqrga act:on on. the ground . that the _Qiacement ir the ..
higher scale of BCR does rnot amount to promotion: callirg for

observance of the worst sys tem as has been held by the Ahmedabad



| .ﬁ.f | |
Bench of th@ TrwbunaW in O. A 623/90 w hich has b:en upheld by the:
Hon’ble H1gh uourt' of uujaya+ and 'as the Hon’ b?e High Court of
Keka1a‘Hés,a1$o ih thé ru11nq reﬂurtem in N.:.Praohu and ‘another
Vs. The Hon551e,6h1éf~dust1ce and others (’Q/S tab IC 1599) her'
«thaﬁ Dfacémeﬁt Iﬂ' a h{dhef scale erblnoh'ameunt to_qromot1on
_errantinc reaerv ?ion for thax. jThare‘ié ﬂmeeritAin the 'c1aim
of the apps1canb for D1acpment in Gréde IV;Of,BCR Dromoﬁioh-which

calls for adjudwcation; o

O{AJ129?/2000:

7. ~ The apoiiéanh a membér of the Scheduled Caste'ccmﬁgniﬁy
was per0ted to Grade'iQ'of BCR Woe.f. -3@,11.90 aiving the
bénef{i of reservation. - He-is‘éggriévedféy-ihe imegned_@rdéF.
dated 4.12.2000 (A1) by whlcn he has been- ré?ertéd. | His

reoresentatigh agaihst ﬁhe reversvoﬂ was re;@c*ed by A-7 order
placing re?jancé,an the 1 ttmr of the DoT ‘ dated "‘8.97 which was
issued in c@mu?iaﬁca_with the judgsment 0 f tne Ahmedobad Bench of
,thé the Centré} Admin{stratﬁve Trfbuna?.  The applicant khas
~thereforé, filed this applicats ion chails hging A-1 to /the- extght
it affects him as also the A—T-drder,'T

8}-.v The resuondentc in thm{r reo?y Qfateﬁent seeh»:tq jgétify
.Lne 1mpumrad act1om on fhe ground tE 'the bﬂ zcement’ in thevGrade;.
IV ”Gf ’ CR does not amoumf to erﬂﬁu1o, as nas beeﬂ héid by the
nmedabad Bench of CAT in. 0:A. 620/99 which has been upheld by thé'

Hon ble Hﬂgn CDurt of Gujarat CIt has also been contended that av

Full Bench of the Hon bie h1gh Court . of Fara]a 1n N. Prabhu Vs.

!



12, o e
Chief - Justice (1973 Lab IC 1399) has also ‘cbseﬁved that
upgradatwon to a higher pay scaije dces not amount to oromot1on

| B

The respondents contand that the*app11cant 1s not entwt?ed to 1ne

ref1efs sougrit.

0.A.1302/00:

9. .The.abpliéant who belongs té'échedu1ed Tribe Comm%nity'w&é
'promdted to Grade 7Iv of BCR w.e.f. 1.1.95 giving her tne
.oene11ts ot reservaf1on ~Wh{Te s0, ,the‘ 1mougnéd ofd%r' datzd
4.12.2000 was 'wsbued revert1ng vher'to Gradé'III,  Aggﬁ1eved by

that the applicant has fi?ed this appl1cat1on .sécking\‘to et
‘aside the A= 5 order to the extenb it deectS her dec1arnnc thdt

shpjis ent1t1ed to continue 1n urqdd IV urder the 2nd reBDondent'
v I :
and for a dwrect1on to take act1nn aﬁcord1ng1y

4

10. "The 'resoordents in the1r reply- statement seek toﬂjustlfy

R ‘
_theﬂsmpugned action on the ground fhat Lhe DTacement in Grade IV

. \
not being.a DFOMOL1OH ‘as has been held by the Anmecabac QQnun in
: s ﬂ

0.A.623/96 whick has been unheld by the Hon-o}ev,H1gh court of

. L L] 1
Gujarat, the action has. been r1ght1y taken. : o

O.A, 132(/2000

11. , Thé app11canf belongs  to 'Schedu1éd Tribe commun1ty was‘

promoted to BCR Grade IV w.e.f. Sc q1v1nc her the benér1t of

. : . \ - L \
reservation. She 1is aggrieved by the 1mpugned~ order i dated
. | | | ‘;
.4.12.2000 reverting her to Grade III. The applicant has,

therefqre,:.f11éd this application _éeeking to set. asﬂde the

PSS : . .
SN . . . . . . X .



®
13,

"1mpugﬁed,qrder to thé'exﬁent‘€£ ralates to phe'aap1icant‘and for
a deéjafation .that she: is entitled tc:be‘conﬁ{ngeé in Grade IV
and' fofv'a ;dihééﬁéon‘,tp the resbondents.; tovf take action
.acéqfding}y;'v‘v B
T?{ . The fesoondents“seék to justify tﬁe‘impugned order on the
grqqnd_'that thevp]acementIOf:the app?iéant %n Gréde IV ot being
a promotion. she ‘was - hot entitied to' get the benefit of

" reservation, that the point'has‘beén"clarified by the Ahmedabad
Bznch of‘the TfibunéT_ih,é.A.623j96~wﬁéch‘has been‘ubhe1d by the

“Hon’ble, H%gh Court “of Gujarat _and thét'thé'ﬁmpugnedxcrder is

. unexceptional.
0.A.1322/2000:

13, The applicants 1 & 2 belonging to Scheduled Tribe

community were oromoted w.e.f. .1.1.33 and 1.4.95 respectively

i

véiving tha behefit.of reservation . ﬁave fiied'ghis égﬁ?icatioh
cha1?engiﬂg‘{ﬁe orders_déﬁéd 23.7Q.QQGQ (AB). ‘A6~ and A7 order
daﬁed 27.41.2000 by which ﬁhey:wé}e_réverﬁed to Grade III from
"Grade"IVJ _They.have fiied this app}ibatieg_ cha1Tehging ,tnesé
orders iand for a dec?araﬁion that they'ére'entitied:to continue

in the post of Grade-IV BCR.

