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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNJ\L, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR. 

OA NO. 250/2002 DATE OF ORDER: 

Lalchand Saini son of_ Shri Poori Lal ~aini, Telecom Machanic 

aged about 52 years, resident of Nainwa Roan, Innira Colony, 

BuncH. 

. .•• Applicant. 

VER~US 

1. Union of India through ~ecretary to the Government of 

India, Department of Telecom, Ministry of Telecommunications, 

Sanchar Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. The Chief General Manager Telecommunication, 

Rajasthan Telecom Circle, sardar Patel marg, Jaipur. 

3. The General Manager Telecom District, Kota. 

4. The Telecom nistrict Rngineer, Bunc'li • 

•.•.• Respondents. 

rrr. R.P. Pareek, Counsel for the applicant. 

CORAM 

Ron' ble Mr. 1\.P. Nagrath, 'Hember ( Ac'lministrative) 

Hon'ble Mr. J.K. Kaushik, Member (Judicial) 

ORDF.R 

PER HON'BLE MR. J.K. KAUSHIK, MF.~ffiF.R (JUDICIJ\L) 

Shri Lal Chana Saini has filed this OJ\ u/s l9 of the 

1\nministrative Trihunal' s 1\ct for seeldng a direction to 

allow to vmrk: on the post of Telecom 1"\echanic for which he 

has qualified the ~creening Test and acquired practical 

training and treat him the employee of the respondent 

department. 

2. The case of the applicant is that he was appointed 

for Group IV post on dated 9·.·fi·. 79 in the office of Post 

Master Rundi. In the year 1993, he was directed to join as 

Telegraph Messenger iD the Telegraph office, Bundi. He also 

qualified the -~creening test of the Postal 'T'elecom l"'lechanic 

in May, 1999 and has also been imparted the requisite 

training as well allowed due fixation in the r~vised scale of 
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of Telephone HechaniQ. He sought absorption by option in' 
-Rharat sa~cha~ Nagar Ltc1. (h~reinafter referr'ed as· BSNL). He 

has· been permanently abscirbed .in BSNL w.e.f.'_l.lO.?nnn vide 
\. ' 

communication dated ?..S .1. 2nn7, (Ann~xure :A/12). He' is 

·a~cordihgly w0rking on the post of Telegraph messenger in the 
. . ··. ·._ 

. pay . scale. of 3200-49()0 {n the office 9f Telecom District 
·, r 

Buc'lni iri BSNL. Tt is averred that 1now oroer' o'atec1 18.3. 2002 
'' 

has been passed.; 'wherein it has . been dir~cted that t,he 

applicant,', a postal -employee,,_ be ·relieived fer his. parent­

. department: immediately. The applicant has ·challengeo .. the 

o:tder dated. 18.3 •. 2n,n2 (Annexure A/1) by which his- cohtrolling . ' . . ........ . 
"' / 

authm;i ty 'has been directed/ to relieve him -for training in 
\ ' - ' ' 

Postal_ Department. Tt has ben stated that the applicant . has . ., / . , 
not .been r~lieve,d from the present post. as ·yet. 

,-

3. · We have heard the submissionr;; 'fi1ade: by the learned 
', 

counsel for the applicant and p~rused .the. records. of this 

c;ase •• · 

4· 
~ 

· After permanent absorption in . BSNL w. e. f. 1 • ln. 2 n n n, 

the ?ipplicant has bec.ome a. permanent employ~e of B,SNL. BSNL 
' . . ' ' I . . ~ . ' -

_is .a _corporate body and·it has_not been'notified u/s·l4_6f 

the Administra-tive 1Tribunal•s' Act and unless it is notifiec'l., 

we are not in ·a position to .entertain this OA for want of 

jurisdiction. Thus we cannot issue any direction in the 
•\ 

matter s,ince the "'impugned or0~r ·has been- issued by BSNL and 

the .applicant · is a _ p,ermanent emplc;:>yee of the same. VJe are 

fortified in our v-iew by the judgement oated 3 .1. 2001 in. Ol\ 

No. 2/2001; Prabir Kant Chaudhary vs ~ Union of I.ndia /& 

Others r~ported at P~'ge A, o:f Swamy News, :7\pril 2nn1 ~ 

- ' 

5. In v~ew .of the aforesaid discussion, -we ' cannot· 

. enter:tain t,_his OA, and are left with~ no option except to 

return this OA to the applicant · for presenting . the same 

with . the a·pp;r:-opriate fo~urh. We de) so acco;r:-dingl y ~.nd direct 

the Regis~ry._-. accordingly. 
I' 
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)en~~(~~ 
(J .K .- ~AUSHIK) 
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(A.P. NAGRATH.) 

·HEHBF.R (J) MF..HBF.R (A) 

ARQ'- I . 


