
CENTRAL ADMINI2TRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH : JAIPUR---

Date of Ot·der 

1. OA No.26/2000 • 

15.04.200.4 

. Hanuman Pr::tsad Sharma S:'c• LateShri Ramesh c;handra 
Sh3rma, ao:;Jed ab.:•ut 58 years, r/c• Reengus Distt. 
Sil:ar at present worl:in9 as Seni•:•r Sect ion 
Supervisor, Office of T.D.M., Rewari (Haryana) • 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India, through Secretary to Government 
-----·-of India, Minist.t~y r:.f Com_mpnJ·:::at_;i.~:·o::l_,_Depaxtment of 

. cfeT~.::oinmu_n_T(;at ions, Ne\or Delhi. 

2. The Director 
of Telecommunication, 
Delhi. 

General, 
Gc.vet·nment of 

Department 
India, new 

3. Chief deneral Manager, 
Rajasthan :ircle, Jaipur. 

Telecommunication, 

4. Principal General Manager, Telecom District, 
Jaipur. 

• •• Respondents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh Proxy counsel for 
Mr. M. s. Gupta, counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Vijay Singh, proxy counsel for 
Mr. Bhanwar Bagri counsel for the respondents. 

2.' OA No.ll0/2000. 

o. P. Agrawal 2.'o Shri Banwari Lal by cast Agrawal 
al)ed about 55 yeat·s, resident c·f A-.J36, Mal7iya 
Nagar, Jaipur-17, presently working in the office 
6f the Gener~l Manager, Telecom Distt. Jaipur. 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the 
Govt. of India, Department of Telecommunication 

, Sanchar Bhawan, New D~lhi. 
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2. Chief General r-1anage1:-, Telecom, 
RajasthanCircle, Jaipur-8. 

3. General Manag•r, Tel~com Distt. Jaipur-10 • 

• ~ •. Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. N.C. Goyal counsel for the re~pondent NO.lto3. 
Mr. Surendra Singh Proxy counsel for 
Mr. M. s. Gupta counsel for respondent N0.4. 

3. OA.N0.237/2000. 

Sampat Ram Laddha, son t:•f 2h ri · Ham P::tl Laddha, 
aged 36 years, resident •)f Quartet~ UO.l7, 
Telephone Colony, B~pu _Nagar, Bhilwara, Senior 
Telephone Operating As~istant (P)~ Bhilwara. 

Applicant. 
{), 
~ 

v e r s u s 

1. Unic•n of India through the ·Secretary to the 
Government of India, Department of Telecom, New 
Delhi. 

2. C'hief General 
Circle, Jaipur. 

Hanager Telecom, Rajasthan 

3. The Director (Examination), Department 
... -· ____ 'l'_e}.~-~-o.J!I, ___ P.?.ls Bh~-~?n ,_ .N.~_w _ _])~l_h i_~ .. ·-·-- ___ _ --·· 

4 .. Assistant Director (Recruitment), Department of 
telecom, Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur. 

• • Respondents. 

Mr. F. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Vijay Singh proxy counsel for 
Mr. Bhanwar B3gri counsel for the resp0ndents. ~~ 

4. OA No.582/2001. 

I1oor Ahamad S_lo Shri 
Mohomadan aged about 55 
NO.~, behind Akash wani 
working as S.D.O.T. Bonli 

noor Moha~ad by cast 
years, resident of H. 
Colo~y, Kota, presently 
District, sawaimadhopur. 

· ••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

· · · ..... -- ·· r.- ·uni•:tn-----·of In-aia t'ht.-oii~;Jh --the--·se-(:i~etaiy to the 
~ovt. of India, Secretary to the Govt. of India1 
Department of Telecom,Sanchar Bhawan New Delhi. 

\ .. ,. 
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2. Chairman Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. Sanchar 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

3. Chief General Manager, Telecom, Rajastha~ 
Circle, Jaipur-8. 

4. Telecom District Manager, Sawaimadhopur. 

5. G.S. Gupta, S.D.E. Hindcoli, ·~/o D.E.T. Boondi 
{Raj.) 

:• ·.' ••• Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. B. N. Sandu Ct:'•unsel f·:or respondent UO. 1 to 4. 
N~ne for respondent No.5. 