_14 ‘i In the rép]?_statémehtrthe resbdndents,seek to sttify the
impugned »ordera on the éround tﬁat the pfacément of the
.apricants-in Grade iv BCRvarafnot-being abg%émdtion, thev'roster
fcrv-reéervatfon was not applicable ‘as’ has" been held by the



L , ‘ | .
14, : . L . o
Ahmedabad Bench of the CAT in O.A. 623/96 and theref&re the
impugned action taken 1h'impiementat1on of the ,abcve ﬁudgement

_cannot be faulted. - - . B :

0.A.133G/2600: - P '
15. The aap icant a member of the Schedu13d Tribe was oromoted
tQ_Grade IV BCR w,e.?}1.1.92;' Agcr*eved by the_ ord%r daaed

. 4/12/2000 by which she has been revertnd from the post‘or Grdde
. _ : S I _

IV of BCR to Grade III. she has’flﬁed this apulicat1on'seek1ng_tov

set aside the 1muughed order A-5 ?arinq that she 1si‘ent1t3 d.

to be. contwnued 1n Grade Iv and tc direct the respondenﬂs to take

action ac rdlhqny o . T . y

M “
fs.ﬂ The respondents in their reply Statement, cdntenﬂ that the

"placement of the aan1icant in Grade IV was not a prﬁmot1cn and -

w

therefore., bhe ﬂrnﬂc1p1eq of reservatTOM wae wrongxy a¢g11ed in

view of the ?udqement vof the 'Ahmedabad Bench of the CAT in

a. A 6¢3/36 wiiich have been ugne*u by the uu;arat H1gh ZQurt - the

action hes hesen rightly -taken. It has oean further‘contended

that the above action is supported by ~the ru?1nq GT ﬁthev|Fu,]
Banch of the -an’b}e High Court of K@ra1n in N, Prabhu and
. . N . ‘

anqthek Vs. Hon’ble Chief Justice and others (1972 Lab|IC 1399).

' . . i

17.  The applicant a member,of'hhe 5.7. 'was\érantep Grade IV
(Chief TéTéphbne Supervisor)'prOmotionfw e;f. 1.7.95 1 by order
' ;

, dated 28.3.86 ‘giving the ben9f1t of reservat1on Purported1) in

3fjmo1ementétion‘.of the Judgmgnt of tha Ahmedabad Bepch of the




b e

-3
i

N . . B . - . N

C.A.T. 1in 0.A.623/96., the applicant was on notice to show cauSe
why she shculd not be reverted as she was not eii lee for

-promotion to Grade IV w.e.f. 1.7.95 submitted{ her' explanation

. e : L Ry :
against the prcposal and also made a-reorssentat1on'A5 to ths 4th

G

‘respondsrt., Hdwever referring to letter da ted 8.9.99(A3) of the
. I
t .
of the IOT the 1ma raned order dated 4. 1PEEGOD has been .issued by
the second respondent  reverting the agm?1 canht to Grade III.

Aggri

ity
D

ved by this, the applicant has filed the OLA. seeking to

guash Annexure A9 -tO the axtent 1t affectu her, declaring that

~ s ¢

the appiicant is eﬂt1tred “te  continus 1n_ Grade 1V and for
P i _

"necessarv “1reci10n to the reqcondmnuc S -

I
. ~

8. The respondents seek to justify the impugried orders on the

’

i \

basis of the decision of ‘the Ahmedabad Bench of the Central

@ ) ‘

”dm1n1sz,atave Tricunal 1dn 0.A.623/56 whi ich has been unheld bv
’ . - | .

the Gujarat HJgh Court. . - S

. ) |
0.A.8/2001

N

P B - - T . )

19.  The appiicant who joined the serv1cg on, 25.1.1966 was

granted TBOPv&ﬂd»BGR and was iater promoted to Grade IV of BCR on

1.1.1994. On the basis of tile instructions contained in DOT
Tetter dated 8.9,99 in-purported implementation Of the directions
cohtaihed in the order of the Ahmedabad Bench of the CentraT"'

P S
/26 which was confirmed by

(,a J

roami us»tr:t1ve Tr1ouna£ Vin, G.A. &

~

the High Court of Gujarat,.thefthirdhreSDondeht ~issued Anhnexure
AT daté&= 18.12.2000 reverting the - apolicant from Grade IV to
irade Iil{ngggrievéd by = that ‘the' aDpiicantt has -filed this

Ty



‘application seek1nq to quash Annexure. A‘ te the extent 1m affects
him and for a deciarot1on that he is ent1f10d fo contwnue as’

Grade IV »ﬁd for d1rcc+1on to tihe ;evnonaen to a’an him to
continue as Grade IV. - pf : - o {
, : l

20. she reepondentq qeek to justify the 1muugned'actjon/on the
-.ground that the Ahmedabad Bench of +he uentrat Admiﬁistrat{ve
T.1buna1 1n'O AL 623/96 have he1d that the roster on. reservat1on

wnu1d nof aop?v in the matter of pTacement from BCR Gr. IIT Lo 10%

Y

of BCR Gr.IV.

0.A.108/2001 . B

'21. - The aovplicant belonging to Scheduled Ccaste: community was
. o ~ - .
granted BCR promotion to Grade IV with effect from 1.1.1936 by
= ) i o ‘ |
order dated 29. 12. 1995 fAﬁﬂexure A1). .On the basis of the

:judgment* of xF; uanura1 Adm1n1sbrat1vn {rwouna1 Ahﬁegabadlﬁench
in O.AQ@R?.?S wiih M.A.NO.SSQ/QG dec1arihg' that “reée}vatﬁon‘-is
 ,not appiicable to SC/ST candjdates'%or ﬁfomotioh i0>G;adefIV‘BCR,
the T?f@t cso5ndent_ %sSQedva notice dated 31}8.20d0 (Annexure

' } : )
A?) nroposing te rezert nxm to Grade IIT .The applicant submittec

- . 7

. , . |
a representat1on .~ In reply to ‘his representation. he hasg
: i . ) ' - .. . N - ; . ’ , ‘ " .
recewen the memo dated ?1;1.2001 informing him that a favourable
| L ] o
ﬁ@uTS?OW cou1d not be caken on nisg reoresentataon as no revised

1nctruct1on had been reue.ved from the DOT. He was »é?so served

»wlth an order dated 11.1.2001 (Annexure, ABY by Wwhich he was



-

reverted to Grade III- with immediate effect. Agarieved the
: , : ' , L '
applicant has filed this application challenging the imougned

orders. o - o . o

22, The respondents have filed a reply statement seeking to

justify the impugned orders. relying on the order of the Ahmedabad

‘Bench of the Central Adminisifative Tribunal in O.A. 623/96.
0.A.110/2001
23.  The apb1icaht a member of Scheduléd Tribe was opromoted to
Grade IV Of the BCR with effect fFrom ,1.i.1994b1by order ‘dated

I
94 10. 1994(Aﬂnexure A1) givwng her +he benef1t of reservation.

