;o A. 1290/00:

Circle Telecom Training Centre, o R
oo Trivandrum. - Applicant
"Tﬁx(By Advocate Shr1 ‘M.R.Rajendran Nawr) : 0

o " CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
: ERNAKULAM BENCH

0.A.Nos.1347/00, 1290/00, 1291/00, 1302/00,
1322/00, 1330/00, - 1335700, 8/2001,..108/01,

111/01, 220701, 221/0%1 and 311/01.

Weﬁhesday th1s'the ZOth‘day of March 2002.
CORAM ' o ;

HON’BLE MR A.V.HARIDASAN, VICE CHALRMAN o

HON’BLE MRaT N.T.NAYAR, ADMINISTRATIVr MEMBER

[

0. A 1047/00 [
1. ‘A.vVelu, Grade IV, o L

: Chief Telegram Master CTO., . :

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Calicut. |

2. . PP Ayyappan, Grade IV, :
-~ ChWief-Telegram Master, CTO, - . P
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd ’
Pa?akkad ‘

3. _ 'V.Sugathian, Grade IV,

Chief. Telegram Master, CTO, ‘ K
Bharat Sanchar Nigam  Ltd.
" Thiruvananthapuram. = - App11Cant
(By Advocate Shr1 P.N. Purushothama Ka1ma1) j

Vs.

1.0 "~ Union of India represented by R
: " Director General, Bharat Sanchar
Nigam Ltd., Ashoka Road, N
- Sanchar Bhavan New Delhi. . o .
T Chhiaed Gavierat ‘ui i
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd - ,
.~ Kerala Te1ecommun‘cat1ons, . . .
Thiruvananthapuram-33. |

N3

3. Principal General Manager, Telecom,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.,

Cochin-16. = . ~ Respondents
(By Advocate Mr. C.Rajendran (SCGSC) - v 4

P Rav1ndran. Chief Techn1ca1 officer,

1321/00),

110/01,



1. - Union of India, répresented by
‘ Secretary to Government of Lnd1a“
Ministry of Commun1uaf10ﬂa
New Delhi. _ R

2. ' The Chief General Manager, )
" Bharagt Sanchar M;gaw Liuicej
Trivaendrum. :

3. The General HManager,

' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limitod,

Trivandrum Smrondary Sw1tch1ng Arsa,
Trivandrum. ?espondents

. (By Advocate Ms. - P.Vani, ACGSC)

0.4.1281/00:

L K.Vidwakaran,

‘Chief Technical Officer.

L?FCie Telecom Training Centre, :
rivandrum. Applicant

(By Advocate Mr. MR RajendranANair) '

Vs,

1. _© Union of India. represented by
Secretary to Government of India,
Ministry of Te?ecommun1cat ons,

New Delhl.

2. The Ch*ef General Manager,
Bharat Sanrhar V1Qdm Limited,
T§1Vandrum :

3. Tre. General Manager
Bharat Sanchar Nigam L1m1ted :
Trivand um Sccondar Y oW;tch ng Area,
Trivandrum. _ Resoondents
" (By Advocate Shri T.C;Krishna, ACGSC)

O.A,.138302/00: :

B.Savithri, W/o P.Rajappan,
‘Chief Section Supervisor, -

Office of the Deputy Gemera1 Manager {Urban},
Thiruvananthapuram—4. : ~ Applicant
{By Advocate Shri Saswdharar Chempazhanthiyil)

Vs. . ‘ - ’

1. Deputy General Manager,
{PTanning and Adm1n1strat1on}.
Telecom District, »
Thwruvanantnapuram—Zo.

2. General Manager, Te?ecom Disti ict.

Th1ruvananthapuram —2o.

\

~



Director General,
Telecom Department, New Delhi.

[$M]

4, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited,
© represented by its Chairman, New- Deih1

\ A

5.  Union of India, represented by its -
' Secretary,- W1n1b+ry of Cammunxrat1qnu,‘
New Delhi. - : Pekoondentb'

(By Advocate Shri C. Rajebdran SCE8C) ' |
' -
O, A i /30
A. Vana§athy, ‘W/o. Viswambharan,
Thief Telephone Superv:qor
Office of the Divisional Enawnee
(Trunks ahd Special Service), v
Thiruvananthapuram. — Aop1ncant
(By Advocaue Shri Sas1oharaﬂ Phempaahanth1y 1

b

¥s.

1. Deputy Chief General Manager,
- {(Planning and Administration},
‘Telecom District, B.S.N.L
Thiruvananthapuram—23.

General Manager, Telecom District,
B.S.N.L., Thiruvananthaputram.

3]

W

. Director General,’ o -
y Telecom Department, New Delhi.

o v i
Secretary, inistry ot - |

4. - Unijon of Iy d1a represented by its
ﬁ-w
YRi g
_uommunecatis”s New Dslhi.

i !
5. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd!, represented by

" its Chairman, New Delhi. - Respondertb
- (By Advocate Shri R.Madanan Pillai, ACCSC) _

O.A.12322/00: o . B

1. . TA Narayanan, Grade IV, CTO, _
- Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Aluva. | ¢
2. . Smt.Rosamma Paulose, Grade IV, cTo,
SN Bharat Sanchar N?gam Ltd. .

’ Cochin-16. : Applitants

(By Advocate Shri P.N;Purushothama waimal)

Vs.



4,

1. Union of India represented by
- Director General, C
. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd
Ashoka Rocad, Sanchar BhaVnﬁ
~New Delhi.

2. The Chief General Manager.
Biharat. Sanchar Niaam Ltd.,
KeraWd Telecommu aticnw
Tns ruvananthapuram

© 3. . Principal General Manager, T
Bharat Sanchar N1gam Lto

: Cochin-16. )

(Bv Advocate Shri K.R.Rajkumar, ACGSGC)

" O.A. 13”n/2ooo

M Suseela. D/o K. Padmanabhan Kani,
Chief Telephone - Supervisor,

Office of.the Sub Divisional Eng‘neer,
Truniks, Central’ Te1ephone Exchange.
Thwruvanantbapuram

{Ry Advocate Shr1 Sas1dharan bhemsavhanth1y11)

Vs, : .

1. " Deputy General Manager,
(Planning and Administrationj,
B.S.N.L., Telecom District.
Thiruvananthapuram—23. :

2. Geherai MaﬁagEr. Telecomn District,
B.8.N.L. Thwruv‘nanthapuram—zu.
3. . Dir‘ectow Generatl, 1e?eéom Department
B.S.N.L., New Qelh1.
4. o Uﬂ?on of India,'representeﬁ'by its
’ Secretary, Ministry of Communications,
New Delhi. o
5. .. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., repressnted
bv its Chairman, : ’
o New Delhi. ' ~ Respcndents
{By,Advocate shri C.Rajendran, SCGSC)
A 1a35/OQ
K.Omana, W/o Sas1dharan,
chief Telephone Supervisor, . ' ~
Cffice of the Sub Divisional: Engi inee! ,
xaithamukku, Thiruvananthapuram. App31cant

Tele

com, .

Raspondents

Appi1cant

(By Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempazhanfh1y13)



-

5.

Deputy General Manager,

(Psann1ng and Adm1n1stratxon)
B.5.N.L.. Telecom Dwstr1ct

Th*rvvananthapuram

General Manager, Telecom District,
CSUNLLL Théruvananthapuram ~23.

" Director General, Telecom Denartment

B.8.N.L., New ﬁe1h1

Unien of India, represented by its
Secretary, Ministry.of. Communications,

New Deihi: . , .

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by
its Chairman. New Delhi. . Respobdents

{By AdVOpaLe Shri C. Rajendran, SCGSC)

O.A.8/2001i'

M N.Damodaran, _

Chief Telephone Supervwaor, .
Trunk Exchange, Kottayam. ‘ ' Applicant -
(By- Advocate Shri M.R. Ra)endran Nair) R "

Vs,
. , o , _ . '
1. Union of India, represented .by 1its
Secretary to Government of India,
Ministry of Comunications, New Delhi.
. o L ' 7 W
2. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by
' the Chief General Manager, Xeraia Circle . -
Trivandrum. o _ o , :
3. ,Thé General Manager,. Telecom D1str1r+
, Kotuavam 686 001, Pespondents
Chy agvacats Phot T.C.lriahng, 00000

o.A.‘108/os:"'

K.Madhavan,

Chief Section Supervisor,

Office of the General Manager.

