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0.A. 1347/00

1.

A.Velu. Grade IV, o
Chief Telegram.Master CTO.,

Bharat Sanchar-Nigam Ltd., Calicut.

PPvAyyappan, Grade 1V,
Chief Telegram*Master, CT0,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Lfd - .

Pa?akkad

V;SUQathan, Grade 1V,

_Chief Telegram Master, CTO,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Thiruvananthapuram. . ADpi1cant

(By Advocate shri P N Purushcthama Ka1ma1)

Vs.

1.

EAY

€8]

Union of India represented by

‘Director General, Bharat Sanchar

Nigam Ltd., Ashoka Road,

Sanchar Bhavan, New Delhi.

~

Tha Giiel Gsreral ﬁanagaﬁ7
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.
Kerala ie1ecommun1cat1ons,
Th1rvvaranthapuram—

Principal General Manager. Te]écom,
Bharat Sanchar ngam Ltd. '

" Cochin-16. . Respondents

" {By Advocate Mr. C Rajendran (SCuSC)

0.A.1290/00: - o ‘

P.Ravindran. Chief Technical Officer,

erc1e Telecom Training Centre, - : ,

Trwvandrum. ' Applicant
@a‘(By Advocate Shr1 M.R. Rdjendran Na1r\ :

VS.
[N

1321700,

110/01,



2.

1. Union of India, represented bty
‘ : Secretary to Government of ;nd;a,
. Ministry of Communications. '
New Delhi. -

2. . Tne Chwef Genera] 4anag=r;
' Bharat Sanchar Nigam L1m er
gTr1vandrum

3. The General Manager, A
' Briarat Sanchar Nigam Limited,
‘Trivandrum Secondary Qw1tch1:g Arsa,
, Trivandrum. ' . Respondents
(By Advocate Ms. P.vani, ACGSC)

0.A.1291/C0:

K.Vidwakaran,

Chief Technical Offwcer. :
Circle Telecom Training Centre, o .
Trivandrum.. ' Applicant -
(By Advocate Mr. MR Rajendran Nair)

Vs.

1. Union of India. represented by

: .Secretary to Government of _nd1a
Ministry of Te?ecommun1cat'ono,
MNew Delihi

2. The Chief General Manager,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam L1m1tej
‘Tr1Vandrum

€3]

The General Manager,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam L1ﬂ1ted

'TF!VHHH‘“N Secondary Switching Area,

) - Trivandrum. _ Respondents
(By Advocate Shri T.C.Krishnha, ACGSC) :

D.A. 1oO°/OO )

B.Savithri, W/o P.Rajappan,

Cnief Section Supervisor,

" Office of the Deputy Gene;a1 Manager (Urba ),
Thiruvananthapuram-4. Applicant
(By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanthiyil)

Vs.
1. : Deputy.GeneraY'Manage?, A
' (Ptanning and Administration},
Telecom District,
Thiruvananthapuram-23.
General Manager, Telecom Distiict,

N

Thiruvananthapuram -23. - -



3. Director General, :
Telecom DeQartmeht, New Deihi. . ,

4. . Bharat Sanchar Nigam L1m1ted
- represented by its Cha1rmaﬁ New De?h1

5. Union of - India, tepresen+9d by 1ts
Secretary, Mﬁniutry of CammuHJCatian:,
New Deiht. o Responden t¢

(ByiAdvoPute shri. C Rajandran .8CGEse)

0.A. 1321/00 *

A.Vanajakshy, W/o V1swambharan
Chief Telephone Supervisor, :
Office of the Divisionail. Eng1nwer,

’_’TrUﬂkQ and Special Service},

Thiruvananthapuram. . " Applicant
(By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanthiyil)

¥s.
1. ~ Deputy Chief General Manager,
“{Planning and Administration),
Telecom District, B.S.N.L.,
Tthuvananthapuram~23.
2.~ General Manager, Telecom District,
: "~ B.S.N.L., Thiruvananthapuram.

3. ©  Director General,

Telecom Department, New Delhi.

4, - Union of India, represented by ?ts .
Secreatary, M;hwstsv of - :
Cammunécat,un . New Delhi.

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

(By Advobate Shri R.Madanan Pillai, ACGSC)
O.A=1322/OO;

+

1. - TA Narayanan, Grade IV, CTO,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Aluva.
2. smt.Rosamma Paulose, Grade IV._CTOT
" . Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd v
Cochin-16. : - App1icantq

{By Advocate Chr1 P.N: Purushotham4 aimal)

Vs.

~ .



.4,

1. Union of Andwa rcoresenued by
Director General,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.
Ashoka Road, Sanchqr BhaVan
~New Deihi.

2. The Chief General Manacger,
‘ ‘ Rharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,
Kerala Telecommunications,
Tniruvananthapuram.

[4V]

Principal General Manager, Tzlecom;
Bharat oanchar N1gam Ltd. :

"~ Cochin- 16. : - Respondents .
(BVJAdvocate shri K.R.Rajkumar, ACGEC)

O.A. 13a0/2000

.'M.Susee‘a, D/o K. Padmanabhan Kani,
Chief Telephone Supervisor,

. Office of the Sub Divisional Engineer,
. Trunks., Central Telephone Exchange, :
Thiruvananthapuram. : App11canf
(By Advocate Shr1 Sas1dharan Chempazhanfh1/11)

Vs,
1. Deputy General Manager,
' (Plarning and Administration},
B.S.N.L., Telecom District.
Thiruvananthapuram-23.
2. General Manager, Teiecomh District,
B.S.N.L., Thiruvananthapuram-23.
3. Director General, Telecom Depariment,
B.8.N.L., New Delh1.
4, ~Union of Indﬁa, represented by its
' Secretary, Mvnvstrv of Communications,
New Delhi. :
5. | Bharat, Sanchar N1gam Ltd., represented -
by its Chairman, ) '
New Delhi. Respeondents

(By Advocate Shri C.Rajendran, SCGSC)

0.A.1335/00: R :
' K.Omana, W/o sasidharan,
Chief Telephone Supervisor,

Cffice of the Sub Divisional Enginee!, »
. Kaithamukku, Thiruvananthapuram. ‘ App1icant

(By ‘Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanth*y11)



(&3]

1. - Deputy General Manager;
(Planning .and Administrationy,
B.8.N.,L:. Telecom Dloar1ct ‘
‘rk1ruvanartﬁamuram. ‘

11 Naﬂﬂﬁﬁr,'* elecom District,

2. 'G»_m;r
B.8.N.L., Thiruvananthapuram ZJ.

3.  DireCtor General, Telecom Deaartm
B.S.N.L., New Delhi.

4. Union'of India. represented by its
‘Secretary, Ministry of Communications,
New Delhi. R '

‘5.~ Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by

its Chairman, New Delhi. Respondents
{By Advnpa*e Shr1 C. Rajendr” SCGESE) '

O.A.S/ZOG?:

M.N.Damodaran,

Chief Telephone SuperV1so _ R
Trunk. Exchange, Kottayam. N Appiicant
(By Advocate Shri M.R.Rajendran Nair) . '

o

vs,

1. Union of -India. represented by its
' " Secratary to Government of India,
M|P1gt”y of Comunications, New Delhi.

2.° Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by
" the Chief General Manager. Keraia Circle,

rivandrum.

3. The General Manager. Telecom Distrigt..
- Kottavam—-688 001. : - Respondents

(By Advocate Shri T.C.Krishna. ACGSC)

¥

O.A. 108/01:

‘K ,Madhavan,

Chief Secticn Supervisor, .
Office. of the General Manager, ‘ :
"Teiecom, Koiiam. : ' .Appiicant
{By Advocate Shri Saswdharan Che maa7hanﬁhiyi?)