. Pursuant to the orders of the DOT dated °2 8. 1997 and 8 9.1999 on'

the bas1¢ of the 3udgment of the AhmeOQbao Bench‘of the Centra1
Adm1n1strat1ve Trwbunai in - Q. A T @23/96 a .fhow cauqe not1ce

(Annexure AZ) was served'on the applicant proposing to revert her

td Grade' IIT of the  BCR. " 'The ‘appiioant_w subm1tted her

representation opposing the proposed action. She was served with

a memo dated 11. 1 200t of the first reapondent 1hformiﬁg her that
\
‘a favourable oeﬁ1s1on on her representat1on would not be taken as

also the order of the same cm+e rnver+1nq her to Grade TII

Acgrieved by that the applicant has Tiled this :aoc11cat1on.

seeking to set -aside the impugned orders.

7

~

24.  The respondents seek to Justify the | impugned orders

g p?aC%ng reliance on the judgment‘Qf ‘the Ahmedabad. Bench of the

\
Central ‘Administrative Tribunal «in O.A. 623/96.



A
ool
.

O.A.111/2001

. _ ‘:
25. - The aspplicant nelonaing to Scheduled Caste was Dromoted to

Grade IV of EBCR  with effest. from 1.7.1993 by_ Drper dated

24.10.1334 (Anrexure A1) giving him the benefit of *esérvatimn.

i3 )

wWhiie so, tha ‘aDDXicant was aerved with a- not1ce An%exure A2

proposing to revert him to Grade III in purcorted 1mo1ementat on
of the  Jjudgment of the Anhmedabad Bench of the Centra:

4

[RW]

Administrative Tribunal in O.A._' 6 3/96' . The iappiicant'
aubm:uted hxs reply Annexure A3 oppasing the”orapcs@d action.
However the first reqoondent has issued the impugned order dated

11;1.2001 reverting the ’applﬁcant to Grade:iII . Aggriieved the

e

appiicant has filed this appijcatioh seekéng fto set Asﬁde the

impugned order Annexure. Ad4. : U

26. The resuondents ceek to - ]L ;Fv the impudgned actfon on the
ground tha the "eservat1on for ScnedJTed VaSue/Scnedu;ed Tr1on
is not apcfﬁ:ab?e to Grade IV promotion as has been held by the
Ahmedabac - Panch of. ‘the Central Aﬁmihistrative Tribuné? in C.A.

| a
- 623/98.

O.A. 220/2001%
| |
27. The first app?1cant was Oromoteo to Grade IV 1 BCR from

30Qﬁ?.90(Annexure A) and the second: app]1cant was Dromc+ed to

[

Grade 1V BCR with effect from 1.7.1994 by Annexure A2  order.
,They were promoted épp?ying the reservation roster. Aggrieved by

~the “order dated 31.1.2001 (Annexure A5) by which iqlpurported'



s
&)

. L | ‘
éﬁp]émentation of the -judgment of the Ahmedabad Bench of the

. Central AdminiétratTve' Tribunal in - O.A. | €23/98 they.  were

reverted to Grade IV. They have fi?ed'thﬂs:agg?icatioh seeking

\
N

to set aside the impugned orders.

. \ . '

.28, ] The res ocnoents aeek to JUuC1fy uhe Hmuugned act10n on the

»»grdunG_ that the Ahmedabad Bench of the Ceﬂtrai Adm1n1strat1ve
| |

Tribunal ha heid that rocter for roservat1on does not apo1y Tor

w}acement‘in BCR Grade Ive B 7 _w
41/2001 o | N
29. . Tkn first aog?wcant was promoted ‘to} Gfade IV BCR with

3f$eét from 1. .92 bv- Ahnexure Al mfdor and the sncond app11xant'

was prom0ueo to Grade Iv w1th;effeqt from 1.7.1994 by,Annexure~A2

/ » : o -

order. Aggrieved by the order dated 22.1%.2000 of  the third
- respondent .revertiﬂg them to Grade‘q’ZII" in  purported
implementation of the _judgment_ of '@he Central 'ﬁdministratiye:f>

@

Tribunal, Ahmedabhad 'BEnch in O. A, 623/36 .- the applicants. have

w1

f1,ed thku ::,i;cauvgn seeking to- seL aaide the 1mpugned‘ordér.
20, The respondehts in. the reply statement seek to justify .the
: , _ : _ i .

impugned action on _the pasis of the judgment of the Central

Administrative Tribunal.  Ahmedabad Bench in b.A,v 623/96}
O,A.3*1/20“1
31 The appW1cant be?ongwng to achmdu1ed paste was p]aced in

" the Grade 1V of the BCR w1th effeut from 30.11. 90 by order dated
' \

4 18€.8.91 iAnnexure A1) ‘g}v1ngx her the - benef1t of re\ervat10n



.20,

-

¢
"Agurieved bv th impugned okder dated 27.11 4000 (Annexure A4) by

whvch Qhe is reverted to Grade III on the basis of the Tetter of

the O0OT datsd 8.9.93 , the agpifcaﬂt has filed this amp?ichtion

seeking tc sat aside the impugned oroars., |

32. “The respendents saeh to justify the 1mpqgn°n order on the

gfound that ‘the AhmedabaH Benon of the :Cehtra1 Admﬁﬁistrative

sr1bunal in O.A,\ 623/96 has %é;ﬁ t}at the roservatiun r%ster'

doss not apply to Grdde IV promotior.