" Jelecom,

Kollam. - : ADDT1cantv

(By Advocate Shr1 Sas1dharan Chemoavhanth1y11b

Vs.

1.

General Manager,
Telecom District,

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Kollam.



O

Director General, Telecom District,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. .New De]hi.

RV

~ Union oF Ind1a represented bv Jts
becretary N1n1strv of CommunWCatTQns,
New Delhi. :

[ €3]

4. Bharat Sanchar Migam Ltd., representzd by
its Ghairman. New Deihi. '

5. - P.Mohammed Basheer, Senior Telecom
' © DOffice Assistant (G). Office of the
-General Manager, Telecom, '
Bharat uanchar Nigam Ltd.

Ko'tlam. Respondents

(By Advocaue Shri: P V1Jayakumdr ACGSC (R.1-41)
O.A.?TG/O?:

K,K}Lakshmi, W/o Gangadharan,
Chief Telephone Supervisor;

cdtbo Exchangsz, Rottaraxara. o Agpiioant
(By AdVOCate Shr1 Sasidharan ChemDaLhanth;y31)

v

'1.-_  General Manager, TeTeCOﬂ U1qfr1ct
_Bharaf Sanchar Nigam Ltd. 11am.

2. "Director Generai , : :
Bharat Sdnchar Nigam Ltd. New Delhi.

3. ‘Union of India represnnted bv it
Secretary. Ministry of bONWUﬂthf
New. Deini.

4, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented

' by its Chairman. New Delht. o
5. P.K.Omana, Senior Telecom Office

Assistant (P), Office of the Sub .
Wiv;s;ona1 Engineer (TD & MDF),

~Kellam. _ Respondents

A8y Advorate Shri M.R.Suresh, ACGSC (R.1-4)

O,A.111/0T:

. 8. Karunakaran, :

Chief Telephone SuperV1sor

Office of the Divisional Engineer,

phones (Internal), Kottarakara. Applicant
{ky Advocate Shri Sasidharan Chempzznanthivil)

Vs.



' : - s / ‘ B .
1. . General Manager, Telecom District,
' Bharat . Sanchar Nigam itd.. Koilam.
' ) . 4 i
) _ , L
2. Director  General., )
-Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Haw Jeih1

3. Unien of India representecd by its Secrotary
Minisiry -of Communications, New Dazhjl

4. :Bharat sanchar Nigam Ltd. 'eprGSEﬂted'by
v ite Cha1rman, New-De?hi. E

’ 5. ‘K.Rajan, SQNTOF Telecom OF*Iue ASQ1SLAWb(P)
' Office of 'the Sub Divisional . Engineser

(TD & MDF), Kollam. Respondents
(By Advccate C RaJendran, 8CGSC (R.1-4)" :

o ;»,,220/01,:5

1. Pk Kr1snnan, Grade 1V,
' - Senior Telephone Superv:sor ,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., -Muttom.

20 K.A.Velayudhan, Grade 1V, : : M-F
< Senicr Telephone Superviqor,
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.
Puthencruz. : ADD11P&HT
' (By Advocate Shri PN Purushothama Ka;ma?}v Ti

Vs,

1. Union of Iindia represented by Dxrecbor Genera1
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan; New Delhi.

2. Thz Chier General Ménaqer,

' Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. , ~
Kerale Te?eccmmun1cat1nns . '
Thiruvananthaouram. B

3. . Principeal GeneraT Manager, T

. ecom,
Bharat Sanchar N1gam ftd. :

Cochin=18, " Respondents
{By Advocate Shri u,Ra_je,ndran,,SCGSC

© 0.A.221/01:
1. P.K.Sekharan, Grade IV,

Chief Technical Superviscr, .
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. Vyttila.

[R%]

K.M.Chandran, Grade 1V, B _ : :
Chief Technical. Supervisok _ o ;
- Bharat Sanchar N1gam Ltd. |
Vyttila. . Aop11tants
{By Advocate Shr1 PN, Purushothama Ka1ma7) :




Vs. ] - ' B : | i

1. Union of India reoreqentEh by L1rector Genera1
Bhart . sanchar Nigam Limited. :
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan, New‘De1h1.
2, The Zhief G@nera? ”ﬁhaau.r'
. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Lod.
Keraia Tcgeﬁommunﬁcatwono,
Thiruvana nttaouram

3. Pr1n01paT Gennra1 Manager \eieuom; _ ‘
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltc.‘ SR

Cochin-16. o msaoncents

{3y Advocate Mrs.  Chitra, ACGSC)
0.A.311/01: ° | , -
TV Na11n1

- Chief. Telegram Master, urade v, \ '
5.T.0., Kochi-16. , Aopiicant o ;

(By Advocate Shri P.N.Purushcthama Kaimal)

Va.
1. Union of India reoresented by Director :
' Geperel, Bnarat Sanchar [ngam Utd., - o r
Ashoka Road, Sanchar Bhavan, Mew Delhi. _
2. - The Cn}“f Cenersl Managak, : .
‘ayuazra% Sanchar Nigam Ltd.. T ' i
Karala te1°cammu;1cab1onq
- Trniruvananthapuranm. ‘
: S
3. Dr1nc-pa: ueneraT'Manade“ Telacom. , _
-~ Bharat Sanchar Nigam ttd. : : ' .
Cochin—-18. - Respondente
(By Advocate Sari C.B.Sreekumar, ACGSC) ’ .7

The apn?1ca?1on ‘having been heard on 20th Ma'ch 2002
the Tr1buna1 on the same day'dei?v red the TO?Howing:



.9.

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

The Tzcts and the question of }aw invdlved- in all these
A o |

.cases are similar and therefore, these cases are bpwng heard and.

disposed of by this cominon order.

[A%]

E uen+ras Admanwstrat1ve Tr1buna1 Ahmmdaoad mmnch in O A 23/96 and

‘theb Tettcr dated 5.9.87 TSSUGQ. by .the h1eT General Manager,

’Te?ecom, K@ra1a C1rc1e on thn ba is of the above'said. rulingf of

the Ahmedabad Bench. Tne app?1rants in a?}'these‘cases beiongina

to SC/S8Ts who had been orom0ue0 to urade Tv.o*»BCR have been'by

‘the impugned order in these cases reverted on the basis of the

ruling of the Ahmedabad_Bénch_of.thé'TﬁibunaT as afcresaid.  The.

applicants. challenge these orders 1in  thesé apnlications on

similar grounds. - The facts in the 1nd1v1d @?, applications are

-

sﬁated-as under: v
0.A.1347/2000: I o R

3.  The aoblicaﬁts.1'and 2vwere'oromdted w.e.T. 30.11.90 to
Grade I?. of 'BCR and the applic Jht /No.é was promoted w.e.f.
1.7.92. While they weke.ccntiﬂuing thus :oﬁi the promoted boat
fﬁev ‘were :sérved' with  the 1mnugned ordera A4 and A5 reverting

them to BFR urade III on a review of “the @romotion'to Grade 1V of

ECR conducted as per Department of “Telicommunication’s (DGT' for.