Vs.
1. - General Manager, n

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

-

'



6.

5. Director.General, Te]ecom District.
‘ Bharat canﬁhar Nigam Ltd. New De]hﬁ.

- 3. bﬁ1ﬁn of Ino1a represented bv 1ts
Secretury, M1n1sz:v of “ommunxcat1onc
Ne» De1n1 : :

4. Bharaw ea:uhar Nigam Ltd. represented by
; .fs mna1rman - New - Dexh1 : .

‘5. P.Mohammed‘Basheer.'Senior Telecom
OfFice Assistant (G). office of the
General Manager, Telecom, '
Bharat uaﬁchar quam Ltd.:
Kotlam.

' - ‘ Respondents
'(Gy Advooate %hr. P. VnJayakumar ACGRSC (R.:

-4))

_0.A. 110/01

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

Chief Telephone Supervisor, ‘ ' . v
. Auto Exchange, Kottarakara. . - Applicant
(By Advocate Shrw Sas1dharan Chempazhanthiyil)

Vs. o ' S *
1. , wenera1 Manaqer Te‘ecom Digstrist.
: Bharat oanchar quam ttd., Kollam.
2. DirecLo" ‘Generat, Co
- Bharat Sanﬁhar N;oam Ltd New-De?hi.
3. Un ion o* Indxa repreqenteo by 1*@
- Secretary, Ministry of uommun:cef;one
- Mew Belhi.
4. ~ Bharat Sancha* Nigam Ltd.. represented
by its Chawrman. New De]hx
5. P‘f Omana, Senior Telecom wawﬁe

Assistant (P). Office of the Sub
.Divisional Engineer (TD & MDF) ., L
Koilam. ' " Respondents
(By Advocate Shr1 M.R. Suresh AbGCC (R.1~-4)

0.A.111/01:

5.Karunakaran,

Chief Telephone Supervisor.
- Office of the Divisional Engineer, v : : o
Fnones (Internal), Kottarakara. o Appiicant -
(Bv Advocate Shri sasidharan ChemhaLhan+k1»17)

VS,



. _"Generai Manager, Telecom Di

Bharat Sanchar Nigam [td..

2. ‘ ;DiréctOr“GeheraT,
'~ Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.

'3, Union of India representad

strict,
¥oltam.

" Maw Delhi.

hy 1its Secretary,

. Minisnry of Communications, New Dalhi. .
4. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. represented by

» itsAChairmaﬁ; New Delhi. ‘ '
5. - K.Rajan, Senior Telecom Cffice Assistant(P);

Office of the- Sub  Diviaional Engineer

~Bharat Hanuhar tham Lton,'
-1 .Cochin=-186. .
(By Advocate Shr1 C. Rajeﬂdran, 8CG

221/01:
1. P.K.Sekharan, Grade IV,
‘ © Chief Technical Supervisor,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltdu..:
2. K.M.Chandran, Grade IV,

Chief 1ﬂchnica3 SUDGPVWSUY,

Bharat Sancnar M1qam Led. ,
- . Vyttiia. » _
(Bv Advocate Shri P,N.Purushothama

(TD & MDF), Kollam., . - Respondents
(Py Advocdte C. Ra1andran. 8CGSC (R.1-4) :
:o.A.zza/Gt;
1. ' PK Krishnan. Grade ive

Senior Telephone Supervisor,

- Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Muttom.

2. . K.A.Velayudhan, Grade IV,
o Senior Telephone Supervisor,:

‘Bharat Sanchar quam Lta., .

A Puthencruz. o Apo11rant
{By Advocate ,fsg PN Purushothama feamall ‘
Vs,

1. - Union of India Arepresented by Dwre to% General.
-~ Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., ‘
Ashoka Road, San char Bhavan, New Delhi.

2. L Tre Chief ! enerai Manager. -
: - 'Bharat Sanchar Nigam iLtd.,
Keraic. Telecommunications
Twiruvananthamuram.“
3. ‘Principal General MaﬁaQP”. Tefécom,

Respondents

38C)H

Vvyttila

Aop1wcarts
Ka:max)



(By Advocate shri

Ve.
i. union of india réoresentéd py Director General,
. : Bhart sanchar Nigam Limited. ) o ‘ -
Avioxa «oao Sun,har,Bhavaﬁ; New Delhi.
2. ~ The Chief‘berera( Manaqer
Bharan © snchar Nigam Ltd. .,
.fer 12 WGCormunwcatwoﬂs,
uvdnaﬁthapuram
< _°r1n61pa1 General Manager. Telecom,
gharat Sanchar h1qam Ltd.. ' .
Cochin=16. ' Rpgopndents
. (BY Advocate Mrs.. Chitra, ACGSC)
0. A.S 1fC1
TV Nq;1n1 7 L
,Fh.ef Telegram Maater Grade . IV. o
C.T.C.. Kocn1*16 ' Applicant ' ?

= N.Purushothama Kaimal) o -

Ve,
.
1. Union O°F India earp sented oy Director
ceneral, Bharat Sa char Mrgaw Ctde, o
Ashchka Road. Sanchar Bhanan New Delha{
2, -  The hieT “'ne*a1 Manaqet=
grarat Sancha Nigam Lud,,
Kﬂra1a e1eccmﬂun1ca Tan
h1ruvmnanuka ranm.
- 3. Pr incinal Canera1 Manager, ietlacom.
' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., . - .
Cochin-16. ' respondents
4 * .« . : " . . .
ACGSC)

’Bv Advocato onr1 C.B. Steekumar‘

The application havwnﬂ been heard on 20th March 2002

the ;rubunal on the same

- - .

aay de11vered

the‘fo1}ow1ng:



9.

OR D. E R

HON’BLE MR- A V. HARIDASAN VICE CHAIRMAN

‘The facts- and fhe auestfow 07 law involved  1in all these

cases are stmwier aﬂd”tnerefere, these cases are being heard and

disposed of by this commen order. |
2o An1 these cases are tne fall GUu of the orde. of © the
uen+ra1 Adm1n:etrat1ve Tribuna? Ahmedabaj Bench 1n "0.A. 6”3/96 and

the Tletter Oated 5.9.97 '1Seueo by the uhver uenera1vManeger.
Telecom, Kerala Cifcle.on'the-basés of the above said ruling of

the,Ahmedabad Bench. The apsﬁ1cants in alt. theee caees besonqwno

-to SC/STS whe nad been oromoteo to Grade Iv of uCR have beeh by

the impugned order in these casee reverfed on the Lae1s of the
ruling of the Anmeeabad Bench of - the TrabUﬂa1-as aforesaid; The
app?ieante ,cha??enge< these orders 1in these appiications oh

similar grounds. ‘The facts 1in the individual applications are

-Stated‘as ungars

0.A.1347/2000:
2.  The applicants 1 and_z were promoted w.e.f. - 30.11.80 to
Grade IV of BCR and the applicant . No.Z was promoted w.e.f

1.7.92. While they were contihuing thus on  the “promoted post

they were served with the 1mpucned orders A4 and=AR reverting

them to BCR urade I1T on a rev;ew of the Dzomuaion to urade Iv of

BCR eOhducted as per Department of Teiicommunication’s_ (bCT for

“short) Tetter ' dated 8.9.99.°  Aggrievéd by tnxs the appiicants
have filed this abplication seeking +o ‘set éside A-4 " to the

‘extent it affects the appiicants 1 and 2 and A5 as it affects the



9
L1040
apo1ﬁcant' No. & dec1aring‘that'the applicants have every -right to

continue in the post of Grade IV of BCR.