5. OA No.275/2002. 

Kanhaiya Lal Baghela, S/o Shri Krishna Lal 
Baghela, aged 43 ye:~rs, resident .:,f Bajrajpura, 
Bhilwara, Senior Telephone Operating Assistant 
(P), G.M.T.D. Bhilwara. 

• •• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India through the Secretary to the 
Government of India, Department of Tele•:::om, 

___ , _ M_i!:l~-~tr}' ___ t:::\_~ ___ Com~-'~!1 ie\tign!_ -~~~ p~-~~!. 

2. · Chief General Manager, B.S.N.L. Rajasthan 
Circle, Jaipur. 

3. The Director 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

B.S.H.L. Dak 

4. Assistant Director {Recruitment), B.S.N.L., 
Rajasthan Circle, Jaip~r. 

•'• • Respondents. 

Mr. Suneet Bhatty proxy counsl for 
Mr. s. K. Jain counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Tej Prakash Sharma counsel for respondents. 

6. OA ~o.41~/2002. 

Mool Chand S/o Shri Bh~rri Lal by cast verma aged 
ab:•ut 61 yeas, resident of 7/141,. Til:J:iwalon Ka 
Mohalla Sanganer, Jaipur, presently retired from 

---- ---- the ______ offtce-- of-- --the Princit•al --General- Manager 
~elecom District, Jaipur-10. 

••• Applicd.nt. 

v e r s u s 

1. · Union o:_\f India, thrc.,ugh the Secretary to- the 
Government of India, Department of Telecom sanchar 
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Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chief General Manager, Telecom, Rajasth~n 
Circle, Jaipur-8. 

3. Principal General Manager, T~lecorn, Jaipur 
District,Jaipur-10. 

• •• Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Tej Prakash Sharma counsel for the 
-respondents. 

7. OA No. 425/2002. 

o. P. Sharma s/o Shri Atma Ram Ji Sharma, at 
present working as S~nior Telephone Supervisor 
(Staff Ho.s·r-1/3326) Offf.:::e of Sub-Divisional 
Officer, Telephones, Phulera, R/o ~ggi Wala Ki 
Gali Sambharka Dist. Jaipur. b 

......... 

Applicant. 

v e r s u s . 

1. Union of India through Sec~etary to Government 
of India, Ministry of Communicatio, Department 
of Telecommunications, New Delhi. 

2.- Chairman cum- Managing -Direator,- Bharat Sanchar 
·Nigam Ltd., 20, Ashoka Road, New Delhi. 

3. The 
District, 
Jaipur. 

Principal General Manager, 
Jaipur (Bharat Sanchar Nigam 

Tele::::om 
Ltd.) I 

4. The Divisional Enginee~, Phones (Admn.) Office 
of Principal GeneralManager, Telecom. District 
Jaipur, (Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd,) Jaipur • 

••• Respondents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh proxy counsel for 
Mr. M. s. Gupta counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Tej Prakash Sharma counsel for the 
t·espondent s. 

8. OA No.4:26/:200:2. 

s. U. Sharma S,'o Sh r i Ba 1 Muktincl ,Ji Sharma s i nee 
retired as Senior Telephone Super~isor, (Staff 

-.lfo·:·::f'i'-.:...i/IT8'I~:.) vf f ice . ··=·f ----Si.t6..:.t.-hrrs-i.Snal --'Engineer I 
FRS SG (Ex.) JP r/oVillage Lalchandpura P.O. 
Niwaru via Jhotwara Distt. Jai~ur. 

• •• Applicant. 
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v e r s u s 

' ' ' . 
. ' t 
1. Union of India through Ee~ret~ry to Government 
of India, Ministry of Communication, Department of 
T~lecommunications, New Delhi. 

2. Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Bharat Sanchar 
Ni~am Lt~., ~0, A~hoka Road, New Delhi. 

. . ' 
. ------ ______ ----- ~-· _______ ';r'Qe ____ , _ _!? __ r in~JR<:tl __ .. G~.~.e-~·~;t ________ f>1_~_!}a_g~r ,_ ___Telecom 

,District, Ja ipur ( Ehaat San :har Nigam Ltd. ) 
Ja:.ip•Jr. 