Chort} Tfetter datec 8.9.93, qur.a ed by:this? the appiicants

have fiTed Th1e apn11cat1on seek1nq “ho set. aside A-4 to the

| exten* it aTTects tﬂe aoo?1cants 1 and 2 and|A5~aé it affects the

AT tnase cases are The fali cut’ Qf the order of the

- S



| e
10,
‘aoo11cant No ‘declaring that the anoi1cants have_every right tc

continue 1in the oost of Grade Iv ot RCH

4. . The resoomdent% in tke1r reply statement rcntend that the
Ahmedabad Bench of the Trwbuna. in C.A.G23/ Qo dated 11. 4 Q? éeek
to - Just ify. the wmpuqned order on 91@ qruund that hmedabad Bencﬁﬁ
- has h@,d that the principles of ressivats con 18 Qﬂt Amn‘thbTm .o?
p’ acement in the Grade IV BCR as the same 18 ot a oromo@1on and
 that the wmpugned order have beenA*scueﬂ in terms of DOT’s Jetter
r,mp1ement1ng the d1rect1ons of the sr1buna1 ‘_It has aséo been
Qantended'that thg~H1gh Court of Gujarat haG u9h91d the jbdgémert,

: v , : \
of the Ahmedabad Bench. :

0.A.1290/C0

5.  The app1{cant,‘ a member uf che Scheauled Ca‘te dommun1,v

- was oromoted to Grade IV of BCR w.e. ' ﬁ}1.95 :by gi%}hq the
- B \
Abenef1t of reservat1on A Aqgrweved by fhe 1mpuqned order datzd

4 12. OO reverbirz e aoa:1cant frcm uradeiv to qrade ,I% : on'”a
review of the oromot*ons o urade IY pursusni. to the DO Tﬂh 1etter
‘dated EZ.EL !_ch the.nag,s of thevjcégemeﬁt QF thé Ahmedpao Berdh_
of ﬁhe Tribunal '1n_ Nﬂ 623/96, tfé app?ifaht has fd?ed-ﬁhis
'aop1:catﬁon seeking to set aside A1 ated 4.12.2000 ‘and. Ri1,
letter dated 22.8. 37. cn uhe bas1s of ‘whmcw the impugned order A-1
was jssqeq. | v
. . )

5. The uresbondéhts' in their replylstate@ent seék'pd,justify
the impugned acﬁion on ﬁhe. ground that the olacement :in tﬁé
uwgheb Su&]é of~‘BPR' dOes' nnt amount to sromot1on calling TD\V

observanue of the WO(ot svstem ‘es has bpen he1u by *hé JAnmeGabao'



_ 4 R ;

'Bench'o% the fribuna) jn O.A.6é3/é6-wﬁich has been upheld by the
"Hon’ble.. High quurt\ Qf.Gujarat and as thé'HOﬂ;b]e High court of

Kerala hasraTSo in the ruling reborted:iﬁ N.G{P#aﬁhu ané an@thér.
Vs, fhe'Hon’bié Chief Juétjcefanﬁ others (19?3-Lab'iC'J399).hé1d
vﬁhat g?acementv-fh_ a “hﬁgher_écéié dbes h0t amouﬂt Lo promotion
waﬁranting reSerVaﬁfOn fof that. There is ﬂo!meéit 1h the claim
of the applicant ?orﬁpTaheménﬁ‘iﬂ Grade IV Of:BCé DFOmOthh which

calls for'adjudicatioh. ‘ i o ‘
0.A.1291/2000:

7. ~The ,applicart a member of the Scheduled Caste‘cdmmuﬁity

- was promoted to Grade IV of BCR w.e.f. ~ 30.11.90 giving the

benefit of reservation, Hetis aggrieved by the impugned crder
dated 4.12.2000 (A1) by which he has . beén'>reverted. “His

.reoresentatiOn ‘agajnst;‘thé reyersioh was‘réjécted h?;A-? order.
plaging relience on the lottar of ﬁhg'DﬁT deted 8.8.37 which wne
fssUéd fﬂ comaiiauce with t%é judg@mentaofrthe Ahmedabad Bench Qf
the:tpe 'CentréT_iAdhiniétFatﬁvé frﬁbunavavt Thé' appfﬁcant has
therefore, filed this aébTiﬁation chaiieng%ng;Ar1 to . the extent

it affects him as also the A-7 crder.

8.. - The respondents in their reply statément4seek to justify

Ve

the impugned action on the ground that the placement in the Grade

IV of BCR does not amount to promotion as has been held by the
" Ahmedabad Bench of CAT.-in 0.A.623/96 which has been upheld by the
Hon’ble High'Court of Gujarat. It has a3so'beeh contendad that a

s

Full Bench of the Hon’ble high Court of Kerala in N.G.Prabhu Vs.



J12. S gy L
" Chief  Justice '(1973_ Lab IC 1399) has‘ a1so. observed . that
upgrada+won To a h1qher pay scaile does not amount -to *Aromotion

The respondeﬁts contend that the aDDTWCdﬂt 1s not ent1t1ed to *he

relt fs BoUgGrt,

0.A.1302/00: o o | | :-, o
‘9. The'aapiicant who belongs tQ,SQhedu1eQ Tfibe com%unity'was
promoted io .Grade IV vof .BCR wioe.f.  1.1.35 gi?qu:her the
benéfits'of rgservéﬁ{on. _Whi1ex g0, -the impUgned~<grder dated
4?‘2.“000 was 'issued -reVerting‘\her tb Grade III. Aggrieved by
that the aap11caﬁt has filed this .appiica?ioﬁ seeking to sgt '
aside the A-5 ordef to the extent it affects her declar1na tﬂat.
she fs entitled to cont1nue in Grade IV under the an #esoondantf
and for a dwrect1on to take action accord1ng?y

10. . The~ resoondents in their rgply statement Seek to justify
the %moughed aciion(on thé grouné.that the D?acehent inFGFade v
not ‘being 2 aromotion as has'beeﬂthé1d 5yvthe Ahmedabaq‘séﬂéh'in
0.3;52,/31 witich has been upheld bv the Hon’b?e High\icourt of
Gujarat, the actjom has Deen'rwghtly taken} |
_o.A,iszi/zoeo: o : o S
1. The applicant ‘belongs o Séhedu1ed Tribe?coﬁmunity Nas
bfomoted,to BCR‘GPade IV w.é.f. 1.1.92 é%ving'hé; the ienéfﬂt of

reservation. She is aggrieved by ‘the impugned order dated
4h12.2000~revertihg her to Grade 11, The aapiiéaht has,

therefokgf  filed this application seeking to set kaside the




1

[4N]

impugned ofder'té'the'exteﬂt,it raelates. to the aop?icant'and for
a declaration that she is ehtitiad-to.be continued in Grade IV
"and for a direction. to +the respondents. to  take: action

accordingly..

1z, The réspondehts_seek-to'jusﬁify the émpugned order 50 tﬁe
ground ;thét'the p]édemenﬁ of'the'ab31€¢ant {h‘Grgde IV not being
a promotion., sﬁe Was 'nét ”entit?ed .to ‘get the.’behefit ~of
resefvationﬁ' that the Do1nt has '@ah clarified bv:thé ﬁhmedé§a6
Bench Gf,the'Tribgna1 in O.A.623/°G wh1ch naé peen uohe?d by the
'Hon’bTe. H%gh Court - of Gujarat ' ﬁd that the 1maugned order is

unexceptional.
C.A.1322/2000:

.43.  The —applicants 1 ‘& 2 belonging 1O scheduled Tribe
community were promoted w.e.f. 1.1.,93 and- 1.4.95 respectively
giving tha benefit of reservation . have fi?ed this appiication R

AD and 'A?j'ordar

et

: cha17ehging iﬁe'orders dated 23.10.2000 (A5)
- dated 27.11. ZOGO by which they were reverted to Grade ILI from
- Grade IV. They have fwled this appTxcat1on 6141Tenc‘nq theso

.orders and .or a deciarat1on thax they are ent1t1@d tc contxnup

in the post of Grade-1V BCR

',14 ' In the reply statement the resaovd@nb_ seek to ustity the

1m9ughed -orders on. the Iqround that the p?acemenb of tnhe

=

apmiwcantQ in Grade IV BCR are not oe1nq a oromot1on, the . roster

¢

for reservation was not app11cab1e as has been held by *i



- cannot be faulted.