:4. The'recoondentq 1n their'reQWQ etauement contend that the:
Ahmedabad Bench of the frwbuneW in GWA. 629/9o dated 11.4. Q/ seek
'fo Justify the impugned order cn che: grounc that Anmedabad Bench
‘has held that the prnnc1e‘es of tecervot.on is nct aoo.zcabie for.
o1acemen? -in the ‘Grade IV BCR as t«e same is rot a promotion and
vthat the 1mpugned order have been scued in terms of DOT's letter
,mg1ement1ng the dwrert1ons of the Tribunal. It has also heen
'contended that the High Court of uugarat hae upheld the j&déemeht

\

of the Ahmedabad Bench.

.0.A.1290/00

aste sommunity

'r') S

5. . The applicant, a member of the Scheddied
was promoted to Grade IV of BCR w.e.f. - 1.1.95 by giving' the
benefit of reservationf Aqgr1eved by the impugned- order dated

‘4 12.00 revert*nq *ke apui1cant from GradeIV to arade eele on a
1rev1ew of the oromot1ons to urade IV pur sueﬂf to the DOT 1etter
 dateo 22. B8.97 on the bee1€ OT the. ]udgement of the Ahmedbad Bench
'of the Tﬁ1buna1 in 0.A.No.623/96, the aopT1rant has f11ed this
“application seeking to set, asidef A=1 dated 4.12.20004‘and R-1
fetter dated 22.8.97 on the basis of whi*h the 1mougnec order A-1

was issued.

8..  The respondents in their reply qtatempnt seek to ]ust1fy
the impugned action on the .ground that Athe p1ecement in the

‘higher . scale of BCR does not amount to oremotien calling for

observance of the worst system as nhas been held by the Ahmedabac

..\”

.\\y
o



'_;“ - L .
Bench of the Tr1buna1 in O.A. 62?/9n wh1fh has been uphe]d oy th
Hon’bie h1gn ‘Cogrt- of.GuJarat.and as the Hon’ ble High Court of
_Kerala has a?so in. Tne ruling r@nurfnd in N.G.Pravhu and anouher

Vs. The Hon’bls Chief Justice and others ¢1973 Lab IC 1399) held

'

that . u]acement inoca’ higher scale duves not amount to. promotion .

warrant1ng reservafwon for fhuc ‘There is no merit in the <c¢laim
of the app11cant for Diacemen+ in Grade IV of BCR promotion which

cal?s‘for adgud1cau1on.

0.A.1291/2000:

?? ‘;-fhe app11cant a memberlof the’ bchedu1ed Caste communwty
nés'prmmbted to  Grade IV of RCR w.e.f. _~O 11.90 c1v1nq the
.benefit_bf vreservétion.k Hevis_aggr1eved,by the: 1mpugned order
dated.4.12.2000 (A1) by which . he has been rnverred  his

representation"'against‘ the revero19n was re;ected by A-7 order

p1aein9"r62iance on the ‘;ettervo‘F 1e DOT dated 8 g. 87 wh1ch was‘
i€

issued in compiiance with th

the thé.'Dent%a? 'Adm1n1strat1ve Tribunai, : The app?wcant-has.

therefore. filed this application - challenging A=1 to the extent .

it af?écts him as also the A-7 order.

*

8. The respondents in the1r reoiv s*atembnb seek to 1ust1fv=

. the 1mpugred act1on on the oround tha; thea rlacement in th@ uradc_'

Ty of BCR 4oes not amount to promot10n ae hae been feid by tne

hmedabad Bench of CAT in O A.623/986 WhTCh has been uphaid by the

ﬁOﬂ hie H1gh Court of GuTara+ . It has also been Contended *hau a

ruil Bench of +he Hon’ b?e h1gh Court. of Kera1a in N. Prabhu vé;

*q“emenu ot fne AknedabaL Bench of



2. e
Chief JUstiée (1973 Lab . IC - 1889) has 'also Observed that
upgradéti0n<to a higher pay scale does not amount to promotion. .

The respondents conténd that the appiicant is not entitied to the

reliefs sougrt. .
0.A.1302/00:

9. . The aoplicant who belongs to Scheduled Tribe community was .-
‘promoted to Grade IV of BCR wW.e.f.  1.1.95 giving her the

beﬁefits.of resefvatfch} vﬁhiTe :éd, the_'imganed order datéd
4.12.2000 was igsued- reveftiné her to Grade 111, 'AggrieVed:by_
that the éppiicant has fi?ed this .a§p1icationl seeking to' sét
as%dé' the ’A¥5_order-tothé éxtent‘it afFECtsihér declaring that
she is éntitied.ﬁq éohtinue‘in Grade IV undér the énd fesooﬁqent'

and for a direction to take actibn'adbording1y.

10. The resuondents _{n ﬁﬁeﬁrfrep1y"stétehentvSeek tD_sttify'
the imuugnéd éctioh on the grOUnd théfvthé p?@cémentAin_Grade IV
not, ‘being & promotion as has been He?d_by ﬁhemAhmeéabadFBeﬂCﬁvén
OLA(S?B/SH wﬁgch has,bee; uphefdey'the .Hoﬁ’b3e High- Gourt .bf'

. Gujarat, the action has been rightly taken.

0.A.1321/2000:

%f{‘ " The app?icéﬁt. beioqgé' to _SﬁhedQ3ed‘Tr1bé community was
ordmoéed:to BCR érade IV Q.e.f. _1;1,92 giving hérithe benefft<o?
resérvati¢n. Shie %s).aggéieved ,by',ﬁhe impugned -ordér détéd
’4.12;2000;%evertiﬁg herA ﬁo Grade Iii.‘ - The aopWicant .5as;

~therefore, filed 'this application seeking %o set aside the

v



e
.13, .
1mougneé order to the’gxteﬁt 1i relates to the aopTicant and 'fdr
' é"decia%atiqn' that she is ehtit}ed_tévbe,géntinued in Gfadé v
and vfof, a' direct%on‘ to theJ-féspondents : tQ -také-’ éétion
accordingly. B | | | |
_12. Thé respondents seékitc justify the‘impugﬁed order on théﬁ'
ground _that‘thefpjécémént'of the_abp]{cani 1n_Grade.IV not being
a 'érqmatdon, ‘she wasv‘not' éﬂtit1ed to vget \the' benefit of
fééervatﬁon; tﬁat' the point hés.been,clarified by the Ahmedébad
Bench of the Tribunal in G;A¢623k96'which'has been upheld by the
"chije High Couéﬁ 'of :Gujakat"and'that thgiémnugnéd3ofdefvié”

~ unexceptional.

0.A.1322/2000:

13. 'The.';aoﬁ}icanﬁs 1 & _2 ‘beloﬁging tQ‘~Schédu1ed- Tr1bé
-comﬁUnity wekejpromoted W;e.f. '1.1f93"and_ 1,4.é5' reépective?y:
,gi?ing the -benéfit of reservation ,'have f11ed this_app1icatiqn’
ch%?}ang%nc’taa arders dét@d‘Qégiﬂ,eOQG (M) AB- ahd A7 ’ordék-
datéd -27.11.2006 by -whjéh they wefe revefted to Gréde 111 from
 Grade 1IV. Théy ﬁaVe fﬁTed this appWidatidn cHa)Ténging.fthésé
jordefs ~and for'é‘deciafation‘that they'afé eht1t]eH>tQ cohtinue

in the post of Grade-IV BCR.

