
CENTRAL ADMINIETRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH : JAIPUR 

Date .:1f Order 

1. OA No.26/2000. 

15.04.2004 

Hanuman Prasad Sh.:trma S/•) LateShri Pamesh Chandra 
Sh:1rma, aged about :.s ye:tt·s, r/6 Reengus Distt. 
sitar at present working as ~enior Section 
Supervisor, Office of T.D.M., Rewari (Haryana). 

~~· ••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India, through Se~retary to Government 
of India, Ministry of CGrnrnuni~ations, Department of 
Telecommunications, New Delhi. 

2. The Director 
of Telecommunication, 
Delhi. 

Ge'neral, 
G·:overnrnen t of 

Department 
India, New 

3. Chief General Manager, 
Rajasthan ~ircle, Jaipur. 

Telecommunication, 

4. Principal General Manager, Telecom District, 
Jaipur. 

Respondents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh Proxy ~ounsel for 
Mr. M. ~- Gupta, counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Vijay Singh, proxy counsel for _ 
Mr. Bhanwar Bagri counsel for the respondent~. 

2. 0A No.ll0/2000. 

0. P. Agrawal S/o Shri Banwari Lal by cast Agt'awal 
aged about 55 years, resident of A-.J36, Malviya 
Nagar, Jaipur-17, presently working in the office 
of the General Manager, Telecom Distt. Jaipur • 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 
--------·--···-· 

1. Union of India, through 
G,:·vt. ·:·f · India, Department 

, Sanchar Bhnwan, N~w D~lhi. 

the Secretary to the 
of Tele.::ommuni •::at ion 
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2. · Chief General Manager, 
RajasthanCircle, Jaipur-8. 

3. General Manager, Telecom Distt. Jaipur-10 • 

••• Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
r-1r. N.C. Goyal counsel for th_e resp.:.nclent uo .Ito 3. 
Mr. Surendra ~ingh Proxy counsel for . 
Mr. M. s. Gupta counsel for respondent N0.4. 

3. OA N0.237/2000. 

Sampat Ram Laddha, 
aged 36 years, 
Telephone Colony, 
Telephone Operating 

sr::on .:•f Shri Ram Pal Laddha, 
resident 0:) f ·~ua rt er HO .1 7, 
Bapu Nagar, Bhilwara, Senior 
Assistant (P), Bhilwara. 

Ap.pl i cant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India through the 
Government of India, Department 
Delhi. 

Secretary t•:> 
of Tele·:::0m, 

the 
New 

2. Chief General £·1anager Telecc•m, Rajasthan 
Circle, Jaipur. 

3. The Director (Examination), Department of 
Telecom, Dak Bhawari, New Delhi. 

4. Assistant Directoi (Recruitment), Department of 
Telecom, Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur. 

• • Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
. Mr. Vijay Singh proxy counsel for 
·Mr. Bhanwar·B~gri counsel for the respondents. 

/ 4. OA No. 582/2001. 

Nc.or Ahamad S/o Shri 
Mohomaclan aged ab6ut 55 
flO.::', behind Al:a sh \'/ani 
working as _S.D.O.T. Bonli 

Noor Mohamad by cast 
years, resident of H. 

Colony, ~ota, presently 
District, Saweimadhopur. 

· • • • Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India through the Secretary to the 
Govt. of India, Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Department of Telecom,Sanchar Bhawan New belhi. 
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2. Chairman Bharat E'-an·::ha r Nigam Ltd. San char 
. ____________ Bhawan, Ne.w_ Delhi. 

/ 

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

4. Telecom District Manager, Sawaimadhopur. 

5. G.S. Gupta, S.D.E. Hind.:.li, C/eo D.E.T. Boondi 
{Raj.) 

••• Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti co~nsel for the applicant. 
Mr. B. N. Sandu counse 1 f•)r respondent tlO. 1 to 4, 
N0ne for respondent No.5. 

5. OA No.:::7:·/:'2002. 

~anhaiya Lal Baghela, S'o Shri Yrishn3 Lal 
Baghela, a9ed 43 years, resident of Ba jra jrura, 
Bhilwara, Senior Telephone ~perating Assistant 

. - -- ------ '-- .{.P-), ... G.M .• -T .• D. Bhilwara. --- ---- ---- -

Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Unic•n of India thec•u9h the Se•::reta ry to the 
G.:.vernment of India, Department of Telecom, 
Ministry of Communiation, New Delhi. 

2. Chief Geneeal Manager, 
Circle, Jaipur. 

B.s.n.L. Rajasth~n 

3. The Director 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

{ExaminatioN), B,E.N.L. Dak 

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

Respondents. 

Mr. Suneet Bhatty proxy counsl for 
- r-1_r_~ --~·- I-:_. _____ ,J:q_in -~:!l.)lJnsel f~":•X" the _applicant·-
~r. Tej Prakash Sharma counsel for eespondents. 