0.A.1330/2000: - T o : o

R o . o

Ahmedabad- Bench of the " CAT. in 0.A.623/96 and therefore,, the

impugned action taken in implementation of the abcve judgement

15; | Thetacp?ibaht a‘membef-ofiihe Scheduled Tribe was-bromotéd
té G;ade 1V BCK w;e.f.j.?;92,;'_'Agghieved‘ by the order _datgdv
4/?2/2060"by which she'has‘béén reverted from ﬁhe_post of Grade
¥ of BCR tO'Gfade III. she has filed this application seeking fo

set aside thé impugned order A-5 declaring that shé is ient1t1ed o

yo.

v - - . - o q
to. be continued in Grade IV and tc direct the respondents to take

-
action accordingiy. B

K

16. The respbndenté in their rep}yfstatement. contend that the

placement  of the applicant in Grade IV was not a promotion and

'théﬁefare. the principles of reservation was wrongly -applied in

view of  the judgement of the Ahmedabad. Bench of the CAT in

0.A.623/96 wiiich nave been. upheld by the Gujarat High Court, the

.~ action hes heen rightly taken, It has been further contended

that the above action'is'supported by the ‘ru?ingi,cfi.the._Full
Bench. "of the Hon’ble High .Court of Kerala in N.G.Prabhu and
another Vs. Hon’ble Chief Justice and-others (1973 Lab ic 1399i,

. _ . ! :

0.A.1335/00 - | I ’ - 1
17.  The apdiicant a member of the $.T. was granted Grads IV
(Chief Telephcne Supervisor) promotion w.e.f.  1.7:95 by order

_déted '29.3.96 gjving“theubenefit ofifeserVation,Purpo%ted1y in

_impTementation of . the  judgment; of the-Ahhedabad Bench of . the .




| | ,{5; |
C.A.T. ”ﬁn 0.A.623/96 ,\thé applicant was on hoﬁhce to show cause
why she should nbt be reverted as she'%as{not eligible for
Dromot1on to Grade IV w.e. F ‘1F?195 ‘subm1tted !hmr ﬁexp1anation
aga1ﬁst the nrooosai ‘and also made a reoresentatpon A5 to the 4th
. responde&t, However referring to 1etter_da+ed 8 9. qqfﬁa) of ?he'
of the DOT thé,imougned order dated_4;12;2000 has been issued by_
the 'seccnd' réspohdent“AreQertjhg the apoYic%ht to Grade III.
Agg(éeVéd,by this, the applicant has filed the 0.A. Seeking -to
quasﬁ Annexure AS tO'ihe'extent it affects h?r,vdeéiaring that'
the aao:wﬂant is entitﬂed to ,Pontinun in Gfade'éiv and for

.necessarv d1rect10n to the: resuondﬁnts

18.  The résbdndents'seek to jUétify-the imbugned orders on the
basis o% th? decision'of; thé- Ahmedabad Bench of the benpraT
Admiﬂist?étive Trfbunai— in O,A,BZJ/Sb whiﬁﬂ L beem_&nhe%d by

the Gujarat High Court. = S

0.A.8/2001

' . ' i ’ !

19, " Tne applicant who joined the. sefv1ce'}bn 25.1.1966 was
qranued TBOR and BCR and was Tater Dromoted to}urade IV of BCR on

1.1994. On the basis of the‘Tnstructwohq contained in DDT’

_1etter datec 8.9. 99 in purported imp? ementat1on of the d1rect1ons‘:

' COﬁtalhed in the orde Qf'the. Ahmedabad Bencn qf_ th Centra1
_kﬁminfatrative TEibuna! in 0. A. 623/96 which was confirmod by
“the Higﬁ Court'df GQjarat ‘the fhwrd reusondent issued Annexure
AT datéd '18;1é.200D> révertlng tive - g001wca%t from Grade IV Lo

Grade‘III, ‘Aggrieved by that the aop‘1cant has - filed "this



a0p11cat ion seek1ng to quash Annexuro A1 to the extent'ﬂt‘affeots
him and for & dec]arab1on bﬂt he is entitled to continue as

o ' o : . L
Grade IV and for direction to the respondents  to allow him 1To
. . ’ - . r. .
continue ‘as. Grade 1IV. :

200 The respondentq QeeP to xustwfy the 1muugned act1on on =he
: |

ground that the Ahmedabad Bencm of Lhe Central Admi n1strat1ve
anbuna1 1n 0. A. 623/95 have heid that the ros*er on rﬁanvatlon

'wou1d nof appTy 1n the matter of placement from BCR Gr. II to - 0%

. of BCR Gr.IV. - o - |

0.A.108/2001 . o S : |

Zi. . The aop11cant be]ong1nq to bchedu1ed Caste commuhity Was

granted BCR promotlcn to Crade IV w1th effect from 1 H 1996 by

order dated 29.12.1295 {Annexure All. - On the ’basﬁsé_or the

judgment~'of whe ”entra1'Administrative Trﬁbdna?,'Ahmedabad Berich
_ ﬂ | | k »
in O.A.823/98 w;th M.A.NG. 660 56 dpc1ar1w that .reservatﬁon -18

~hot appl icable to 8C/ST camd*dates for promot ion to Grade TV BCR
L
“the firs+. respondent ;,ssued a not1ce dated 31.8.20032 {AnneXLrev

AZ} roposing teo revert hwm to urade III .The applicant §ubmntted

»
x

ra rearesencau1on . In re@1> O ,h_s representationi he ras
. . : b

received the memo da?eﬂ f1 1.2001 informing him that a'f%végratTe
decisién.'cou1d . not be taken on his representation as né revised
{nstrucﬁion had been received ffom'the DOT. He Qasi'alsé SérvedA
With - an ~order dated S 11.1.2001 LAﬂnéxure ‘A55 by whi%h he'was
L S ‘ .



AT,
reverted to Grade III with immediate _effebt. Agarieved the
' i :
applicant has filed this = appliication Cha11enging the impugned

orders. ' -

22. The .respondents have filed a reply ‘statement seéeking to
Justify the impugned orders re1ying'oh the_c#der of the_Ahmedabad'

l
4

. Bench of the Centrai Administrative Tribunaijin O.A. 623/96.
0.A.110/2001

23. .. The app11cant a member of Schedu1ed Tribe Qas promoted to
Grade IV of the BCR w1th effect 'from ‘1.1.1994 by order dated”
’94 10. 1994(Annexure A1) g1v1ng her the bener1t of.reservat1on.
_Pursuant to the orders of the DOT dated 22.8. 1997 and 8.9.1999 on
the basis of the Judgment of  the Ahmedabad Bench of ~the Central
vAdministratjve Tribuha1 in 0.A. B 623796 a__ehow—cauee notice

(Aﬂnexure AZ) Was‘served on the aob!icant gféposingvtc»reQert her
to Grade III of . the BCR. ‘The applicant submitted her
representation opposing the propdsed action.. She was eervéd with
e memo dated 11.1.2001 of the f{rsﬁ }eepondent,informﬁng her that
a favourab1e decision on her reoresentat1on wou1d not be’ taken as .
aTSoA the order of the same date rever+1nq her to Grade IIT.
Aggfieved by that the"app1icant has _f11ed‘ this app?1cat1on 

seeking to set aside the impugned orders.

24. TheA'resoondente seek to justify the 'imoughed orders

_p1ac1ng re]wance on the Judqment of the &nmedabad Bench of the:

Centra1-Adm1n1strau1ve Tr1buea1‘1n~O.A. 623VQ6




O,A.111/2001.

25, Tne aop.1can+ beTgmﬂ1ng Tu uchedu1aa uaote was oromoted to
Gra@e Iv. of DuR w1th effect from '1.?.1993 by order dated
24.10 994(Anrexur° A) Oivwna him the benefat of reservation.

Whi?e sd} the aDDiiCant.'was' Qervad w1+h a. not1ce Anneere A2

" proposing to revert h1m to Grade ' II-1n ourported‘ 1mp]ementat1on

of thé_ Judament of the Ahmedabad Bench . of the Centrai
Administrative Tribunal in "0.A. +  B23/96 . The applicant

submitted his ‘reply Annexu?e A3 opposing the proposed attion.

However the first respondent has issued the impugned orderv‘dated,

14.1.2001 revert1ng the _aan1can+ to ufade ILI AggrieWéd'the

appiiuant has f11ed th1s app11cat1on seek1ng to set- aside the

“impugned order’ Annexure A4_, - I .

286, 4he resnondents seek to JUQE1fy tne impugned acticn bm the

g;ounq‘.thau the reservatwon for Scnedqled vaqte/ScnedUWed;Tribe

s not app?ﬁcabie to Grade'lv promot1on as has been held by the

¥

in O.A.

Ahmedabad' Panch ‘of  the Cehtra?'Aﬁministrétive Tribunal 1
625/96. | ?