14, In the reply statement the respohdents seek to justify the
ﬁmsugﬁédm_ ordersA‘on the ground that the pTacément» of the
[abﬁ]ééahts‘in Grade IV BCR are not being avpromotion. the roster

for 'reéervatisn was not applicable as has been held by the-



';14;
anmedabad Bench of the CAT in 0.A:523/96 and bherefore . the
immuqned'actjon taken 1n 1mp1ementat]on of the above judgement

cannot be faulted.

© 0.A.1330/2000: R . I
15. - The nop?icaht a'memberbof the Scheduled Tribe wee promoted

‘to Grade Iv BCR w.e.f.1. .92, A“cr*eved by the' order dated

4/‘2/2“00 by wh1ch she has been reverted from the post of urade

) TV of BCR to Grade IIl. she has 'rnefi this apo?1cat1on seek1nq to

set aside the 1muugned order A~ 5 declar1ng that she is ent1t1ed

to be cont1nued in Grade IV and tc drrect the re¢pondents to take

’
.

action accordingly.

- 16, The respcndente 1n their rep]y statement contend that'the

placement of ‘the 40011canu “in Crade 1V was not a prwmot1cn and.

.:

<« -

herefore, the DFTHC1D13Q of reservat1on waa wroeg1y aop11ed '1n =

o view of tpe Judgement of the Anmedabad Bench of the CAT in
0. A.B23/96 wihich have oceen upheld by +he Gujarat H1gh Pourt phe‘

.ac+1on hzs heen rightly taken, K It has been further conteﬂded-

- that the dbOV@ actwon is suooorted by the ru11ng o: the Full
;{Bench of the Hoh bte High CCth of Kera1a in N Prabhu and

another Ve. Hon ble. Ch1ef Just.ce and ocherq x1973 Lab IC 1399).

0.A.1335/00

17. The eoo*ivant a member of the §.T. 'wee granﬁed Grade IV
(Chief Te1ephone uuperv1sor) promotxon w.e.f. '.'1.7.95A by order
dated 29.3.96‘ giving.. the bene.1t of reservat1on Purpoyted1y 1n

‘Aimplementation of the Judqment 'of the Ahmedabad Bench of the




e S - : BN
C.A.T. . in 0.A.623/96 , the applicant was on notice to .show cause

why she shcould not’ be reverted as she was not eligible for

promotion to Grade IV w.e.f. 1.7.95 submitted hner - explanation
against the proposal and ‘also made a representation A5 to the 4th

respondsnt. However referring to letter. dated 8.9.99(A3) of the

-
)
&

of the DOT the impugned order dated 4.12.20060 Has been issued by

the second respondent reverting the applicant +to Grade III.
Aggrieved by this, the applicant has filed the 0.A. - seeking to

L . - . . - . . } . X . \
aguash Annexure ~A8 to.the extent it affects her, declaring that

the applicant is entitled to continue din Grade .IV. and for

- hecessary direction to the respondznts.

18. | The kequndénts-seek~to juétify thejihpugned orders. on the

ﬁasis of the decisjqn.Of thé} Ahmedabad Bendh of the CentréT

Admﬁﬂie;ratiye' ?3i§uﬂa?.A{ﬂr Q;A,fzﬁﬁﬂé'w%iéh has besr uehf?der
‘tﬁe'eujarat High Court. .

7 (.

-AoiA.aféoa1 . a3 | S

RE V. The apﬁiicant who‘jojnéd the -service on 2531;?966_'was
Qraptéd T30P and BOR and'wés"?aﬁer Dromgﬁed‘to“Grade'iv of BCR on
1.1.1994.  On  the, 5asi§'vof ‘thebihstrgcﬁiohszccﬂtaihed in DOT-
Tetter daﬁed.8.9;99fin-pur§orted'imb?eméﬁtaﬁioﬁ of the/directiong.
contained, in the order QF the'jAhmedabad‘ Behbh of “the. Central
ﬁdmiﬁﬁsi~ative,Tr3anai in O;A;U 523%%5‘whﬁch was cohfﬁrméé by
ﬁhé High-Couft o¥'Gujarat; the third respondent issued Ahne#ure_

-

Al .dated 18.12.2000 reverting the applicant from Grade IV to

srade ITI.- Aggrieved by that the applicant 'has filed this
e . ‘ ;



of'BCR Gr.IV

. . .o
’ '

aop11cacion seeking to aquash Annexure A1 to the extent it affects

h1m and for a dec1arat1on bhat he_ls entitied to contwnue as

"‘jGrade IV and for d1recf1on to tue reopcndantQ to a11ow hjm to

continue_as Grade 1IV.

20. The. réspondents seek tb ju341fy the impugned .action on the
*;ound that the Ahmedabad BeUCﬁ of hhe Central Admihistkative

ribunal 1in O A. 623/96 have he“d that the roster on reservation

/

'wou1d not apply 1in the matter of o?acement from BLP Gr IIT ©o 10%

0.A.108/2001

.21, The aop11cant be?ong1ng uO :cnedu7ed Caste community was

granted BCR promot10n to Graoe IAY wvth effect from 1.1.1996 by

order dHuQL 29. 19 1905'1Annexure 'A13. Oon. the bas1s of tne ’
.Judgment of ihz urntra1 Adm1n1cb a fve'T ribunal, Ahmedabad Bench
in 0.A.623/98 with M.ANO. 560/96 declaring that reservation is

“hot applicable to-SC/ST candidates for prpmotion'to Grade'IV BCR,

the first resooﬁdent ‘issued a ﬂot%ce'dated 31.8.2000f(Ahnexure

A

A2) propbsing to revert him‘to.Grade III .The appiicant submitted

- a repreeentau1on . In reply to his representation he has

rece1ved the memo dated 11 1.2001 1nform1ng him that a favourab

decision ‘cou]d not be naken on his repres entat*on as no reV1sed

instiruction had been received From'the DOT.  He was a?so servec

~ith an order dated 11.1.2001 (Annexure A5) by Wh1Ch he” was



i ' l ’ . ‘. . . ‘ ' : - g v
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reverted to - Grade .III  with 1immediate effect. Agarieved the -

applicant has filed this application challenging .the imougned

‘orders.

i .
T4

S 2 The VESJCﬁGPﬂES have Txied a re pT Qtatement " zseeking to

Al

justify the énauQﬁed orders reTVIng on tro order of the Ahmpdabad

Bench of the Centras‘Adminlscranjve‘Tr1buna! in C.A. 623/96;

0.A.110/2001
"23;'w- The aop1;cantva member . of Schieduled Tribe was oromotnd to
Gfade 1V of the BCR. with effeﬂt from fT 1.1994 'by. order dated
24,30.1994(Annexure Ai; giving %@r *hé benef1t of. reservat1on,4
APursuant té'the.ofdefs of'ihe DOT dafed 22. 8 1:97 and 8.9.1998 on
thé basis of the }udqment of the Ahmedabad Bench of the' béntra?
VAdMﬁhistratﬁve TFIDUH&T‘ %ﬁ O.A. | 6?3/96 a show cause not.cev
,('nncxdre A2) was é@rved om*tﬁé aép?wcuﬂu grdﬁosing tq revert her
to Grade ITf of the ECR. v Thé '7anT%cant'i submitted 'hgr"
wreprésentaﬁion'ogéosing.tﬁe pﬁéposed actiohj, She Qas Seréd'W1th
a memb dated iTF; 2001 5f fhe'firét resacndentlinforming her that
favourabie decision on her reoresencat1on wou1cmnof be taken as.
also ’the,.drder of the' same da e - rnvert?nq her to Prade III.
Aggr%evéd by  tha£ﬂ tﬁe app1icaﬁt has filed this application
seeking tO’Sét aside tﬁe 1mpu§hgd orders. \-)' |

-

A

R

4. The respondents seek 'tOi_justify the’ 1mpugnéd-,order
" placing reliance on the judgment of the Ahmedabad Bench of * the

N

Central Administrative Tribunal in O,AQ 623/96.