6. OA ~o.41~/2002. 

Mor:•l •::hand S.'o Shri Bhn-ri Lal by cast •Jerma aged 
ab::.ut 1:.1 yeas, resident r:.f 7-'1.11, Til:}:i\-ial.:.n Ka 
Nohalla San9aner, Jaipm:, presently retired fr0m 
the office of the Principal Geneeal Manager 
Telecom District, Jaipur-10. 

••• Applicd.nt. 

v e r s u s 

1. Unic·n of India, throu9h the Secretary to the 
Government of India, Depaetment of Telecom sanchar 
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Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chief General r-1anager, Tele•:om, Rajasthan 
Circle, Jaipur-8. 

3. Principal General Manager, Telecom, 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. 

0. P. ~harma s.'o ~hri Atma Ram Ji Sharma, at 
present working as Senior Telephone Supervisor 
(Staff .uo.ST-1.:'33::6) Offi.::e _.of_ Sub-Divisional 

·Ofticer, Telephones, Phulera, R/o A.ggi ~·Jala Ki 
Gali Sambharka Dist. Jaipur. , 

~: 
~ 

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 Director, Bharat S3nchat 
Nig!rn Ltd., ~0, Ashoka Road, New Delhi. 

3. The 
District, 
,Ja ipur. 

Principal General Manager, 
Jaipur (Bharat Sanchar Nigam 

Tele·:om 
Ltd.), 

4. The Divisional Enginee::-, Phones (Adrnn.) Offic_j) 
of Principal GeneralManager, Telecom. District 

. - -.l~lipur ,--·TBharat· San··::har" Nig-am·- Ltd~ r Jaipur. 

Respondents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh proxy counsel for 
Mr. M. s. Gupta counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Tej Prakash Sharma counsel for the 
respondents. 

8. OA No.426/~002. 

s. N. Sharma S/o Shri Bar Muktind Ji Sharma since 
retired as Senior Telephone Supervisor, (Staff 
H0.ST-l/08ltS} Office of Sub-Divisional Engineer, 
PRS SG (E:::.) JP r.'o:.Villa.;Je Lald·1andpura P.O. 
Niwaru via Jhotwara Distt. Jai~ur. 

.. • • Applicant. 
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v e r s u s 

·1. Union of India through Secr~tary to Government 
of India, r-tinistry of Communit::ati0n, Department of 
Telecommunications, New Delhi. 

2. Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Bharat Sanchar 
Nigam Ltd., ~0, Ashoka Road, New Delhi. 

3. The 
District, 
Ja ip;Jr. 

Principal General Manager, Telecom 
Ja ipur ( Bhaat San :har lligam Ltd.) 

4. Divisional Engine~r Phones (Admn.) 
Principal General Manager, Telecom, 
(Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.) Jaipur. 

•)/o The 
District 

Respc:ondent s. 

Mr. Surendra Singh proxy counsel for 
Mr. Man Singh Gupta counsel for applicant. 
Mr. Tej Prakash Sharma counsel for resp~ndents. 

9. nA Nn.427/2002. 
:··. GoJ:ui Cha'nd- -Gupta S/o Late Shri f.1aJ:han LalGupta, 

F_lo Plot No.5~, Gaupta Garden, Govind Nagar West­
!!, Amer Road, Jaipur Since retired as Sr. Section 
Supervisor (0) 0/o P.G.T.M.D., Jaipur • 

••• Applicant. 

vers:Js 

1. Union of India through Secretary to Government 
0f India, Ministry of Communicatio, Department of 
Telecommunications, N~w Delhi. 

2. Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Bharat 8anchar 
Nigam Ltd., 20, Ashoka Road, New Delhi. 

3. The 
District, 
Jaipur. 

Principal 
Jaipur( 

General Manager, Telecom 
Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.) 

-~---··------·-----~--·-::_ ---~-- Respt,ndent s. 
kr~ Surendra Singh proxy counsel for 
Mr. M. s. Gupta counsel for applicant. 
Mr. Tej Prakash Sharma enters appearance on behalf 
of Mr. B. N. Sandu counsel for respondents. 

10. OA No.l88/2003. 
F. c. Verma S/o l~anamal Verma aged abo:mt 55 years, 
resident of B-57, Krishi Nagar, Taron ~i ~ut, Tonk 
Road, Jaipue and workin9 as Divisi·='n:tl En9ineer 
{Tran~mission), Office of Tel9com District 
Manager, Tonk (Raj.}. 

• • . Z\ppl i cant. 

v e r s u s 
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1.· Unic•n of India throw;Jh the se.::retary to the 
Govt. of India, Department of Telecommunications, 
Ministry ofComrnunications, New Delhi. 110 001. 

2. Chief General M.9nager, TEl ecomm1~1ni •::at ions, 
Raj~sthanCircle, Jaipur 302008. 

3. v. K. Seth Asstt. Director (Te·:h.) O/o 
the Se.~retary, Department of TeleC•)mmunications, 
Sanchar Bhawan, New Delhi. 110 001. 

~m. Respondents. 