0.A. 220/2001 R S o

27.  The first applicant was promoted to Grade IV Bcﬁf frdm

‘30‘11.90(Annekure A) and the second aop11cant was Dromotad to
- Grade IV BCR with effect fromr 1,7}1994‘ by - Annexure A2 order
They. were promoted applying the reservaﬁﬁon roster. . Aggrieved by

the order dated ‘31;1.2001v,(Annexufe A5) by which in purported



S | - 4s.
impiementation of the Jjudgment of +the Ahmedabad Bench of the
Central Administrative Tribunal in O0,A.  [623/96 they - were

reverted to Grade. IV. They have Tiled this application seeking

to set aside the impugned orders.

28. . The respondents seek to justify the impugned action on the
~ground that the ~ Ahmedabad Bénch_of}the Cehtra1 Administrative’
Tribunal has heid that roster for reservation doces not apply for

‘blacement in BCR Grade IV. .- . o ‘ ,

OﬁA,221/°OO1 _ | »- ‘ - |

29; ' The f1rst app?wcant was promoted toiﬁéréde v BCR with
»effect ‘from 1.1.92 by Annexure A1l .order and the second app11bant
- was promotea to Grade Iv. w1th effect from 1.7. 1994 by Annexure A2
order.,'Aggr1eved‘by the order dated 22.1212OQU 'of the th1ro
respondené_ reverting them h to ' Grade ;ZII | in - ourported
1m91emehtatioﬁlof the 'judgment of the _CentraX( Administrative
Tribunal, .Ahmedabad Bénch"1h'OIA; '623/36 , the anplicants have
filed this a:é?ﬁcatﬁbn’Seekﬁng-to set as1d8'§he impugnéé order.

: - : . N _

30, The reqmondenﬁs in the reply étatemenf seek to 3ust1fv the
impggned‘ action on the baSws of the Judbment of the ‘Central

.

VAdministratﬁve Tribunal. Ahmedabad Bench in p.A;‘ 623/96.
O.A;311/200%

~31.  The apo11cant belong1ng to Schadu4ad ste was placed in
t{he Grade IV of ‘the BCR with effert from 30.11.90 by order dated

‘16,8.91 (Annexure A1Y _giving her the benef1t of reservation




.20. , ' S '
o » : ].-

Aqqrieved by the 1mpqgned order dated 27.11. 40@0 (Ann@xure‘A4) by

which ghe is reverted to Grade III on the basis of the Eette, of

the | OT da 8.9.99 , the app?wcant haS T1:ed this amn?1cation
Seek?ng«tc sec aside the\immugned'drders;h

32. The raspondents seek to justify the impugned order on the
groung that the Ahmedabad Bench of the Central Admini t#at1ve
Tribunal in 0.A. - 623/9B6° has rheld that the reservation roster

do=2s not appiy to Grade IV promction.

+
|
I
I

ég Wa have merusedvthé oleadings in é?f these cases;and} have
heérd the 1earned"cansei on eitﬁek'éide; The short guestion
that calls %or. adjud%catﬁon in these ' cases is whethe% ‘the
elevation to .Grgdev IV of BCR is a pfcmotibh which'attradts the:
roster communal reservatégn.v The Ahmbaaoad Bench of the Tribunal

i 0.AL823/86 he

PR |
ot

\J

hat the ele ddL?Oﬁ to, Grade IV of ' BCR  not

. f.i‘;

being an apgointment +to a higher post, is not a pramotiqnvand

therefore, the princirie of réservation 1is 1inapplicabie. The

ty

Judgement <F - the Ahmedabad Bench of the Tribunal was uphe/ld ty

the Hon’bie High Court of Gujdrat in OP.No0.685/98. - As -the

Bangalcre Bench of the Tribunal did not agree with the view taken.
by the Ahmedabad Bench of CAT, the issue was referred to a| Full

sanch of the Tréﬁuna%. . The Fuli Bpnhh of the Tribunal 1in

.. Rajaram Naik and Others Vs. The Additional Director, CGHS
ore and others and in other cases considered the 1$sueq
referred.  One o‘ the issues referrad c the Ldrqer anch was*‘

"Whether Q]acemVnt in 10 per cent BCR {Grade V)
as per the scheme dated 16.1G.90 on the basis of ‘seniority




34
.21,

: | ‘ :
in basic grade amounts-to oromotwon and 1if so, whether
reservation for bcheduied castes and. scheduled tribes in

- those BCR Grade IV pocts is not apnr1cab‘e°

. I . : .
4.  The  Full Bench ancwpred to these Dpoints in the
: i 4

affirmative. Wnile “eauhwng that conclusion the Fui? Bench

: v |
considerad the fchervations, of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in

variouvs decisions on “he 1ssue " The Fu?1 Bench too< note of the

chservations of the - ApexX Court in State of}Ra]acthan Vs. Faten‘

Chand Soni (1899) 1 SCC 562), thé Aoex Courﬂ'observed as follows:

"The High Court in our apinion, was not raqht in.  holding.
that promotion can only be to a hwgher post in. the service.
and appowntment to a higher scale o7 an officer hoiding-
the same post does not constitute prowot.on.  In the

‘1iteral sense the word ‘nromote’ means "to advance to a
higher position, grade, or .henour”. So . also "promotion’
means “advancement or prefarment in nonour,. dignity, rank,
or grade", (See Webster’s Comprehensive Dictionary.
international Edn.,. P.1009) ‘Promotion’ thus not -onily
‘covcrs' advancement to higher pesition or rank but also
'1mp:1eq advancement to a higher grade. in service law
aiso the  expression promotion has lbeen understood ih the
wider sense and it has been he?c that Drcmot1on- can . be
either to a higher pay scale or' to d higher Doét

1

35.° The Full Bench alsc noted that the Sonstitution ‘Behch of

-1

ﬁhe' Apex Court in Rawgrésad vé;D K. VTJ ywand obhezs(AIR 1999 SC.

3563) referred to reVsew the 0r1nc1p1e 1aad down 1in Fateh Chand

Soni.“‘ca se. It was on the bas:*_of fhe above author1t1es that

the Full Bench held that the Diaﬂement in ‘“% BCR (Grade 1IV) ési

ner the scheme dated 16 10. 19890 on theAbasvs of sen1ority in

bas1c qraae amounts to promot1on and theréTore sreservation fér.
I

5C/ST'is app;1cab1e to such DFOWOL ion . We are OT the v1ew that

th@ Fu11 Bench has sett]ed the issue to be fo1iowed bv all - the

~-Bencheq oF the uentrai Adm1n1stratzve 7r1buﬂa1

36. Tne 1earned counsel of the resoordent\ referred us to the

ruWihg of -a Full Bench of the &era1a He qk‘fourt t?tled N.G.Prabhu



and anothe?vvs.The'Hon’b1e.Chief‘Justice and others, reportéd in

1973 Lab I.C. 1399, TheAHon;b?e“High“Court in  that haQe was

considering  whether nomination of -a Seriior Stenographer 40 the
- ’ ’ . Lo s ) ,A . |
‘Selection Grade was a promotion in terms of defimition of

promotion in  the ;e1bvant raije, Thz facts of this case are
. . L. N " i i . ‘
entwre?y different and fbe ruiss considered are aiso dif Qrent

Therefore. the decision of the targer Bench of the Tribunal
, , _ |

'Spni’

foilowing the decision of the Apex Court in  Fateh Chaﬂd_ s
.ase that roster for reservation has to be dppiied for. pl acement

i ﬁhé.Grade IV BCR is bound tpﬁbe followed by all the Behches of

,the Tribunal. ; : ‘ » o _ |

N N . . . - ) \
37. In the. I.ghb of thﬂ abova d?S“ use 1on§ we FTind that:@ the

. . |

impugned orders in a11j these cases -are unsustainable. .| W2

"W
1y

" . o 1 P ) i T ' ; S . “.A 3
therefore. allow these app ications setting aside the 1mpugned
; e s : S

.orders to >thé eXtent‘they af?éqt the aauiicants dec?aringfthaﬁ
the agﬁqﬁcaﬁts weré ent, it}ed ﬁs ccnténue in the.Gradé v c¢f f56¥1
on fihe bééfs of their promotions giving them the behefi@ of
resérvatioh; |

. ,

o

38. In 0.5.1281/00 as the applicant has siice peen retired ., the

respondents are directed %o treat . that the applicant: to have
. - - . ; - - . 1

continued 1in the Grade IV BCR and to make availabie to him, the

afrears of pay and allowanéés and’enhahced pensionary banafits.
. - . . ‘
. 39. In 0.A.Nos.1290/00 and - f29€{QG as there . was . no ‘intgrim

order of stay, the arplicant was vreverted;  Respondents are
. ) \ .
the Grasde IV FPR

therefore directed to re'‘nstat

(“i‘
ot
o3
Pl
ke
[ I
ek
i
e}
s
3
o+
and
3

§

as if the impugned order did not take effect and -make avaTr&bT
’ |

“te him the arrears of pay and ailowarices.