A

'
i

33, We have perused the pleadinge in all these cases and | have
heard the .learned counsel on _either side. The short qguestion

is whether +*he’

7))

that calls for adjudécation in. thesé“case
- elevation -te Grade- IV of BCR is a promotion which attraut? the

roster communal reservatﬁon The Ahmcdqbad Bench of the Tribunal

in 0.A. 623/36 held that the elevation to Grade IV, of BCR! not

being an appointment +to a higher post, is not a Gromot%oh'and

therefore, the principle of reservation dis inapplicable. The
judaemant ~f  the Ahmedabad Bench. of ‘the Tribunal was upheld bty
the.Hon’b3e.High Court - of Gujarat 1in OPF.No. oSa/au. As; the.

Bangaiore BenCh of the ’r1uuna1 did not adgree with the view %aken

by = the Ah mrdabad Bencn of 'CAT, the issue w

)

s referred to.a Full
, I

nch o the "Tribunal in

()]

Bernich of the Triaunas., - The Full b5

. ’-+7

~

'vM.L.Raiafam_Naik and Others V¥s. The Additional Director, |CGHS
-DdFOEiOFe and others and in nther cases considered the issues

'feferred. One}of the issues referred to the Larger Bench was:

"Whether placement 1in 10 per r.cent BCR (Grade IV).

as per the scheme dated 16.10.90 on he‘basis of seniority




et
in bas1c grade amounts to promotion 'and 1f so, whether
reservation for scheduled castes and ‘scheduled tr1bes in
‘ those BCR Grade~1V DOatS is not app 1cab1e¢ ‘

4. The Fuil Bench answered  tc these .points 1In the

. \ . ‘ ' ’ X |. ) '

a;fwrm tive,v while reaching that concliusion the Full Bench
. " . - i R .

considersd  the observations of the- Hon’ble Supreme Court 1in

:

various decisions on the issue. The Full Bench took note of the
cbservationé of 'the ~Apex Court in Staté QFjRajasthan Vs. Fateh

o . -] ' - :
" Chand :Soni 1999) i SCC 962) the Anex Caurt‘observed as follows:

“The High Court in our mopinion, waé‘not right 1in holding
. that promotion can only be to a higher post in the service’
.and appointment to ‘a higner scale ot an off icer hoiding

the same post does not constitute mromotlon. . In  the
1iteral sense the word ‘promote’ means "to advance to a
higher: oosition, grade. or henour”. 50 aiso prcmof1on
- means “advancement cr prefarment in npnour, dignity, rank,
or grade”, - (See Webster’s Comprehensive Dictionary,
International Edn., P.1009) ‘Promotion’ - thus not -only
covers advancement to higher position or rank but aiso
impiies advancement to a hi g%er grade'. "In sarvice law
also the expression oromotion has bgen understood in” the

wider senss and it has been held 'uhat Dromotnonv can ce
either to a higher pay scale or Lo a higher post. -

, i

35.' ‘ The Fulli Bench also noted that the Constitution Bench of
the _Apexlcégri %hvéambrasad vé.D .K.Vijay éhd dtherszIR 1999 sC
3563) feferred to ré?ieW»tnﬂ nr1ﬂr1pie laTG tiown 1n Faieh/‘Chénd
soni’s case. it'Qas on the basi@ of fhe above author1tﬁes that
the Fuli Beﬁch heid that the ntacenunt in 10% BCR (Grade',IV) as
Def the scheme ‘dated 16.10.. .¢90 on the bamws o*F sen1or1ty 1n:
baQ1c girade amounfs to promot1on and tiercfore srequVat1on for
80/8T s .aDoTicab1e to such promouvan . -We‘arc OT the view thatf
'tne Fuil Bench nhas sett?ed the 1ssue to be fo11cwed py all the
, | : )

nches of he uentral Adm1n1strat1ve Tribunal.
. 1

28, . The 1earned counsel of‘the:resoondent§ referred us to the

s ¥]
i

.rﬁfﬁng of. a Fu11‘5énch of the Kerala Hfgh Cow#t titled N.Q.Prabhu
)

. ‘ ;



. . . ’ . \‘
and .ancother vs.The Hon’ble Chief Justice and others, reported in

[EW]

1973 Lab I.C. 1399. . The Hon’'bie High Court in that case' was
. . : . - - | »

onsidering whather nomination ~of a Senior Stenographer td the

O

e

Selaction Grade -was a promotior: tin  terms  of defihitio? of

-t

promotion. in  thaz relevant ruie. L The acts of this case ‘are

entirely different and the rulas considered are aiso different.

Therefore,. the decision of the larver Bench of the Tribunal

following the decision of the Apex Court in Fatsh  Chand  8bni’s

pase-\that,roster fof_resekxation hes to be app i ted for Diacemeht
it .mhe Grade IViBCR is bouné_tc be foijoﬁe& by 31? the-Beﬁchés of
the ?ribunaiﬂ ' o ‘ ,.‘ I i } ' I |
37. | In the light ofnthe above diséﬁseion,.'we Find that the
. A _ : _ SR -
1mmuqred order | in é?i 'thegev'¢3ées are unsggtainab?e,;ﬁ W2
thufef e. allow these app wnatnonq sett1hc aswde‘_the im?ughed"

orders to the extent they affect the appiicants deciaring :that

e

The :imf}l fk_,al’

(j;

were entitied to continue in the Grade IV of BCR

on the bas7$ ’éf vtheir’ ﬁFomqtionsT,g%Qéng the% ﬁhe benefit of
resarvation. '
38, Iﬁré;ﬁ,wZSFKOO as'the'aog?icanf_hgs'éigcebceen retired! . the
respéhdents arévdireciéd "o treat ,ﬁhat‘ the ampiicént ,té have
'cbhtinﬁad‘ in  the Gfadggiv BCR and to make availabie to'hﬁm the
arrears of oay‘and a1}qwan¢es aﬂd'smhancaﬁ gehsicﬂa%y~§enef%ts,
ag. IGVQLA=NQS.129O/60 and:§29§/Sé.:s thers was no  interim
A ' ' o - s ' : S |
‘order of 2stay, the. arplicant was revéried, ' Respoﬁdents arsa

te. tha apnlicznt in the Grade Ey
S S

‘s if the 1mpugned order dwd not t"kc effect and make - avaﬁ}ab?e

(e hwm the arrears of pay and aliowances. ‘ ' B

A

‘hst

Lo

et

oy

thersfore directed to re



(n')

-
- : . ‘ 1

4G, The ‘abové directions shail be ‘compiied with within a

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

order. .HNo costs.