O.A.111/2001
25.' "The abﬁfﬁééﬁt belﬁnginé tqf@cﬁééufqd ééste was'oromopgd to -
Grade iv cf RBCR with e%feét: Ffom' 1l7.1993. by order dated
24;10.1994(Annexure A1{.§fving'him_the' benéfit/.gf résefvafion.~
While' so, ths  applicant was served with a notice Annexure A2
prooosiné to reQeft‘him<£o‘Gfade II1 in purported limp1ementation
éf ’ tHe:' Judgment of the ahmadabad  Bench of the Central
.Administrathé Tribunal in 0.A. . 623/96 . _.The applicant
submitted his reply AnneXQre A2 opposing the oroposed action.
Howévef the first respondent has fssugd the impugned Ordéff-dated
11.1.2001 feverting ”the abp?iéant to-GraQe IIT . Aggfieved"tﬁe
'%pp?icént.has f11ed this application seeking to setA aside ‘thel
,i@sugned order Annexuge A4. -

26. ° 'The“reéoéndents seek to justify the 1ﬁpugned action 5n the
grognd that the réseryation for Scheduled Caste/séheduﬁéd Tribe
is not applicable to Grade IV premotioq as héas Seen he1d~'5y  the

Ahmedabac - Eench.'of;.the Central Administrative Tribuna? in O.A.

- 623/96. L S
O.A. 220/2001 = - T .
- \ - -
27. The first applicant was prohoted to ,G?ade IV BCR from

30.11.90(Ahnexure. A) and. the second applicant was promoted- to B
. Grade IV BCR with effect from 1.7.1594 by Annexure Aé ~order.
;Thgy were promoted applying the reservation roster. . Aggrieved by -

‘the " order. dated 31.1.2001 _(Annexure A5) by which in purpoftes



A
-
o

implementation of the Judgment 'of the_khmedabad_Bench.of the
Central.Administratﬁvei Tribunal in O.A. §23/96 they  were

reverted to Grade 1IV. They have Tiled this applicatton seeking

IS

to set aside the impugned orders.

28. " The respandents seek tO justify the impligned action on the
ground that the Ahmedabad Bench of- ?hc F@ﬂ *a] Administrative

j Tr1bunal has neid “that rcqter for rpaervatlon doeq not apn}y for

;DTacement in BCR Grade IV.

0.A.221/2001

N

9. Tte f1rst app!wcant was oromoted to Grade IV BCR with

e

a2ffect Trom 1.1, 92 by Annexure At ﬂrder and the sncond app11vant-
was promofed to Grade 1V w1th effcct from 1.7. 1994 by Anneyure A2'

order. qur1eved by the order dated 22 2.2000"of the third

-\

respondent - revert.n g +hem to Grade  III in  purported

implementation of the Jjudgment of the Central Administrative

Tribunal., Ahmedabad Bench 1in O0.A. 623/96 . the appiicants have

‘fijed this acplication seeking to set aside the impughed order.

an.. The respondents in-the reply statement seek to justify the

" impughed .action on the basis of - the judgment of the Central
Administrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench in O.A. 623/96.

\

0.A.311/2001

3. The applicant be?ong1ng to - Qchchied Caste was 'D1aced in

the Grade TV of the BCR,with'effec@ from 20.4 1. 90 by Grder dated

16.8.91 (Annexure A1) giving her the benefit of reggrvat1on.

’



Agarieved by the'imquned ordef'ﬁated 27.11.2000 {Annéxure'A4) by

‘which she is reverted to Grade III on the ‘basis of the letter of

L"i‘
¥

the DOT .dated 8.9.99 , the applicant has filed this adplication

9]

seek,” to set aside the impugned ardar
32. - "The raspondents ssek to justify the 1moqgned ordar on-the
ground that the Ahmedabad Bench of the Central Administrative

Tribunal in Q.A.  823/86 .has be'ld that the reéservation roster

deas not, appiy to Grade IV promotion.

3. " We have perused the pleadings in.all these cases and have

o

‘heard . the learned cdunsel on eithér-s¢de. The short guestion

e}

ases is whether +he

4

that calls for  adjudication in these
e?gvat%on toe Grade IV of BCR is a promotion whichAattractS the
roster communal reservation. The Ahmsdabad Bench of the 7Tribunal

in 0.A.823/96 held that the elevation to’ Grade IV -of " BCR not

being an ' appointment to a higher post, is not a promotion and

_therefore, the brincia?? éf_reServaﬁioﬁ is imapo11cab1e.  ~The
judqemeﬁt of tﬁe Ahmédabad.a ench of the Trabuna1 was upheld by
the Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat 1.fn- OP.No.685/99.  As the
Bangalore Bench of the Tmbuna‘i did not agree with the view taken
by - the. Ahmodabao Bench of - uAT the issue was referred to a Fu]T
Bench of the Tr?bunaj. ‘ Thé FuTT _Bench of the Trwbuna1 in
"M.LﬂRajaram Naik énd' Others. Vs. Tﬁn de1t1ona1 u1rector CGHS
ore and others and in other‘ C ses rons1der@d the - 188&&8

referred. One of the issues referred. ¢ the Large; Bench was:

. . : . , . ST
. “Whether placement. in 10 ner‘cent,BCR'(Grade V)
as .per the scheme dated 16.10.90 on the basis of seniority’
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in ‘basic grade amoubts to ornmat1on and 1if so, whether
reservation . for scheduled castes and scheduled tribes in

- those BCR Grade v poats is not appliicablie?”
34. The fyll  Bench  answered.  1c these points  in  the
affirmative. . Wnile reaching that conciusion the Full Bench
considered the Gobservations of the - Hon’ble Supreme Court in
various decisions on the issue. The Full Bench took note of..the:

cbservations of the Apex Court in State of Rajasthan Vs. Fateh

. Chand soni (19989) 1 SCE 562);! the Appx bourt observed as fo]sows~

"The High Court, in our opinion, was not right in holding
that promotion can only be to a higher post in the service
and = appointment to a higner scale of an officer hoiding
the same post does not constitute " promotion. In the
1iteral sense the word ‘promote’ means. 'to advance Lo a
higher position, grade, or hénour”. 8o " also "promotion’
means “advancement or pre*erment in honour, dignity, rank,
or - grade”, (See Webster’s Comprehensive Dictionary
‘International Edn., P.1009) (’Promotlon .thus 'not .only
covars advancement to higher pesition or rank but also
[impiies aavancpmant to a higher grade. In service law’
aiso .the expression promotion has been understood in .the
w1d°r sernse and 1t has been held that DFOmOtTOh can be
eﬁfher to a higher Day scale or +o a higher Doqt '

35. The Full Bench also noted that the constitution Bench of
the . Apex Ccurtvﬁn'Ramprasad vs;D ;K,Vijay and others(AIR 1999 SC
3563) referred to review the Drinc1o1e 1aid down in Fateh Chand

Soni’s case. It was on the basis of the abgve author1tﬁeb that

.the Fulil Bench held that the placement 1in 10% BCR_(Grade V) _asl
per the scheme dated 16.10. ééao 5n the basis of seniority in