-~
P Ae ‘

40, The above directions shall be compiied with within a
o ' ’ : o ‘ AR
period of two months from the date of receipt of a copy of this

|
order. No cosis.

Deted the 20th March,. 200

TNY

sd/~ - - - 8a/-

T.N.T.NAYAR o | "A.V.HARIDASAN
ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER o VICE CHAIRMAN

rv/nij

APPENDIX

s

0.A.1347/2000
ADp?icantS"Annexures~'

1. A-1i: ' True photocopy of the order NOJTFC/ST—S“S—BCRfSO
: promoting 1st . and  2nd appiicants to the post of
! Grade IV. BCR dated 25.2.91. | -
True photocopy of the order “No,STA/30-25/Rlgs/94
* jesued from the office of the 2nd respondent dated
5.2.97. ' ' ' -

N
d
N

/

True photocopy of =~ the ofder No . 22~6/94~TE:II
jesued by 1st respondent dated 13.2.97.
. N T

(%

o
U

5]

4. A-4: ‘ A'frue photocopy = of ‘the’ reversion order

‘ No.TFC/5t.8-8/BCR/2000 issued : 1O st and 2nd
’ appiicants from Office. of the 7nd respondent cated
"23.10.2000. : . )

(62
T
o)

True photocopy ~ of . the reversion order
No.ST.737/BCR/10%/2000/3 issued to Src appiicant .
from Office of the 2nd respondent dated 28,8.2000."

Respondents’ Annexures

1. R-2A: ohotocopy of the order in \OfA,SZS/BG dated.

: 11.4,1997 of the CAT, Ahmedabad Bench.
0. R-2B: ' Photo copy of ~the order No.b2-6/94-TE.II dated
13.12.1995 of the Ministrvy of Communications, New
] De?hT. . ! -, i B .
- ]
~ L



-

Applicant’s Annexures:
- o |

the Order NQ.ST.BCR/10%/Pt./14 dated

1. A-1: . True caopy o7 &
S ' 4.12.2000 issued by the 3rd respondent. to the
applicant. N : :
2. “A-2: True copy of the Mairc [Ho.3T7-1030/8C Q/xern/III/4‘
gdated 25.11.98 issuea by th Deputy penera
Manager (Admn), Office . o thz General Mahager,
Telecom Disurict, Trivondrum to the applicant.
N |
. A-Cu True copy of the Mew: No.ST 654/Tech/10%/16' dated
" £.8.2000 issued by ithe DGM (Admn), Officelof the
3rd respondent to the appiicant.
o e . |
4., A-4 . True copy of ‘the representation dated 4,9.200u
submitted by uhe dﬂﬂllbaﬁu to the 3rd respondent
N |
5. A-5B: L True copy of the rﬁﬁreJenfa ion. dated 4,3.2000
T ' submitted by the appilicant. to the 1st resnam dent.
8. A-6: True copy of the lLetter No.ST- CR/1O%/Dt/§1 dated
o _ 4.12.2000 issued bv the DGM (Pig& Amn.), +e1ecch

District, Trivandrum-23 to the appiicant. ‘
N N
Respondents’ Annexures:

. A
e copy of .et er No. 20-8/ /C4-TE-T1 dated 22.8.97

1. R-1: Tru
» ' “igsued by the-DOT. o N
2. R-2: True copy of Juagemeﬁt, int 0.A No=523/96 by
AT, S :

Abamadabad C.

3. R-3: True ~copy of Judgement in . 1887(4) ATCia;S by
C.A.T. Jdabalpur Benon. '

4. R-4: - True cepy of the Judgament in 1973 Lab I 1382 by
- Kerala High Court. |

5 R-&81 True copy of the letter No.22-5/94-TE 11 issuad by

DOT, New Delhi. . . ‘ f
O.A. 1291/2000 o [

Avplicant’s Annexures: L | . o
1. A-t: . Tirue copy of the Crder NO.JT.BCR/10%/Pt./14 dated
- 4.12.2000 issued by the 3rd . respondert to.

apot1cant ’ o

LoA-ZT True copy of the Memo MNc.ST-1030/90-382/9% cated
22.4.91 issued by the Divisional Engineer (Admn}.
Office of the Telecom D1QLr1ct Manager, Trivandrum
to the app11cant



Applicant’s Annexures:

3.  A-3
&, A-4
5. A-5
6. . A-B
7. A-T
.Respondents
1, R-1
2. R-2
3. R-3

True copy of the Memo No.ST 654/Tech/10%/17 dated
8 8.2000 issued by the DGM (Admn), Office “of the
ard respondont to the aoo?vcant ’

W

'True copy of the representat1on dabed 21.8.2000
_sutmitted by the aopn1uant to the ?rd respondent

Trua,copv of the repres en*at1on dated 21,8,2000
%ubm1utec by the apmi cant. to the 1st respondent.

\
True bODy . of the regrebentac10ﬂ dafed 18.9.2000
oubm1tted by the dpps.gart to the 3rd resoondent

True copy of the Let:er No. b:-BCR/?OW,Pt/11 dated
4.12.2000 1issued by the DGHM (P]g& Amn.), Telecom
D1Qtr1ct Tr1vandrum 22 to the apo?1Cant

Annexures:

r

True copy of .the DOT letter datedv-722;8.97

No.STA/30-25/R1gs/%4.

True copy of Judgement of the Hon’ble Centra1

~ Administrative Tribunal. Abamadabad Bench. in O.A
No.623/96. r

L3

. True copy of the order of | DOT dated '5.9.99
NO.22—6/94-TE 11 S

0.A.1302/2000

Applicant’s Anpexures:

A1

b i’""‘\'a. . .

Trus .copy of memorandum No.KL/TR/5-3/13

C.g1.18.9.1994 of the Govt. -India, Indian - Posts

and Telegraphs Department.

irue  cooy " of memo  No.ST/BCR/10%/Gen1/10/95
dt.29 .1996 OT the 2nd respondant

True copv , of mnmorandum NO. “T/BCR/1O//99/18
dt.8.8. aOOG of . the 1st- respomden '

 -True bopy of the repreQentat1on at. Zo g, 2000 to
the 1st resaondent

True copy . of - letter . ‘No. ST/BCR/1 0%/9*/11
'dt 4.12.2000 of the 18% responden+>

\ . .
True _Copy_ of the -basic grade.eenicrity Jist as
obtafning on 1.1.96. ' & ‘

True Copy of the modei iobter for promotion.

"
True copy of crder No Q—a127/PEN/8 dt.23.8.94 of

the 2nd respondent. \



Respondents Annéxures:

True copy of-
5.9.97 issued by
Trivandrum.