Heted thé-zoth March, 20502.
. - 8d/- R B S - 3g/- L
T.N.T.NAYAR | A, V _HARIDASAN
ADMINTSTRATIVE MEMBER ~ - VICE CHAIRMAN.
rv/nid . .
| A PP E N DIX
0.A. 1347/2000 ~
Abnliéants’ Annexures ‘ |
. 'A=1:  True photocopy of the order No.TFC/ST-8-6-BCR/80

promoting 1st ‘and 2nd appiicants tc the post-of
" Grade IV. BCR. dated 25.2.91. .

TrUe photocopy of the order No 8TA/¢O-””;R.GQ/94

2. A-2 -
ssued Trom the. cffixe of the 2nd respondent dated
5.9.97. | S
2. . A-3 True photocopy of the order ' No. 2?~6/94—iE IT
jsasued b 1st reooondaht aa»ed‘,;. .97.
4. A-4: True hPfOuOQy of the ' reversion order

NG .TFC/St.8-6/BCR/2000 - issued to 1st and 2nd
appiicants from Office of the °nﬂ rpsuonden ~cated
L 23.10.2000. : '

-

. . . b . .
True photocopy of “the . reversion order

No.ST.737/BCR/10%/2000/3 issued to &rd appiicant
from Office of the 2nd respondent dabed 22,8.2000.

|

o1
=
r
o

Respondents’ Annexures
i{. R-2A: Photocopy - of the order in- @ 0.A. 823/96 dated’
o 11.4.1997 of the CAT, Ahmedacaﬁ Bench. ‘

5. R-2B:  Photo copy of the order No. bo-6/24-TE.II dated
- 135012, 1995 of the Miniastery u* ”ommunwﬁatxons, N&w
Delhi



) ‘0.A. 129G/2000

‘Applicant’s Annexures: - .

1. At Trué copy of the Order NO.ST.BCR/10%,

' 4.12.,2000 1iscu ed by the 3rd respon
apt:ticant.

2. A-2Z True -copy of the Maro 1o.8T-103C/8BC
dated 25.11.98 dssued by the Dep
Maﬁager{Admnl, uff?ce o  thaz Gene
Tetlecom Bistrict, Tri van drum to the

3. A-2: ‘True copy of the Mem:.

8.8.2000 issue d by trie
ard’respondenu to thne agpﬁ*

4. A-4: True copy of the- rept ecert iion’ da

: submitted by the appl1caﬂ wo the 3ra

"B, A-5: True. copy of\.the ropr esentation d
‘ " submitted by the applicant to the ist

'B8. A-6: True copy of the Letter No.ST-BCR/10%
o ~4.12.2000  dssued bv the LaM (Pige A
District, Trivandrum-23 ‘to the applic

Respondents’ Annexures: A

1. R-1: True copy of letter No.22-8/24-TE-1I

) ' issued by the DOT. -

2. R-2: True copy of Judgement in O.A N

' Abamadabad C.A.T.
3. R-2: True copy . of Judgement in 19874
I C.A.T Jabalpur Bench. ‘
° 7
AL R-4 True copy of the Judgement in 1373 La
Kerala High Court, '

5 R-51 True copy of the Jetter No,22-6/24-TE

Dus, New Delhi, )

> O.A. 1291/2000
rppticant’s Annexures:

copy of

e AR Tru the Order NO.ST.BCR/10%
.12.2000 issued Dy the Grd respon

_ acpi1cant.. '
2. A2 True copy - of the Memo MNc.ST-1030/90
22.4.91 issued by the Divisional Engi

Office of the Telecom District ‘Manage
“to the applicant. T ' ’

dent

S
/Pt./14 dated

dent to ,the
|
a/7 i Tk
rf_/‘leC{L/I;_,‘l/‘f!-i
uty General
ral Manager;
Dpi?:&nt_
i .
j?ted
ot the
|
r
ted . .MOO“

*F@JﬁurGGN;,

ated 4. 9‘2000
P@SQOHOGPL.

éated

/pf)*j
mn."). Telecor
ant. .
»
.
dated 2218.97
. N
O;ﬁgefgﬁ; by
4 -
) ATC 3£3 oy
.‘}
b I7 1399 by
{
11 issysd by

/T

Lt
/PL./ 14 dated

to the

Trivandrum

r,



P rpplicant’s ,mr\exu res:

3.

]

1.

§S)

[#¥]

A-3:

- 25 -

\
True cony of the Nemo NOo.ST 654/Tech/107/17 dated
8.8.2000 issued by the DGM (Admn). Office of the
ard - respondent to the aooi1cant

True copy of . the representat1on dated 21.8.2000 .

sutm1tted by the appaacaﬂt to the 3rd respondent.

True copy of the rep*eeen at?@ﬂ dated 21.8. 2000
eubm1uted by the aupifcamf bﬁe ist- reepondent

True copy. of the répresentation dated 16.9.2000
submitted by. nhe epp}acgnt to tre 3rd respondent.

True coey of the Letter No.a;—BCR/1O /Pt/11~ dated

©4.12.2000 issued by.ths DGM (P1g& Amn.j, Teiecom .

District, Trivandrum-22 to the\appf1cant

Annexures . _ o . ) o
True copy ,ofﬁ the DOT 1letter dated  22.8.97
No.STA/30- 45/3198/94, i .

Trie copy of Judgement ‘of -the Hon’ble Central

“Administrative Tr1buna1 Abamadabad Bench. in O.A

" No. 6 /96

True copy of the order Qf“DOT 'dated £.9.99
No.22-6/94-TE 11 _ Lo

. 0.A.1302/2000

Appiicant’s Annexures: : i

(9]

S True copy | of memorandum,'-NONKL/TR/5¥3/13

de.18.9.1994 of the Govt. of India, Indian Posts-

and Telegraphs. Cepartment.

