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I. 

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTR.il.TIVE TRIBUNAL 
,JAIPUR BENCH,JAIPUR 

Date of Order ab-06.2003. 

o.A. No. 516/2002 

Bhanwar Lal Ma}:w:ma S/o 2hri Kishan Lal Mal:wana, aged :.:2 y8ars, 

W)r}:in;J as Telec•:.m Te·::hnical Assistant (TTA), under Manager, Telecom 

District Ajmt::r and Resident of H:mse No. 1-A, Hear Ajmer Fublic 

School, Ajay Nagar, Ajmer. 

versus 

1. Union of India thr.:-ugh Secretary, 

Der:artment of Telec.:.-r111Tluni .::at ions, 

Ministry of Colffil1_mi ·::at i.:;~ns, 

New Delhi. · 

2. Chief General Manager, 

Rajasthan Telecom Circle, 

.Jaipur No.1, Jaipur. 

3. General Manager, 

Telecom District, 

Ajmer. 

wRAM 

• •••• Applicant. 

• •••• Resp:;~ndents. 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice G.L. Gupta, Vice Chairman 

Hon'ble Mr. G.C.Srivastava, Administrative Member 

Mr. H.K. Gautam, o::ounsel f•':!r the appli,::ant. 

Mr. T.P.Sharma, counsel for the resr:•:>nclents. 

----------··-·-----------------



.2. 

ORDER 
[PER MR. JUSTICE G.L. GUPTA] 

The ar:.plicant is WJd:ing as Telec:om Technical Assistant (TTA) 

under the Manager, T~lec.:om District Ajmer. H~ submitted his option \<Vhen 

the TTA cadre structuring was under ta}:en in the year 1904. He was sent 

f·:~r training of TTA in January 1997 and he c:ompleted the training in 

April 1997. He was promoted as TTA vide .:;rder dater::l '2f: .• ~~ •. ::OCtO (Annexure 

A/4). 

2. The grievan·:::~ <:·f the applio:::ant is that since he had r:::.:lrrq:'•leted 

his training in 1997 he ou.';'Jht t.') have been promoted as TTA al·:)ng with 

the oth~r train€es of the batch of 1997. He made: repreeentation tut, n.':' 

ac:ti·':'n was ta}:en, hence, h~ filed O.A. Ho. 549. 1:=:001 before this 

Tribunal which was dispo.sed of ~;,.ride: ord~r dated 15.l.:=:oo:=: directing the 

resp~ndents to da.::ide the rE!presentation o:)f the applic:.:tnt dated 

22.--J.::,X•l. The resp.Jndent Ho. :2 vide •':'rder Anne:-:ure All, has rejected 

the said represe:ntation ·~f the ar;pli.::ant. Hence this O.A. seeking 

pr.:~mc.tion fr.':'m 199.;,1-95 with the trainees •':'f the batch of 1995. 

3. The resp.:~ndents have filed short reply raising preliminary 

objection as t.:- maintainability .:.f the o.A. It is averred that the 

applicant has already t;een at.s.:-rt.e::l in the Bharat fan.:har Ni·~am Limited 

and as he is no more empl0yee of the Tele.::.-:-.m der;artment, thie Tribunal 

does not have jurisdic:ti·Jn to entertain this matter. 
' 

-4. We have heard the learned counsel f.:~r the r;:erties and perused 

the documents pla·::ed on record. 

r: 
-'• Under Se·:::ti·':'n l..J .:of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1085, 
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.3. 

the Tribunal has been 8m[:>Jw.:red t·:'l entertain the service matters 

o~n.::erning a member of All India Service ·=-r a pers.:-n .:~r;r·:-inted to any 

servic8s of the Uni.:m or any civil post under the Uni·:-n. It is provided 

under Sub Secti·~n (:::) of 2e·:=ti·~n l.;J that the Central G:-vernment may ty 

notifir::ation apply the provisions of the A•:t to local ·=-r .:.ther 

authorities including the Corp:-rations or Societies. 

6. It is admitted r;-:-sition that the Bharat 2.an.::har- Nigam 

Limited, is a C.:-mpany. It has O•:'lt been n.:'ltified Lmder Sub Se•::tic•n (2) 

of 3eo::tion l.J ·:'If the Act. Since the ar;plicant is 0.) m:'lre the employee 

of the Union and is not holding any civil J;'o:'~St under the Uni·Jn1 this 

O.A. is not entertainable. 

7. It may be that the applicant is raising the controversy of 

the date prior t·::- his abs.:'lrpti.:.n in Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited on 

l~l0.2CK)01 but 1 that does not confer jurisdicti<')n on this Tribunal to 

entertain the matter. On the date this O.A. was filed 1 the appl io::ant 

was not in the service of the Union and was not h·:-lding civil post 

under the Union of India. Therefore, the matter cannot be entertained 

keeping in view the provisions of the Administrative Tritunals Act. 

..-. 
We Cons.:.quently, it is held that thie i").A. is not Gntertainabl.: 

by this Tribunal. The same may be returned t•J the applicant f.:.r 

presentati•:'ln to the pr.~per Court after the ar;plicant files certified 

copy of the O.A. and the do·::uments. 

9. N·J :Jrder as to C·~sts. 

jrm 

(G.L.Gupta) 
Vice Chain11an 