True copy of
YQU-UG‘L’/DC GQ‘

ea 11
Administ raLGe 71

T

True copy

4339 of 1272
~ Court, Full Bench

0.A. 132‘/2000‘

Applicant’s Annexures:

‘Hon’ble High Court of
LAB.I:Cﬁ1399‘CV 6C 3133

-..¢/

the Order NOo.
tﬂe fs_:u.'

the dea*meﬁh

of the order dt.Z
Aﬁmﬁnistratsve Tribunal, i

True copy of. the JuGgsment
dated - 18.3.7

Kerala

A/S 25/R1g8 34 dated
Cir (staff L),

'

ir DA No.BZ23/ Q6 WTsH MA
97 of the Cantral
-amedahad,_ , -

he CenqraY
.Nos. 4323 land ’

¥ the Kera'a High

détedj

1. A-1: True copy of. memo. No.ST.BCR/10%/78/7/22
L 8.8.2000 of the 1st respondent. ‘
-?1“ A-2: ' True copy of the rtbrebentat1on dt 21 3. 4000 to
' o the 18t recpﬁndenh. ,
: |
3. A-3: True'copy of: the C"aC?tobﬁ iist of Telephone
Operators (basic crads). as on 1.1.96 of | the
Secondary Switching Area circulated by  the Znd
respondent | vide No.ST.BG63/T0/1/82 dt.18.7.2600.
. , _ ’ . y
4 A4 - True cony - of. .orasr NO.ST R,|u°/4f‘ 3
dt.4.12.2000 of the ist r Ssﬁndenu.A : U
5. A-5: True copy of the order 4t.i1. 97 in 0.A No.8623/98
~f Lﬁe Anamedabad Bencn © :Je u,A.T. t
6. A-6 ‘Truevcaﬁy of the Model Roster cadre stfenoth Jupto
. 15, ' : .
Respondents’ Annexuras:
1 _R—1" True copy of the order of OOT dt.5.2.97.- {
2. R-2: - True copy .of the order dated 11.4.97 of C.A.T.,
< Ahamedabad Bench in C,A.No.82 3/96 with M.A. 050f96
3, R-3: True copy of  the ordar dt.24.3.84 of C. A T.,
' Jabalpur Bencn repor?@d "n 1987 (43 Adm1nTstrau1ve
Trwbunatc paseb. 1 S
i
G. R-4: TrUe copy of the iudgement (Ful1 Bench; of the

recortea in f}973'

ot
i



o | 0.A.1322/2000 -

Applicants Annexure : | . ' S

1.. A-1:,  True photocopy of the order No.E.1/R1gs/BCR/226

' promoting' 1st applicant to the post of Grade 1V,
3CR dated 21.1.97. oo ‘

2. A-2: True photocopy of the order NO.E.35/79 cromoting
' ' 9nd appiicant to the woat of Grade IV,‘ BCR dated
.6.06. ' . -
3 A¥3 True photocopy of th e order No STA/ 0 - 25/R1gs/94
' issued from the office of the 2nd .respondent dated
5.9.97. \ g '
4 ) | :
4. A~4: True photocopy of .the order - No. 22~ 6/94 TE II
o 1ssued by 1st respondent dated 18.2.1997,

3 A-5 True photoﬁopy , of the lrevers1on order
No.TFC/St~8-6~ BCR/2000 issued to. the 1st applicant
~from office of the 2nd respondent dated
23.10.2000. . o : . .

6. A-6: :., True bhotocopy of ,' the ireversion order

: .~ No.TFC/St-8-6-BCR/2000 issued to the 2nd applicant
from office  of the 2nd respondent  dated
23.10.2000. B '

. ’ . | .
7 A-7 True copy of, the ‘notice of reversion

No.ST/EK-262/29/Gr.IV/3 issued- by .3rd respondent
Lo the applicants dated 27.1?.20q0. .

Respondents Arnexures:

1. R=1: ‘True copy of the judgment passed . by Central
s - Administrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench - in’
. ' 0.A.M0.623/96 dated 11.04.97. | S

2. R-2:  True copy of the —order No.22-6/94-TE-II dated
£.9.99 issued by the Dzpartment. ‘ :

~ 0.A. '1330/2000
Appiicantfs Annexures:

1. A=t . .True.copy of memo No.ST-1030/11/52 dt.23.3.1992 of
the 2nd respondent. ' | :
2. CA-2: True copy of memo  No.ST. BLR/10%/TU/1/2?~
: " dt.8.8.2000 of ‘the 1QT respondent.
v . i .
: “True ,copy -of tke representat1on dt 21. 8 2000 to
the ist. reepondent r -

(3]
?.
[

;

. %;r(.'_ _ ) ~ . - ‘ i



0.A.No. 133572000

Agplicart’s Annexures:

Applicant’s Anﬁexures: :
“. )
4. A-4: -Trus copy Gﬁ‘qeniO: ity 1ist of. TeWéphona Ocerators
: {pasic grade} as o 1.1.26 was c1rbu§at0d by the,
2nd regpondent v ide No.8T. /TQf1/RZ_
gt.18.7.200C0.
5. AT5: True copy - of  oraer Mo.ST. BCR/?QV/PT
gn.4.12.2000 of thz s v*bDOhdeP ‘
. \
8. A-6: True copy of the order in‘SA No.B23/96 ct.11.4.97
S . of the Ahamedabad Lepon of the C.ALT. o
7., A-T: True copy of tht Modae] Rqster Cadre strengthﬁ upto
1:\. . . :: T .
e \
Respondents’ Annexures: ;
i R-2A: Photo copy of thé order dated 22,8.97 of thq‘reot
of Telecommunication. ‘ o
2. R-2B: Photo copy of the order in DA 522/96 dated 11.4.97
of the C.A.T Ahmedabad pench.’ ' ;
3. R-2C bhoto ‘copy of the order. in  T.A. 139/86 dated
. z4.3.87 of the C A. gaba?ﬁur;Bench¢ |
4y R-2D: Proto copy of the 9 ard 4358/1972
o dated 16.3.18973 of Court. |

N

[¢2]

A

ol

.

True

True CoDY of memo
dt.29.3.96 of the Zna re
ruz  copy -of memo NO
.8,2000 of the 2nd respo
‘True .copy of letter NO.
the

ard respondent.

True cony of the rgnreé
the 2nd reéspondent.

_ cooy 'of u%e repr
the 4th,respcondent.

True copy of the order d
of ‘the Ahmedabad Bench

‘EL_ enf

‘No.-ST/BCR/ 1@%/u§n./9/95‘

S -BC l /TLJ/ 7/t_1 datej
ndent. . |

22~ 8/?4 TE.IT dt.8,9.99 of

antation .dt.21.8.2000 G
{

-esentation dt.21.8,.2000 to

t : 1
f the C.A.T. . |

s



Applicant’se
7. A-7
8. A-3
9. A-2

2 R-2B

3 R-2C

4 R—-2D
Aoﬁ11caﬁ ‘s
1. At

2 A-2

3. A-G:
Respondent
t. R-1

2 R-2:

i
™3
w0

{

Annexures:
True copy of the seniority- list ‘circulated with
ietter -No. “T/Sbo/;0/1/8z dated 19.7.2000 of the
2nd respondg ent - ' : :
True copy uF the Mode]l dGQter for a cadre strength
- ? o . . 4. i - . .
Trus \’copy cf - order . NO. QI.BuQ’10%/Dt/13
t.4.12.2000 of the 1st respondent.
Annexures: .

Photo copy of the order No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94 dated
5.9.97 of the Cniesvﬁvnera? Manager, Trivandrum.

Photo copy of the order in O.A. 623/96 dated
'11.4.97 of the C.A.T., Ahmecabad Bench. '

Photo copy of thezjordar- in T.A.139/86 " dated
24.3.87 of the C.A.T., Jaba}pur.Beﬁch. '

Photo copy of the judgement in 0.P.4329 & 4339/72
dated 18.3.73 of the Hon bia High Court of Knra1a

A.8/2001

Annexurfes:

Trua cbpv'cf the Memo No?E?/SEﬁ/Co]W,III/S'>dated
18.17.2600 issued for the Srd'respondent. :

True coty of the Mamn NOG. E~*/3?6/C01 1/54 dated
21,598 issued by ths  Assistant uhnefa¥ Matiager

R
(Admri), ©Office of - the General Manager. Telecom
District, Kottavam. ) g

copy  of o the Order  No. s2-6/04-TE-11 dated

True
13.12.85 issued by the Director (TE), Department
of T o ,

elecom District. New Ge?hi.

& Annexures:,

True copy ~of the order of. the Central
administrative Tribinal, Ahemedabad Bench in O.A
623/36 with M.A 650/927 dated 11,4f97. T '

True copy of DOT -letter No.22-6/94-TE-II dated
2.2.99. | ,



0.A.108/2001 . -

Applicant’s Annexures : . . o ,.vr

1.

N

Respondents’

1.

N

I

3

.A—i:

A2

R—1(a}:

R-i(b);

R-1(c):

CR-1{(d):

Apb1ican£’s Annexures. :

A-1:

- 1022 of 1998 dated 22.4.2000. .

ADG, (TE).