) i . . ‘ ., " - - .
Lrue coav ot memo No.ST/BCR/?Q%{Geh1/?O/95
dt..29.3.1986 of fhe Zn resqon?ent-

- True copy . of o memo;andum ‘No. oT/BCR/10%/99/18

.dt.8.8. LOQU of bhe 1st reepoﬂdenf

’ True copy of the repreeentat1on dat. 2s 8. 2000 to

" the ist respondent : 1

‘True  copy of

letter No'ST/BCR/‘O%/Pt/11
dt.4.12.2000_of the 1st esponden* i

True copy of the bas%c graee seniorﬁty iist'ae
obtaining on 1.1.96. . :

True c¢opy of. the model :outer for Dromot1or

- True copy of order Ner-o12?/PEN/8 dt. 95 8.94 of
‘the 2nd respondent.. ‘

~



Respondents:
1. R-1:
Z R-Z:

ADD?)C&Qt” Annaxures

«

A“J:

Annexures:

[av]
oy -
i

True copy of the Order No.STA/30-25/R1as/%4 dated
5.9.97 issued by the Asst.  Director (staff 1I).
Trivandrum. B : : i

True copy of the Judgament ir OA No.B23/3€ WIIH‘MA
noL6BC/ 20 da.ed 11.4.97 ~of  the Central
Administrative Trébunas, Ahamnedabad. '

True copy of the order ge.24.3.37 of the Centr@?
Administrative Tribunal. Jabalipur Eench.

True copy of the Judgement. in 0.P.Nos. 4322 ‘and
329 of 1972 dated i5.3.73 of the Kerala High

Court, Full Bench.

0.A.1321/200C

, L T
True copy of memo No.ST.BCR/10%/70/7/22 dated
8.8.2000 fﬁthe ist resnondent‘ ‘ {

True 'copy of the rarseseatat1 on dt.Z!.E,ZOOQ to
the 1st respondent. = o 'Y ‘

" True copy of the gradation 1ist of Telephone
Operators (basic grade) as on 1.1.98 of | the
Secondary Switching Area circulated by ths ‘“nd
respgondent vide No. S;.de/Tu,i/az dt. 19,?,2000“

{ - - ‘

True . Copy’ of order  No.ST.BCR/10%/Pt/13
dt.4.12.2000 - of the tst respondent. = i

True copy of the order dt.
~f the Ahanedabad Bench ov .
o . _ | o

True copvy of the Model Roster cadre strength upto
1 ' o o '

[ R+

N \

..

Aﬂneru es

.8.97. |

o)

t;

(]

True copy of -the ordegr of DOT
True copy - of the order daﬁed 11.4.97 of C.
‘Ahamedabad Bench in 0.A.N0.623/96 with M.A. 6‘ /

A
True copy of -the ordar at.a4.3.&4 of . C. A. T
Jabalpur Bench reported in 1987 (4) Admiristr étwve
Tribunals cases. C

judgement (Full Bench)_o% the

True copy . of t%e i
t of Kerala rsported in_ ;1873
C.313) '

Hon’ble Hiah Cour
LAB.I.C.1299 (V 6

40
!

v

3
2



® ) ' , ) o 27 -
| o - 0.A:1322/2000

Applicants -Annexure : ' ' . .

Y . . ‘

1. A-1: True photocopy of tﬂ” order No.E. 1fR1gQ/BCR/226 -

premoting ist applicant to the post of Grade IV,

- BCR dated 21.1.97.

2. A-2: ','Trné photocopy of tng order NOVE.B /79 cromoting
: o 2nd aoa11cant to the post ¢f Grade I BCR dated
5.6. 90 :
3. A-3: - Trus pﬂOt’CObV of -the order No.STA/30- 25/R1gs/94
' ‘ -issued from the off1c9 of the_an respondent dated
5.9,97. o : ’ -
4. A-4:  True photocopy of the order = No.2z- 6/94 ~TE.II

issued by 1st respondent dated 1r 2.1997.

5. A-5: True photocopy ~ of  the Lrevers10n order
' ‘No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/2000 1ssued to the 1st_applicant

from office .- of the 2nd  respondent vdated\'

. «23.10.2000. : ' _

N

6. A-6: True photdCopy‘ “of - thé reversion order
No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/2000 issued to the 2nd-apolicant

: , Trom office of the . 2nd respondent dated

- : 23.10.2000, B ‘ ' ‘ o '
.. A-T: | True Ccopy of Ehef hetﬁcé of revarsion

NO.ST/EK~262/28/Gr.IV/2 issued by - 3rd respondent
wO tne app‘1canto ﬁdtﬁP Elfiijzooé.

Reopondentc Arnnexures

of the judgméent passed by Central

j,-LR—Y} . True COopY
- Administrative " Tribunal, Ahmedabad - Bench ~1in
- OLANG.€623/98 dated 11.04.97. |
2. R-Z: True copy of the order .No.22?6/94—TE—II dated

8.9.99 issued by the D2partment.: ‘
i 0,A. .1330/2000 - | '
Applicant’s Annexures:

1. A-1: True copy of memo No.STeiﬁSGjii/%2 dt.22.3.1992 of
' . the 2nd respondent. o '

2.  A-2: True  copy o of memo, . NO, ST BLR/1OW/TO/1/23_

dt.8.8.2000 of the 1ist r€>pono°nt

[€N]
?" K .
(€8]

the st recnondent

\ -

True copy of the rppresentat10n dt °1 8 2000 to ..



.1 - . : -
L I .\ .