4. Divisional Engineer Piwnes (Admn.) 
Pr inc ipa 1 ._ General r-1ana9er, Tele·::•:Jm, 
(Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.) Jaipur. 

. O;' o The 
District 

Respondents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh proxy counsel for 
Mr. M~n Singh Gupta counsel for applicant. 
Mr. Tej Prakash S~arma counsel for resp~ndents. 

9. OA No.4~7/~002. 
·:;. · GoJ:ul Chand Gupta S/o Late Shri Mal:han LalGupta, 

Flo Plot Uo.5~, Gaupta Garden, Go~ri'nd Nagar West-
II, Amer Road, Jaipur· Since ~etired as Sr. Section ~ 
~upervisor (0) 0/o P.~.T.M.b., ~~ipur. 

Applicant. 

v e r s :J s 

( l.·_ Union of India through Secretary t,.::. Government 
of India; Ministry bf Commtinicatio, Department of 
•Telecommuni6a~ionsi New Delhi.· 

2. Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Bharat Sanchar 
Nigam Ltd., 20, A~hoka Road, Hew Delhi. 

3. The 
District, 
Jaipur. 

Principal 
Jaipur( 

General Manager, Telecom 
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.) 

Respondents. 
Mr. surendra Singh proxy counsel for 
Mr. M. B. Gupta counsel for ,applicant. 

1 Mr. Tej Prakash Sharma enters appearance on be~alf 
of Mr. B. N. Sandu counsel for re~pondents. 

10. -OA No.l88/2003. 
----- ----p ~ -c~---verma -s.'o ·Kanamal Verma- age::t· abot1t :::·-years, 

res.id~nt · of B-57, Krishi nagar, Taron Ki I~ut, Tonl~ 
Road, ,Jaipur :tnd worl:ing as Di'·JisiC•nal Engineer 
(Tran~mission),· Office of Teleco~ District 
Manager, Tonk (Raj.). 

J\pplicant. 

v e r s u s 

I. 
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.1. Union of India through the secretary to the 
Govt. of India, Department of Telecommunications, 
Ministry ofCommunications, New Delhi. 110 .001. 

2. Chief General Manager, TEl·ec.:,mmunications, 
RajasthanCircle, Jaipur 302008. 

3. v. K. Seth Asstt. Dire•::tc·r· (Tech.) 0/o 
the Se::reta q', Department c·f Telecommuni cat i0ns, 
Sanchar Bhawan, New Delhi. 110 001 • 

• ___ • _______ -~ fl __ • _ Re_spondent s. 

Mr~ P. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Neeraj Batra counsel for the respondents. 

11. OA No.201/2003. 

1. Gi rdha r i La 1 Chc.uhan S/·:· Sh r i BhuraDas, aged 
about 47 years, :?t:esently i.-"Osted as Sr.•rc•A (P) ·1} 
SDE Jh•)tW.:\ra, 0/o PGMTD, ,Jaipur. 'V" 

2. I~anhaiya Lal 
years, presently 
O.o PGMTD Jaipur. 

3. Teemaram S/0 
years, presen~ly 

GMTD,Udaipur~ 

::.. '•=' Shri R.:tll 
posted as St-. 

Shri Hindu 
p•:-sted as 

Dev Aged ab•.:'IUt 47 
TC•A ( p) I AOTR ( ~~ ) 

.Ram, a-Jed about 47 
C' •• TOA ( p) ()/o '-'-• 

4. Sh1.·i B. L.Raigar, S,.'r::, Ur)ai Lal, a,;:red .:~.bout 36 
years, presently p.:•sted 9S Sr. _'II:·.~- JP_), _C•:'t:• GNTD, 

· ·- Ja ipt:fr ~ · 

:. • Ram Haayan r:hat il: S/o ':h r i Chha9an Lal, aged 
about 47 years presently posted as Sr. TOA (P) 0/o 
Deputy G. M. (T.P.), Jaipur. 

v e r s u s 

1. The Union of India through its 
Department of Telecommunication, Govt. 
Sanchar Bhawan, Sansad Marg, New Delhi. 

Applicants • 

. ~ 

Secretary 
of India, 

2. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited through its 
Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Jaipur. 