»baqwc grade amounrs +o promot1on and t§ere:ore sreservation  for

SC/St ig appiicable to such promoticn . We are of the view that

w

the Fu11 bEHLh ﬂas qett1ed +he issue to be f011owed by all th
Ba ,chec of bhe Central Adm1n1stranwve Tri Duna1
36 Tﬂe 1earneo counsei of the rerondent\ refarred us to  the

v

ruiunq of a Full Bench of the Kerala High Court | titled N.G. Praohu'



2. .
and another vs.The Hon’bWevChief Justice. and others, reported in
1973 Lab I.C. 1399, fhe'Hon’b?e High Court 'in'Afhai case was
consideréng . whether nomination of a éeﬁ{or Stenograohér to the
vée]ection<Grade was - a pfémotibn- in terﬁs of definjtﬁon' of
Dfomotion-ﬁh the fe1e§antt ruie. ' Tha facts»of this case are
entife1y'd§%fgrent.and the ruies Cuna’dered are '51sq, different.
~Therefore.‘ the decision 'of - the Larger Bench of the Tribunal
fo1qu1ng “the d°c1s1on of the Apex CD”fb.iﬂ Falah Chand_'Sqni’S
case that roster. for rese?xat1on has te be app}ied fof o?acéﬁent
in. the Grade IV BCR is bound to be followed by all the Seﬂchés of

the Tr :buna?.

s

-

37. In the Tight of.the‘above'discussion, we .find that the

wm

impugned orders in ‘all ‘hese ‘cases are unsustainable. LE
fthere%bre; a?low_theéeﬂapp'ications setting ééide the 1mouqn°d
 o?der$',to ~the ‘extent they-affect “;e.uop?wcanfs deciarlno that
the applicants were entitied to continue in t%e;Graéé IV of "BCR
‘on the‘ basis of ‘their promotions givinéfthem the benefit Q?
réservation. | ’ | |
38. In.O.A.1291/OO as the qnp11catt has Qwicn been retired . the
'resnondents are dvrected e} treat that the apé1icanT to have_
vcontinued in. the arade IV BCR ‘and to maﬂe availabie to him the'
arrears of pay and allowances: and enhanced pe ns1onary benafites.
39. In O;A}Nos.fZgo/OO and fZQ?jQO'aS'_there . was  no interim

-

order of stay, the a;o?iéant was reverted. sspondents arp_

/
oM

therefore Hvrecr@d to re’ thaue tna apo‘icawt in the Grcde IV EBC
as if the 1mpugned order . d1d not tale efTecf and make  available

+o n1m Lhe arrears of pay and allowances.




™
6%}

4G, The .above directions shall

pe

3

complied  with within a

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

order. Ho costs.

Sd/-
T.N.T.NAYAR
ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER
rv/aii

A PP E N D

- O P TR
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sg/-
‘A.V.HARIDASAN
VICE CHAIRMAN
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Applicants’ Annexures

1. A-1: True photocopy of the

order ‘No.TFC/8T-8-6-BCR/90

oromoting 1st ‘and Znd app;wcantq to the post of

Grade v, BCR dated 25

w2

91.

orde. No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94

2. A-2 True photocopy of the
jssued from the office of the an respondent daued
C5.3.97. :
3. A-3: = True photocopy Qf the order No. 22-8/ /94~TE. IL
: . jssued by 1st respo NdEHL dated 13.2.97.

4., A-4:1 .. True phétocooy. of -+ the reversqon order,
;L " No.TEG/St.8-8/BCR/2000  .issued to 18t . nd  2nd
' S appiicants from Offwce of the ond” resoondeng cated |
2M.%O 2000, : : l

5. A-5: CTrue onotcaop of the = reversion order

No.ST.

7/BCR/10%/2000/3 issued to 3rd abc?icaht_ﬁ

73
from ffice of the 2ﬂd respondent dated ZR .2000.

. Respondents’ Ahﬂexures :

1. R-2A: Pnotocopy of the order

in  0.A.623/96  dated

11.4.1997 of the CAT. Ahmedabad behcf

7. R-ZB:' whozo copy of_.'he ’ordei No.Z2- 6/94 TE.II datpd
‘ .12.1995 of the M1 iniatry of Commun1hat1ons, New
~Deih1. . . ' R
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Applicant’s "Annexures:

1

1. A-1: - True copy of the Order NO.5T.BCR/10%/Pt./14 dated
' © 4.12,2000 issued-by the-. 3ad respondent to the
apriicant.- ' SR S .
2. A-2: True copy of the Memro Ho.8T- 103C/BCR/Tecn/IIi/411
dated 25.11.98 issued by the Deputy General
: Manage“fAcmn‘ , Gffice of +the Gensral -Manager,
Tel

ecom District, IriVamdrumth the applicant.

‘654/Tech/10%/16 dated

3. A-3: - True copy-of the Memo No .
, . 8.8.2000 issued by ih@ Mo {Admn), O fice of the - .
o ' L - . 3rd respondent to the ap ant.
4. -A-4: True copy of the representation dated 9.2000

a 4.9 .1
'-submwtbed bv the aoa%1canu o the 3rd responderic.

5. A-5: - True  copy of the repres entation dated 4.8.2000
e i Subm.tted by the applicant to the ist respondent.
6. A-6: True copy of the Lettér No. ST BCR/10%/Pt/11 - dated
‘ T ' 4.12.2000. 1issued by the DGM (Plig& Amn.}. Telecom
-D1c*"1” , Trivandrum-23 to the applicant. ' '
Respondents’ Annexures:
1. R-1: True copy of letter No.22-6/04-TE-II dated 22.8.97
issued by the DOTL
2. R-2: . True. copy of Judgement in O.A NO.623/96 by
‘ PR . Abamadabad C.A. o ‘ -
3. R-3:. True copy. of Judgement in 1987(4) ATC 3.3 by -
o CoALT. uama:nur Bench. . -
4. R-4: ‘True copy of thé Judgemeﬂt in 1973 Lab I0 1393 by
Aefd}a High Court. - :
' : . : ' : b
) R-5 True copy of the.?ettervNo.22-6/94iTE 11 issusd by - &
, DOT . New Delhi ’ : ' ' ‘ o \
0O.A. 129172000
Auplicant’s Annexures:
4. A1 True  copy of the Jrder NO.JT.BCR/10%/Ft./14 dated S

- 4.12.2000 issued by the &rd’ m‘tf:)cndem, to  the
applicant. ‘ . _ S .

True copy of. tbe Memo Mc.8T-10 uJ/S 2/95 ua?ed
22.4.91 issued by the Divisicnal Ehg:n@er (Admn) .
Office of the Telecom District Man ager, Trivandrum
te the app‘*oant

(Av]

2. A-




.%poﬁ1cant’s Annexures

3.

Re pondenu\

o~

Applicant’s Annexures: o

“A-3:

~

]
3
)]
!

‘True copy of . The Memo No.ST 654/1echz10%/17 dated
. 8.8.2000 issued by the DGM (Admn), Office of . the

2rd respondent to the aDD|1cant

True copy ~of the “apresentatwon dated 21.8.2000
Qut:mltted bv the app?icaﬂt to :he Srd resgondent

KTrue. epy of the rep'@swntdtion dated . 21.8.2000
submi*tec by the applicant to the 1st respondent.

True "copy of the reprehenbaf1on dated 19.9. 2000
'SU bm1bted-bv the 4pp 1 cant to the urd reGDOﬂdent '

True Céby Of tﬁn Letter No.ST- BLR/1O%/Pt/11 dated

4.12.2000 - issued by the DGM (P1g& Amn.), ;eaecom'
District, Trivandrum-23 to the applicant.