Applicant’s Annexures: - ' L L
4. A-4: " True copy of seniority 1ist of Telephone Operators
(basic grade) as on 1.1.96 was circulated by the
2nd respondent V1d@ No.ST. 563/TO/1/82
ﬁt,@9.7.2009. , . | . -
5. A-&: C Trus copy of - order - No. S;.BCR/!O%/P* 13
' gs.4.12.2000 of th&'is;-zgsmondar'
8. A-6: Trus - copy of the order in OA No.623/96 dt..h‘4;97
- of the Anamedabad sanen of the u.A.T.»
7. A-T: True cooy of the Model Regler Cadre*strehgth; upto
' 13. ' ' ‘
Respondents’ Annexures: -
1. R-ZA: Photo copy of thé order dated 22.8.97 of the Jept.
" of Telecommunicatiori. k
2. R-23: " Photo copy of the order in DA 523/96 dated 11.4.97
) GF the C.A.T Ahmedabad Bench. ' P
3. R-2C:: Photo cogy Qf‘ tn% order in  T.A. TBQ/S@;datec
' 24.3.87 of the G.A.T Jabalpur Bench. S
4. R-2D: . Photo copy c$ the nrder in 0.P 4229 and 4389/1972
dated .5= 1973 of the rerala High Court.
0.A. No '1335/2000 -
Applicant’s Annexures:
. AT Truse copy: uT memc  No.ST/BC R/10%/Gen./9/95
dt.29.3.96 of the Znd respondent.
2.. A-2: Trie copy of memo No.ST.BCR/10%/T0/7/21, dated
&, B.CJOO of t?e 2nd resDOWdent : - ’ k o
5. A-3 True ,uODV of iet*ﬂr NO.22- G/94- TE.II dt...$=J9 of
the 3rd respondent. v ' o
L4, A-4: " True copy of the r“nreaantarion dt.21f8.2é50 €2
the Znd reaocnden+ ' o
5. AfE: True copy .of _ the reprase ntati P'dt.21.8.éOGO tC
‘ ' the 4th respondent. , , F
6. A-6: True- copy 6F ‘the order dt.11.4.87 in C.A Nc,8623/9¢

: of the Ahmedabad Bench of the_C.A.T.



I
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i

Applicant’s Annexures: .

7. A-T7: ‘True copy of ‘the seniority Tist circulated with

‘ © ietter No.&T/563/T7C/1/82 " dated 19.7.2000 of -the
2nd respondent. - C

‘8. A-8: . ‘True copy of the Model Roster for a cadre strength

£ 40
OT T

9. A=8:’ Trus copy - cof . order No.ST.BCR/10%/Pt/13
: dt.4.12.2000 of the 1st respoindent. : -

Respondents’ Annexures: o i " N

1. R-2A: ,Photo copy of the:ordar“NC.STA]SO—ZS/R1QS/94‘dated

5.9.97 of the_Chigf Seneral Managetr ., Trivandrum.

2. R-28: . Photo copy of the order in O.A. 623/96 dated

: © 11.4.97 of the C.A.T., Ahmedabad Bench. - ~

3. R-=2C _ Photo copy of, the order .in T.A.139/86 dated
24.3.87 of the C.A.T., Jaba}pur‘Bench. '

4. R-2D: Photo copy of the judgement in O.P.4329 & 4339/72

dated 16.3.73 of the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala. |

0.A.8/2001.
Applicant’s Annexures:
1. A1 True coby of thé Memo No.E1/336/Col1.111/9 dated
o 18.172.2000 issued for. the 3rd 'respondent.
2. A-2:  Trus copy of the Memn No.E-I/336/Col. I/54 dated
- +1,2.95 issued by the Assistdnt General Manager

- (Admn), Office of the ‘Genera1 Manager, Telecom o
vaistrict. Kottavam. - S

oy of the Order N ~6f94—TB'11 dated

3. A-3 Trus cop No. 22
13.12.95 1issued by the Director (TE}, Department
of Telecom District. New Deihs : '

rRespoendents Annexures:

1. R-1: - True copy - of the ~order of the Central
‘Administrative Tribunal. Ahemedabad Bench in G.A
23/36 with M.A 6380/928 dated 11.4.97.

2. R-2: True copy of DOT' letter No.22-6/94-TE-II dated
- 8.92.99. - : -



0.A.108/2001 . )

Applicant’s Annexures .

1. A-1:  True copy of order No.ST-G/Jus/Grade IV/T/ 5 dated
' 25.12.1995 of the 1&? resaonocnt _ .
- o : ' L
Z. A2 Trua copy of order No.S&T ~A/Grade LV/TQS/ ﬁated
N ~ 31.8.2000 of the 1st respondent. ~ ot
3. A-3 que copy of the repreaenta+ Tels! daued 0. 9 2000 to
uhe qb-“@spundenL, . ‘ :
4 A-=4 True ~copy of memo No 21y P?g~/:TBPs/11/°7 jated"
1 1.2001;of the tsh Pcswo|0enu‘
. C i .
5. A=5: True copy of memo - NG.E-1/ F?sa/STBPs/II/°F Hated
© 0 11.1.2001 of the-ist reagondcﬁt
6. A-G: _ True copy .of the order 1in O.A.NOoS. 241, 870 é@?

1022 of 1999 dated 25.4.2000.

Respondents’ Annexures

1. R-1(a): True copy of order in OA 6?3/96 dated 11.4.1987 of
- Hon bie C.A.T, A hmeaaoad Bénch. -
2. R-1(b); True copyr of .effar MNo.22- 6/94~TE-11 dat@d 2.8.97
o - issued by Director of Telecom. New Delh _lwi;h
covering letter No.STA/ 30~f5/q199/94 dated 5.9.97
of Assistant Dvrector( aff) Office of LCGMT,
Trivandrum. . .

3. 'R—i(c):j“Lgtteh  No.22/6/94.TE.ITI dated :9.7.99 1issugd by
: ADG, (TE). -, ~ Y ' ‘

I

R-1(d): Circuiar HNo. 6/94 TE ’“‘ted 8. 9. 90 4issued;u'by’-
Director.;e1ncam, New DeTWW,.' S ; ‘

Y

0.A.110/2001 \

Applicant’s Annexures :

:True copy Cof memo- No. T A/Gr IV/:OS/Z? gated‘

1. A-1:
o 24.10.94 of the igt »r pa*a@wu"
2. A-2 True copy -of memo NO. L ST-A/Gr. IV/TDS/3O dated
‘ 31.8.2000 of. the 1st respondent. : 1‘
' 3;'fA~3;‘ True copy oOF. the rapreseﬂbat1on dated il to the
Co s T D@Dutv General Mahauer, cllam. :
g . .
.; &




Apolicant’s

4. A-4
5 A-§
6 A-6
Respondents’
1. R1(a):
2. R=-1(b):
3. .Rfi(b):
4. R-1(d):

Applicant’s

e AT

A2
3. A-3
4 A?4
5 »A45

Antiexuires

Annexures:

True cony of mémo No. E- I/R?gQ/STEPs/II/aB dated
11.1.2001 of the 1st respendent’ . ‘

True’ copy of - memo No.E—IfRWgs/STEPS/II/SG dated
11.1.2001 of the ist respondent. o T

Trus copy of the order of the CAT. Bangalore Bench
in C.A.Nos.241,870 and ?Gzé'i of 189899 - dated
ZR 4.2000. - B

Anﬂexures

‘Order - in OA 623/95 da cod 11.4.1997 CAT, Ahmedabad
Bench. - : ; o

True copy of letter No.22-6/94-TE dated 22.8.97.
issued by Director of Telecom with covering letter
No.SAT/30-5/R1gs/94  dated ~at  Trivandrum the
5.9.1987 issued by O/o CGMT, Kerala ~ Circle,
-Tr1vahdrum '

!
-~

Department  of Telecom lettdr No.22-6-94-TE.II
dated 9.7.88 ) - 0 Lo . . _

Department of Telecom letter No.SAT/2-6/94-TE.II
dated 8.9.99. + , . B

0.A.111/2001

=~ L3

copy of memo No.ST- i\;r.IV/TO_s/ZZ“dated

True

24.10.94 of the 1 T respondent.|

True copy of memo No.STfA/Gr.IV/TOs/ZS._ dated
31.8.2000 of the 1st respondent.

True .copy of the re nresentaﬁjod dated 19.9.2000 to
the Deputy GeneraT %anﬁqer .

True copy . of .memo No E- I/R!gQ/STEPs/II/aG dated
11.1.2001 of the 1st reQQﬂndent

- * ' »‘A
True copy of the order of the QATK Bangalore Bench

in 0.A.Nos.241,870 and 1022 | of 1998 dated
26.4.2000. , | o . :



£

E _ :

Respondents’

(€3]

R-1(a):

R-1(bY:.

.,.R~1(§§:

Aab1icants’

i

(65

o A—-1 : .

Annexures o

]
AN
!

True copy of the order in D.A.No.8

issued from office of
aop?1cant to the post of Grade IV,

1st;
.8.91.

_bentra? Adm n1«txatﬁve

True photocoayiof the

rRespondents Aﬂnexures

r
3z 14 95 issusd bv
e .

True copy of instructions issued by
6—-94~-TE.IT dated 8.

of Telecom No.22-
' s

the

-

R

order

\

ribunat.

True cony. of 1ett“r ‘7m2£'6/9@—TE

of 2nd respondent witr,-covefe

5.9.97. - o

True copy -of ‘the letitsr No.22-

3.7.93.

True copy of the ‘letter No.22

8.9.99. '

O.A. 220/2001°

Annexures :

True photocopy of the order

Director,

623/96 of Hor’ble
Ahmedaba? Eencn.

~11 dated 22.8. 87
g 79ttﬁ datzd
i
6/94=TE-II datsd
~3/94-TE411 datad

No.E.II/4/STBR/3E

the 2rd respondent dromoting

BCR dat-=d

: : | : o
ST/EX~224/29/1/286

No.
igssued from . office of the 3rd respaﬂdewt.to 2nd
aap11uant dafed*21 8 97 - :
"Trqe photocopy of the order- No.STA/SO—ZE/R?gs/Qﬁ
issued from the office of st respondaht dated
5.9.1997. |
- True photocopy . of Athé 1etter qu”PﬂQA—Tr.“
isduedc. from .office of the “rd respcndenL dated
13.2.1997. '
. True photocopy of . the proposed .posiporement . of
promotion . to Grade. 1V ietter = No
ST.EXK-224/29/11/30 issued to applicants from
foice of -3rd responcbnt dau@d Siﬂi,Zaei,k
- 3 . |{
ue copy of thé letter No.2 ted

Denartmpnt of .

the DeLartment'
9.95. '
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Apo11cancq AﬂneXJreu.

1.

0o

n

Respondents’

I

[A%]

©

Applicant’s Anhaéuree o o,

W

A—f:

A-2:

R~1:

-
(8%}

[
Fast [

\

(A") "

o
)

._O.A,221/2001" |
l

CTrue DhO*GCuDV of the order_No.ST/EK- 225/°8 /II/68

issued from Office of 3rd respondent . promoting ist
applicant to the post of Grade IV, BCR dated
2.4,82.. . - .
True photocopy’ of the order | No.ST/EK-218/29/8
issued from the  Office of the 3rd respondent to
2nd applicant dated 14.1;.95. o :

True photocopy of Lh° order NoISTA/uO 2%/R1gs/94
igsued. from the . (ffice o&f 1st respondent dated
5.9.97. ' S :

True photocopy of ‘the letter No.T.22-6/94-TE.IT
issued from Office of- the 3rd respondent dated
.2,97. ' o i :

“True photocopy of +he proposal of reversion

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

Annexures.

"True ‘copy .of -letter No.22-6/94-TE-II - dated

13.12.95 issued by Ministry of Communication.
|

rue  copy of order ipn letter No.22- 6/ 94 TE da*ed
Q Tt'

8.9.9%. B d_,of ADG, (TE). 1
ue ocopy of order NO. ST/EK- 218 /29/I/d7 dated
.2.,2001

. BSNL, Cochin reverting the applicants.

0.A.311/2001
-

i :
j NO‘E/II/” TBR/&5

True shotocopy of  the or
issued Trom office of_ rd resopndenb prometing
“apblicant -to the St of ‘Grade . 1IV. BCR dated

16.85.8 1 . . b

True photocopy. of tne order -NonﬁTA/aﬂ—ES/RTgs/94

jgsued .from the office of 1st respondent dated

5.9.97. ' P : '
: A

True photocopy of the. lstter. No T22-6/94-TE-T1
" issued from office of " the ard’ resaondent dated

13.2.97. ;
True photocopy :of the proposed . DOatQOﬂeﬂent of
promotion of . Grade o Iv Tettar
NO.ST.EK-262/29/Gr.IV/5 issued to applicant from.

the office of -2rd respondent dated 27.11.2000.
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