3. Chief General Managert Rajasthan 
Telecommunication Circle, Jaipur. 

•• Respondents • 

. . · - ---- -- Mr.- v-i jay Sin Jh counsel for the· apt;:.l i·cant·s. 
Mr •. Neeraj Batra counsel for the resp~ndents • 

~ . 
t 
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Hari Ram Gupta s_1o Shri Nanak Ram Gupta, 
aged about 39 years, R,'o E-8, Madhuban 
Colony, Tonk Road, J~ipur~ 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. The Union of India through its 
SecretaryDepartment ofTelecommunication, Govt. of 
India, Sanchar Bhaan, Sansad Marg, new Delhi. 

2. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited through 
. _ --------··· __ -·· ... _ .Ctt a i rman""'cum:-Manag ing . Di re-:::t or, Ja-ipur •. 

its 

3~ Chief General Manager, Rajasthan 
Telcommunication Circle, Jaipur. 

• •• Respondents. 

Mr. Vijay Singh counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Neeraj Batr9 counsel for the respondents. 

13.0A No. :88/2003. 
L.:.Gokul Chand Gupta, S/1:. Late Sh. Makhan LalGupta, 

R!o Plot N0~52, Gupta Garden, Govind Nagar, West­
II, Amer Road, JaipurSince, retired as Sr. SEction 
c ' (-) - ,_ P .., T M D J ' . ~uperv1sor u u:u .G •••• , a1pur • 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1~· Union r:.f India through Se·:::rtary to 
of India, Ministry of Ct:.mrimni •::at i·:.ns, 
of Telecommunications, New Delhi. 

,:;overnment 
Depa·t·tment 

2. Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Bharat Sanchar 
Nigam Ltd.,20, Ashota ~oad, new Delhi. 

3. The 
i District, 

Jaipur. 

Principal General Manager, Telecomm. 
LTa ipur ( Bharat: Sanchar lligam Ltd.), 

• •• Respondents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh counsel for the ~pplica~t. 
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14. o~ No. 47/2004. 

R. D. Maheshw~ri aged 
Gopinath Ji ~aheshwa~i 
sanipark Jaip~r 302001. 

r:.o years, 
H/0 41, 

v e r s u s 

.:3/o L.:~te Sh. · 
Indra C0lony, 

• •• A99licant. 

1. TJnion of India thr•.••HJh Se•:::retary to the 
Govern~ent of India, Ministry of 
Telecommunication, DepartmeDt of 
Telecdmmunication, New Delhi. 

2. Chair\nan cum r1anaging Di::ector, B.S.rl.L. New 
Delhi. 

3. Chief Ge:lf:ral mana-.Jer, Tele.::orn (R?j) Cir•::le, 
Sardar Patel Marg, Jaipur. 

.. 
4. P. Ge~eral manager, Telecom Deptt., M.I. 
Jaipur. 

5. Divisional Engineer Circle Telec-:.m ·Store 
Depot, Baria House, Jaiphur-6. 

Respon:lents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh proxy c~unsel for 
r1r. M.S. Gupta •::ounsel f::.r the resp.:m·:lents. 

CORAM 

Hon'ble Mr. J. K. ~aushik, Judicial Member. 
Hon'ble Mr. M. K. ~i~ra, A1mi~~~t~~tiy~Mern~er. 

: 0 R D E R (ORAL) 

The applicants named ·:tb·:o·:e, have filed their 

individual Original 

the Administrative 

Applications under Section 19 )f_ 
.iJ' Tribunals Act, 1985. All the--· 

applicants hBve been absorbed in B.S.N.L. and a 

c::nnmon qu~sti,:.n'c·f jLn:isdi•::tion •:•f the T·ribunal is 
I 

involvad, thus they are bein~ de~ided bJ this common 

order. 

2. We have heard the learned cdunsel for the 

p:trties in the aforesaid Cd.:::e,3 .and ha·:e ear.nr:?:=.tly 

ceo."lsidered the ple:~.din•;rs and rec,:.;~cls ·.:·f c.:tses. 