\ - ) -
Annexures: ‘ :

True copy of the DOT .letter dated 22.8.97

No. STA/?O 25/R1g8/Qﬁ

"True copy of Judgement - of the Foh“ble Central
"Administrative Tr1ouna1 Abamadabad Bench in O.A

NQ’6°3/96_

" True copy of the order. of . DOT_'dated 8.9.99

ho 22~ 6/94 TE 11

4

O A 1302/&000

~

- True copy . of . 'memgrandum' No.KL/TR/5-3/13
av.18.3.1994 of bhe-Gavt.‘-of India, Indian Posts '
i . ..

and Telegraphs Department.:

rue copy ~of memo  No.ST/BCR/10%/Gen1/10/95
dt.29.3.1996 of the dhd respondent.

True copy _of memerandum - NO. ST/RLR/10y/99/18‘"

I s AT T LT 94 o meym
SEL,R.3.2000 0T the a1 asaponden

True copy of  the fepresentation dt.23}8.2000 o)

‘the 1st respondent.

True copy . of
dt.4.12.2000 of thé'lsi
True' cépy of the basic Qﬁadevseniority 1ist as

obtaining on 1.1.96.

True copy of the modei ﬁoster‘for promotion.

True copy of order NO. Q-31 ?/PEN/S' dt.23,8,94 of .
the 2nd respondent Lo T
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Resoondents Annexures

True copy of ‘the Order Noc.STA/3 0»95/R1gs/94 dated‘-
5.9.97 issued bv +he rsst. . Director (Staff 1),
Trivandrum. ' ‘

“True copy of the dudgement ir OA'No.623/96 WITH MA

ho.680/26 da.ed 11.4.97 of the Central

‘Administrative Tribuna}, Ahamedabad{ .

True copy of the order di.z4. 3.587 of - the Ceritral

Admmbrramve_Tmblm..,= ' bdindr 2énch.

True copy of the Juds ere + in O.P.Nos. . 4329 ‘and
43239 of 1972 dated 13

| 3.73 of the Kerala Hign
Court. Full Bench ' :

O A. 1321/9000

. Applicant’s Annexures:

TrUe copy of memo . NoO. ST BPR/IOV/TO/7/22 dated
8.8.2000 of the 1ct respondent. . : -

True copy: of the repreaentat1on dt.z21. 8 2000 to
the tst. recoomdent

True copy of"the gracation - list. of. Telephone
Operators (basic grade) " as on 1.1.90 of the

' _ Secondary aw1tch1ng Area circulated by the 2nd
.reshondeﬂt v1de‘No ST. '563/T0/1/82 dt.19.7.2000.

True copy of ~ ¢order . No.ST.BCR/10%/Pt/13
dt.4.,12.2000 of the 1st res uonden ’

’

True copy of the order dt.11.4.87 in 0 A No.623/96
~f the Ahamedabad Bench of the C:A.7. .

True copy of the Model Roster cadrﬁ strangth upto
1.’3. - o . ‘ T
Annexures-

True’ ropv of the’ OFUcr of ONT dt. SAQ.OI

True copy of, the rder dated 11.4.97 of C. A T.

Ahamedabad Bench %in C.A.No.623/96 w1th M.A. 660/96

True copy of the crdar GUl£4.d.u4 of C.A.T.,
Jabalpur Bench reported in 1987 (4) Administrative

Tribunals cases:

True copy of the judgement (Full Bench) of the
Hon’ble ‘High Court of Kerala reported 1in 1973
LAB.I.C.1399 (V 6C 313) - < ' ‘
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Applicants Annexure | -

{. A-1: - True photocopy Of “the order No. E.1/R1gs/BCR/226

premoting ist appiicant to the post of Grade 1V,
JLQ dated 21.1.97. E .o

2. A»Z:' rue phnuocuov of the Qrdcr NO. E °R/?D nromoting
’ 2ﬁu apolwcdﬂt to the post of Graﬂe IV. BCR dated
_RGQO .

3 A-3 True gﬂOtOCODV of the ordrr No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94

issued from the office of the °nd rGSDOhdeﬂt dated .
%,9.97 .
4. A-4: . ' True photocopy of the ordér No.22-6/94-TE.I1
. issued by ist reqpondmnt dated 13.2.1987. . ‘

o) A-5 True ohotocopv ot Lhe revers%oh' . order
No. TFC/at 8-6-BCR/200C issued to the 1st applicant
from office of the 2ud rasoondent dated

. 23.10.2000.
6. A-6: True ' photocopy - of  the reversion  order
'No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/2000 1ssued %O the 2nd applicant
from office of the 2nd respondent dated
-7 23.10.2000. T
7.. A-7 True - copy Qf\l the notice of reversion

ST/EK- 262/29/ar IV/3 issued by 3rd regpondent
uo tne apn‘ Cants dated 27.11.2000. '
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Applicant’s Annexures:

e copy of thé seriority 1ist circulated with

7. A-T: CTru :
. letter No.ST/B83/T0/1/82 . dated ~18.7.2000 of the
2nd respondent. '
8. A-8: - T;ua Cuay of tha Model Ro*ter for afdadre strength
of 13. - .
9. A-9: Trus _;.couy' of  order NG. 6T, BCR/107/Pt/1o
o ‘ dt 4.12.2000 of the 1st respondent. .
‘Respondents’ Annexures: . S ‘ o : .
1. R-2A:  Photo copy of the-order No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94 dated
: 5.9.97 of the Chief General ManagerL_Trivandrum. :
2. R-2B: ‘Photo cony of the order -in O.A. 623/96 aated
' ‘ 11.4.97 of the C.A.T., Ahmedabad Bench.
3. R-2C:  Photo copy of the order in T.A. 1o9/86 dated -
g ‘ 24.3.87 of the C.A.T., Jabalpur Bench. . , »
4. ‘R-2D: ‘Photo- CODY of the Judqement i O:P. ASAQ & 4339/72

dated 16.3.73 of the Hon’ble H1gh Court of Kerala.
, - o,A;8/2001'

Applicant’s Annexures:

1. A-1: - True copy of the Memo No. E1/336/Co11.111/9 dated
iy 18.12.2000 issued fo” the 3rd respondent. '

2. A-2:° True copy of the Maino No.E- L/JSB/CO1; 1/54 dated
C 21.2.35 issued bv the Assistant General Manhager

v(Admn\ Office of -the General Manager, Telecom.
“Bistrict, Kottavam. ‘ : ' '

A-31. True copy of ‘the Order' No 20— 6/94—18 i1l dated
’ © - 13.92.85 issued by the Director (TE), Department
‘of Tnﬁerom District New Deihi. : -

o)
"

Respondents Annexures:

1. R-1: - "True copy .of  the order of  the Central
' '~ Administrative Tribunal, Ahemedabad Bench in O.A
'5coi3u w1th M.A 680/98 dat@o 11.4.97. :

2. "R-2:° Tkue.cooy'of DOT Tetter  No. 2: 6/94-TE-II dated
' . 8.9.99, :
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ue cooy of ordayr Na ST B/JuC/Fradu iV/1 :ﬁ-dated
1 f

1. A-1i: Ty
20.12.1995 of. thne iet roaspondent.

Z. A-2 Trua  copy of order No. .S -A/Grade IV/TDS/28 dated
51.5.2000 of the ‘tei rwspondent,

3. A-3 True copy of the representation dated 0.9.2000
the T8t respondent.

4, A-4: . True copy of Pa/ 1/ 7 da ted

: C11.1.2001 of the

5 A=5: True copy of 'mamo,'MGAE~?/REgs/STBPS/IIXBS dated
11.1.2001 of the 1st respondent.

5. A-6: True Co@y the order /in . 0.A.Nos. 241, 887G and
1022 of 139q dateﬁ 28,4,2000,

Respondents’ Annexures :