Director Te?ecom, New Delnhi. S

True copy of ordeér No.ST-G/Jus/Grade IV/1/16 dated
26.12.1995 bof the ist rasn cndent

Trua copy  of order N@ 87~ /Gr age IV/TDS/28 dated
21.8.2000 of the 1st responden ﬂ~ '

“True copy of the representaticn dated 0.9.2000 =o
the ist respondent. [

TrQe Coﬁy' of - memo No L E-1,/R ?q /STBP5/11A37 datgd
11.1.2001 of the 1st respondent.

+

True copy of memo. No.E~-1/R ?qQ/STBPs/LI/jc dated

©11.1.2001 of the 1st veSDOﬁdeﬁ : l

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

Annexures . A : _ k

True copy Qf agrder in CA. 622/96 dated 11 4‘1997 of
. Hon’ble C.A.T, Ahmedabad Bench. o ‘
True copy of letter No.22-6/94-TE-II dat@dt’” 8.97
issued by Director - of !e?ecom New Del with
covering letter No.STA/30-25/R1gg/94 dated 5.9.97
of Assistant D1rector( staff), Office of CGMT.
irWVdndrum .- . : ' z

Letter. No.22/6/S4.TE.II dated ©.7.99 ipsued by

Circular No.2-6/94-TE dated B8.9.99 isslied by

'0,A.11b/2do1" : “.'-v_",r

- True - copy of memo - No. ST A/Gr IV/TOS/QL dated
24. w 94 m‘ tha 18t resnondent. S M :

True cocv of maemo . No.&8T~ A/Gr IV/TDS/SO‘ - dated
31.8.2000 of the 1st resaondenu, '

‘ ' ' \ _
True 'CODY of the repreaentat1on dated n11 to the
Deputy GeneraW Managet . Koﬁ}am ‘ '



&

Applicant’s Annexures:

4. A-4:  True CQDy.Of memo No.E-I/Rigs/STEPs/II/38 dated
o - - 11.1.2001 of the 1st respondent.

5. A-5: _ .True copy of memo Nd.E~-I/Rl1gs/STEPs/II/36 dated
: 11.1:2001 of the 1st respondent. -

6. A-8: . True copy of the order ‘of theﬁCAT‘ Rangalcore Bench

in " O.A.No0s.24%,870. and 1022 | of 1999 dated
26.4.2000. ' o ' ' L

Respondents’ Annexures : o l

1. R-1(a): Order ﬁn'OA 823/96 dated 11.4.1997 CAT, Ahmedabad

Bench ‘

‘2. R=1(b): True copy of letter No.22- 6/94 TE dated 22.8.97.
issued by Director of Telecom w1th covering letter
No.SAT/30-5/R1gs/94: dated at Trivandrum the
5.9.1997 . issued by .0/oc CGMT, Kerala Circle,
Tr1vandrum - ' , o

3. R-1(c): Department - of Telecom letter No.22-6-94-TE.II

dated 9.7.99.

“

4, 'R—J(d):~_Department of Telecom -3etter} No.SAT/2-6/94-TE.II
' ‘ dated 8.9.99. : ' S

C0.A.111/2001 -

14

" Abplicant’s Annexures : - :

< o ]

_1} A-1: True copy of memo NO.STmA/Gr;IV/TOS/ZZ - dated
' 24.10.94 of the st respondeht' ’ S
A=-2:  , True copy of - memo 'No’%«—A/[r IV/Tus/zq ' dated

31.8.2000 of the ist resnohdent

3. . A-3:  True copy of the raprebentat10h dated 19.9. 2000 to

. the Deputy General ,qnaqes

4. A-4: True copy of memo No. E I/R]gQ/STEPS/II/ 36 ‘dated.

11,1-2001 of the 1Q+ resoondent

: | _ '
True copy of the order of the CAT. Bangalore Bench
in  O0.A.Nos.241, 870 and 1022f of 1959 dated
26.4.2000. ) . v

[&)]
x
3]
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o

!

Resp'onden‘t.s > Annexures o

1. R-1{a): True cooy of the order Gn 0.A.No.823/ ‘a6 of Hon’b1el
o o Central Adm nistrative Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench.

4. R-1(b): True copy of letter Ho.22- h/94'TE II dated £2.8.87
' » ‘ of 2nd respondent  with covering ‘tiet Ter‘ gatec
5.9.97. ) ' SR

rus copy of the latter No.22-8/94-TE- IIi'datecj

3. .R“?{C)Z T
©3.7.99. ' - ‘ o
‘4, R-1{d): True Copy of thd  letter No.22 ~“/94—TE 11 datec
:8.9.99. - . ' ‘
O.A. -227/2001 i

"Applicants’ Annexures :

1. A-1:  True photocopy, of the order No.E.II/4/STBR/5Y
' issued. from office of the 3rd respondent promoting
1st  applicant to the ooat of urade IV, BCR dated
16.8. 91 ‘

2., A-2: True phothoay of the Qrder NO.ST/EK—224/EQ/1f26
issued from office of the 3rd resDOﬂdent}to Znd
applicant dated 21.8.37. T :

3. A=3: . True photocopy of the order. No.STA/30-25, b igs/84
issued - from the . office of 1st'resoondent dated
5.9.1897. ' . S

4 A-4: True photocopy of the Tletter No.T22-6/84-Tk.I-
issued from office of the 2rd respondent dated
13.2.1997. | » B

‘5. . A-5: . True photocopy of the proposed oastﬁoneﬁeht o~
promotion =~ to = Grade IV Tetter NO.
ST.EK-224/29/11/30 issued. to aao]i:aﬁtﬁ-, from
_office of 3rd respondent dated 21.1.2001 ‘l »

Rosoondents Annexures : C .

1. R 1: -' True;~cony of "the 1etter No.?2-6-94-TE.I1I dated

' ©13.,12.95 issued by ‘the Director, Denartment of
Telecom. . _ S, : ' ‘} . '
True -copy cof 1nstru3twons 18wued by the Deoartmet

na
7
N

‘Telecom No. 2; 94—!E I7 dated 8.9.99.

|
]
I
[
1
L
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- . 0.A.221/2001
Applicants Annexures.

1. A-1: True photocopy of the order No.ST/EK-225/28 /I1/68
- < igssued from Office of 3rd respondent promoting ist

applicant to  the post .of Grade IV, BCR dated
2.4.83. . i ’ ' ’

. . ' - : - [ .

2.. A-2:_ True -'photocopy of thz order . No.ST/EK-218/29/8
issued from the Office of the 2rd respondent to
‘2nd applicant dated 14.12.95,. | oo :

True ‘photocopy of .the order NofSTA/30—2é/ngs/94

3 A-3:
, ~ iﬁsued from the Office of 1st resporident dated
997 v ' L ' .
AL A4 ~,True ohotocopy of the _?etter ‘Né,T.22-6/94+TE}II
B igesued from Office . of the 3rd respondent dated
13.2.97. : - : ! .
5 A-5 True photocopy of the propbséﬁ of . reversion’

-+ No.ST.EK-218/28/11/42 _ issued to applicants from
~the Office of 2nd’ responcent dated 22.12.2000.

Respondents’ Annexures.

1. R=1: Trué copy of jetter. No.22- 6/94 TE-TI ‘dated
I 13.12.95 WQSUEG by M1n1°try of Commun1cat1on

2.  R-Z: - True >ccov-of order 1in ;ette: NQ.ZZ“G/ 94-TE daued
8.9.99. BSNL of ADG,(TE). -
3. R-3 True copy of order No.ST/EK-218 /29/1/47 dated

7.2.2001, BSNL, boch1n revert1nq the applicants.
0.A.311/2001 '
Applicant’s Annexures: .

chotocopy  of  the order Nﬁ E/FI/i/S'EH/““

issued from office of 3rd respondent promoting
‘ applicant - to the post of Grade IV. BCR dated
16.8.91 ' - P o
2. A-2 . True photocopy of the . order ‘No.STA/30-25/R1gs/94-:
issued from the office of 1st respondent dated
5.9.97. - ‘ o
3. A=3i - True photocopy of the letter No.T22-6/94-TE-II
" issued. from - office of the 3rd respondent dated
.13.2.97. | B
4. A-4: -True nhococopy of the proposed postponement of
' ‘ oromotwcn : . of © Grade A letter

 -No.ST.EK—262/29/Gr.IV/S issued to applicant ~from.
the office of 3rd.respondent dated 27.11.2300.

e
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