3. The applicants in all those OAs ha~e been 
absor~ed in B.S.N.L. with effe~t from 01.10.2000. 

B.S.U.L. is a Government Company and no n6tification 

under 3e•::t ion l·H::) of the A. T. Ar.:t 1?8 :. ha~ so far 
' 

been iss~t·~d sc· as ~o vest thia Tribunal with th~ 

./ 

'. 
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jurisdiction to e~tertain grieJan~es relating to the 

service ~atter~ of B.S.N.L. employess. Our attention 

was dra\vn to Par.:t :20 and 22 of the judgement dated 

~'----24.-3. 2004 --p::tssed -by Full Bench of---Tribunal at Jaipul:' 

B~~ch in case of Shri B. N. _Sharma vs. Dnion of India 

f.: Ors., OA Ho.<JOl/2002, in w~lich one of us (Mr. J.K. 

Kaushik,J .M.) Ha,3 i:1 party to j;Jd:;Jt?me!1t. It h.::ts been 

submitted that cont~overy standG settled and does not 

remain res-integra. The c0nt:ents of aforesaid paras 

dre reproduced as ~~der :-

20. From the aforesaid, it is clear that even 
if 3SNL is a government cC'mp:~.ny, necesarily 
there has to be a notification issued un:ler 
sub-se~tion (1) to Section 14 before this 
Tri b;Jnal wi 11 have jur isdi ct ion to deal with 
th~se matters. Thi::;: is ol:wiC•US from the plain 
reading of· the pro-Jisic.n'of Section l.J of the 
Act. Sub-s-act ion ( 3) to ' S-act ion 14 makes it 
clear that this Trib;Jnal s~all have 
jurisdiction, pow~ers and authorityin relation 

___________ t_o ___ r_e.cruLtment and ---matters- 1 concernin9 
recruitment of all emplc•yees appointed to any 
service oc post in connection with the affairs 
of the local or other authorities on a.nd from 
the d:tte .specified in the n"Jtification issued 
under sub-section (~), which we have reproduc~d 
above. When notification under Sub-section (:) 
is iss~ed, such local or other authorities 
would be amenable to the jurisdictic·n of this 
Tribunal. Admittedly till date, o such 
notification has been issued and in the face of 
the aforesaid, it must be held th~t this 
Tribunal does not have jurisdiction to 
entertain the applicati·:),1S pertaining to the 
applicants who are :1bsorbed o~1 the permanent 
strength of the BSNL. 

22. Rasultantly, we answer the controva:sy, as 
already referred to ab~ve, holding that in 
cases in whi·::h the emplrJyees h-:td baen absorbed 
p~rmanently with the BSNL, the Central 
Administrative Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
.:tdjudlcate t1P9n J:hei_r: __ service m_atters till a 

·· ---n~oi:i :fTca"t i.:~q i.tnder sub-sect ion (.:::) to sect io,, 
· 14 is issu•.?d." 

4. The mer.e perusal c•f 3f.:·t·es.:l.ld finding of Full 

Bench in B. N. sharma 's cas~ supra, le.3.ds us to an 

ines~apable conclusion that the Tribunal does not 

have any jurisdiction in respe~t of th~ service 

matter of' •'-'PPliennte in t:he~e OA~. 

cannot be entertained on merits. 

Tllus the same 

' ,, 
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5. In the p;::-emi ses, we h~ l.d that the Orig ina! 

110:'200·), ~37,'200:), 

47/~004 c3nnot be en::ertained by this Tribunal for 

•:-1ant C•f jurlsclicti.:.n ·and ·the same i:ltand dis;nissed 
• ·r 

ac·::ordingly. 

that this order shall not preclude the 3pplicants to 

·3ppro::tch the appropriat•'! f.:,rum f•)r redres=.-al ·:of thei>: 

greivanc~s, as m3y be available to them. no coats. 

6. In case any specific written ~~quest is ~ade on 

bAhalf of any applicant(s), the Registry ~hall return 

the original c<:•py of paper b-:•.:•}: alon~~,.rith i~ 
anne~ures to them in ac~ord~nce with rules. . ' ~· 

. ---.1- .. -·· ----- .. ---··· ------·-----·-· 

: (t-1~K. MISRA) (.J.K KAUSHII<r· ··~· 
~ .. 

MEMBER (A) MENBER (J) 

· ...... 

I 