1.  9;1(a):' True copy of owde{ in OA 623/96 dated 11,4.1997 of

. Hon’ble C.A.T, Ahmedaaad Bench. .
‘2. R-1(b), True copy of letter No.22-6/94-TE- 11" dated 22.8.97
issued by Director of Tc?ecnm Mew Delhi with
’ covering ~ letter No.STA/30-25/R1gg/94 dated 5.5.97
of Assistant Di: ector{ Staff}, Offite of CGMT,
o Trivandrum., ' S . '
3. R-1{c): Letier N0.22/&/S4.TE.II dated 9.7:99 {ssued by
» : LG, (TEY. ' « ' ‘ ‘
4. R-1(d): Circuiar. No.2-6/94-TE dated . 8.9.9% issued by
Director Telecom, New Delh 1-' . '
0.A.110/2001
o tiocant Anrigxures ’
i A-1 frue | coby  ofF dated
24,.310.%4 of the
2. A-Z: True cocy of memo "No.ET-A/Gr.IV/TDS/30 dated
Z1.8. acfu of the ?ut respondant.
2. A=3:. Tége ‘copy of the rear@a:m***ﬂbm dated nit to the
o Deputy General Manager. Kollam.
W ™ h
-, w9 &



Applicant’s Annexures:

4. A-4: . Trde copy of memo No E~- 1/w1q¢/STEPs/11/ . dated

11.1.2001 ot Lhe 1st respondent.
. 5. A-5:  True coby of memo No.E-1/R1gs/STEPs/I1/36 dated
- ~11.1.2001 of the ist respondent. v o
6. A-6:  True oohv of. the order of the CAT. Banga?o%e Beﬁch :
‘ in C.A.Nos. 241 870 -and 102%Z of 1984 dated
28.4. LOOC, - ' - b - :

Respondents» Apnexures

1. R-=1(a): Order in OA 623/9 ' dabnd 11.4.1997 CAT, Ahmedabad :

Bench.
2. R-1(b}: Tfue>CODy'of letter No.22-6/94-TE dated 22.8.97.
' issued by Director of Telecom with covering letter
No.SAT/30-5/R1gs/94  dated at  Trivandrum . the
5.9.1997 issued by O/o CGMT, Kerala Circle,
Trivandrum. - - - :
3. R-1(c): Department of Telecom letter No.22-6-94-TE.II

dated . 9.7.99.
4. R-1(d): Department of Telecom letter ' No.SAT/2-6/94-TE.II
' dated 8.9.99. ' : .

 0.A.111/2001 .

App?1ca1t s Annexules

rue . Copy of memo No. T ~A/Gr. 1V/40¢/22 dated

1. A-1: T
' 24.,10.94 of uhe 1Sb l‘es)spor\d«sﬂ*“
A-2: | True copy of memo No.ST—A/ur;IV/TOs/ZS, dated
‘ 31.8.2000 of the 1st respondent.

3. A-3: True copy of the representation dated 19.9.2000 to,
. tne Deputy General Manager. '

4. . A—4:,', True copy of memo No. E- I/R]gs/STEPs/II/UG dated
‘ 11.1.2001 of the 1st respondent. -

5. " A-5 True copy Gf the order of the'CAT} Bangalore Bench

in. 0.A.N0s.241,870 jand 1022 of 1999 dated
26.4.2000. ‘ T : ]
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Respondentsa’ Annexures : .

1. R-1(a): True copy of the order in 0.A.N0.623/96 of Hon’ble
Central Admi)nistrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench.

2. R-1(b): True copy of lette
' : of Znd - regpondent Wi
5.9:.97. ;

r ‘lo.22-6/S4-TE-11 dated 22.8.87
ith covering letter dated

2. R-i(c): True copy of the. lztier No.22-6/94-TE-II' dated
7. . . ' ’ . .

.. 4. R-1(d):  True -copy of thd  letter No. 22 ~8/94=TE-11 dated’

0.A. 220/2001

Applicants’ Anhekures : _
1. A-1: - True ‘photocopy of the brder NOQE.II!4/STBR/55,
: ' © issued from coffice of theé 3rd respondent promoting
~1st applicant to the pe st of Grade IV. BCR dated -
16.8.91. , S S : ~

2. A-2: True photqcoby of the order No.ST/EK-224/29/1/26
: issued  from office of the 3rd respondent tn Znd
applicant dated 21.8.37. ' ‘ -

ue Dhotoco Y of ‘the order No.STA/30-25/Rigs/%4

3. A-3: S Tr
issued from the office of 1st respondent dated
'5.9.1897 '

4. A-4: Tmu@ photocopy of .the Jstter No.T722-6/94-TE.II
issued  from office of the 3rd respondent dated
12.2.1997. : : :

5. A-5:°  True photocoﬁy'df the proposed postponement of

I promotiohn to - Grade v Jdetter . No.

ST.EK-224/29/11/30 issyed to “appiicants from -
office of 3rd responoeﬂt dated 31.1.2001.

. Respondents Annexures

1. " R-1:" True copy of the letter No.22-6-94-TE.II dated

13.12,95 issued by . the Director, Denartment of
. Telecom. U
z R-2: True copy.of instructions issued by thé Department

of Telecom No.22-8-94-TE.II dated 8.9.99.

\
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2. A-2:  True ph

: v 0.A.221/2001
Applicants Annexures, «
T, A-11 True photocofy of the order No.ST/EK-225/28 /11/68

issued from Office of 3rd respondent promoting ist
applicant. to the pest .of Grade IV, BCR'dated

Ty
2.4.93.

ctocopy  of the order No.S8T/EK-218/29/8
issued from the Ufvice of the 2rd resporident to
2nd-appiicant dated 14.12.95,

No.STA/20-25/R1gs/94

3., A-3 True photocopy .of the orde
issued’ from the Cffice. of 1st respondent dated
5.9.97 ‘ ' '
4. A-4: | True photocopy'Cf’-the latter No.T.22-6/94-TE.II
"~ dissued from Office of the 3rd respondent dated -
| 2.97. : . : ~ o
5. A-5: ' True- photocopy of thé\ proposal of reversion -

No.ST.EK-218/28/11/42 issued to applicants from
-the Office of 2nd resoondenf dated 22. 12 2000

Respondents’ Annexures,

1. R-1: ‘True -copy of .letter No.22-6/94-TE-II  dated
' 13.12.95 jssued by Ministry of Communication. B

2 R-2 True copy.of order in letter No.22-6/234-TE dated
8.9,59. BENL of ADG, (TEDY.

3 R~-3 True. copy of -order No.BT/EK-218 /29/1/47 dated
7.2.2001, BSNL, uoch1n reverting the’ apn]1cantu.

. O.A,3?1/2007
Applicant’s annexures:

&  photocony of  the order  No.E/IL/4/STEBR/SE

1. A Tru :
. issued from office 'of  3rd respondent promoting
applicant  to the post of Grade 1IV. BCR dated
16.8.81 : . : :
2. A-2: ' True photocopy of tie .order No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94 .
- issued from the office of ist raspondent dated
5.9.97. : o '
3 A-3 True photocooy cf the letter No.T22-6/94-TE-II
’ “igssued from office of the 3rd respondent dated
13.2.97. " \ ‘ '
4. A-4: . - True photocopy'of" the proposed ~ postponement of -
) -promotion - of ¢+ QGrada , 1V . letter

No.ST.EK-262/29/Gr.IV/5 issued to applicant from
the office of 23rd respondeﬂt dated 27.11.2000.
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