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

11. OA No.201/2003. 

1. Gi rdhar i Lal Chr:.uhan S:'o Sh t·i Bhm:aDas, aged 
a'b·:O'lft: ·4T···y-ears,---pt~esenfly -i!.:.sFecf'-.is-- sr.T•')A (P) at ,.. 
·sDE Jh.:•tw-3ra, 0/o PGf1TD, Jaipuro ~· 

2. I~anhaiy.:l Lal S. 1o Shri Rall Dev AtJed abc•ut 47 
years, presently posted as St:. TI)A (P), AOTR (C) 
O.o PGMTD Jaipur. 

3. Teemaram S 1o 
years, presently 
GMTD,Udaipur. 

Shri Hindu .Ram,aged 
posted as Sr. TOA 

about .J7 
(P) O;'o 

4. Shri B. L.Raigar, S_/.:, Udai Lal, aged about 36 
years, presently posted 9S Sr. TOA (P), 0/o GMTD, 
Jaipur. 

5. R.:un Naayan f~hatil: 3. 1
<) 3ht·i Chhagan Lal, aged 

ab~ut 47 years presently posted as Sr. TGA (P) 0/o 
Deputy G. M. (T.P.), .Jaipur. 

v ·e·r··s ·u·s --·-·····--··-- ·---

1. The Union •')f India thrr)ugh ·its 
Department of Telecommunio:::at ion, G•:tvt. 
Sanchar Bhawan, Sans3d Marg, Ue~ Delhi. 

Applicants~ 

Secretary 
of India, 

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

3. Chief General Manager, Rajasthan 
Telecommunication Circle, Jaipur. 

•• Respondents. 

Mr. Vijay Sin~h counsel for the applicants. 
Mr. Neeraj Batra counsel for the resp~ndents. 
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Hari Ram Gupta s/o Shri Nanak Ram Gupta, 
aged about 39 years, R,'o E-8, Madhuban 
Colony, Tonk Road, Jaipur. 

• •• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. The Union of India through its 
SecretaryDepartment ofTelecommunication, Govt. of 
India, Sanchar Bhaan, ~ans~d Marg, New Delhi. 

2. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited through its 
Ch3irman-com-Managing Director, Jaipur. 

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

• •• Respondents. 

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

'/ 1 ") - -, 0 p I.-, - .. 3 ~.uA No. -~u:-VU • 
/ 
· .!,;,.Go}:ul Chand Gupta, S/o Late Sh. MaJ:han LalGupta, 

. ············'"···· ···'···· _R/o. Pl o:: .NO.~.:::, .. Gupta Garden,. Gc·vincl- Nagar, West~ 
· .;I,· Amer Road, JaipurSince, ratired as Sr. SEction 

S~pervisor (0) 0/0 P.G.T.M.D., Jaipur • 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India through Se·-:rtary to 
of India, Ministry of Communications, 
of Telecommunications, New Delhi. 

•3overnment 
Department 

2. Ch~irman-cum-Managing Director, Bharat Sanchar 
Nigam Ltd.,~o, Ashoka ~oad, new Delhi. 

3. The 
Distrit-:t, 
Jaipur. 

Print-:ipal General Manager, Telecomm. 
Jaipur (Bharat 2anchar Nigam Ltd.), 

Respondents • 

.. Mr-~· ·-sui~e-nd'i"·a S i hgh coiJnsel· fc·r- t11e ·.a-~·pl fc3..1 t. 
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-- 14. 0/}.-No. 47/2004c--

R. D. Maheshw~ri aged 
Gopinath Ji ~Bheshwari 
Sanipark Jaip~r 302001. 

r:.o years, 
H/o 41, 

S,lc_, Late Sh. 
Indr.:. C:olony, 

v e r s u s 

1. TJnion C•f India thrd•loJh Secretary to the 
Govern~ent of India, Ministry of 
Telecommunication, Departme~t of 
Telecommunication, New Delhi. 

2. Chair•nan •::urn Managing Di:.:-ect•:::'lr, B.S.N.L. New 
Delhi. 

3. Chief Ge:l:aral mana<;Jer, Telecom (Raj) Circle, 
Sardar Patel Marg, Jaipur. 

4. P. Ge:1eral mana,;Jer, Tele•:::<:•m Dept t., M. I. Ro-:td. 
_ J_q i. pur '!. _ _ __ __ _ _ _ ___ _ D. 

./-

5·. Divisional Engineer Circle Telecom Store 
Depot, Baria House, Jaiphur-6. 

Respon1ents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh proxy cJuns•l for 
Mr. M. s. Gupta counsel for the resp~n1ents. 

CORAM 

Hon'ble Mr. J. K. Kaushik, Judicial Member. 
Hon'ble Mr. M. K. Misra, A1ministrative Member. 

0 R D E R (ORAL) 

The applicants named -3.bo·:.re, have filed theCJ?' 

individual Original Ap~lications under Section 19 of 

the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985. All the 

__ .applicants ___ ho1:Ve been ab-sc.rbed ---in---B. S. N. L. and a 

commc•n •:1u~sti.:m1of jttrisclictit::.n of the Tribunal is 
I 

involvad, thus they are beinJ de::::ide_d tq this common 

order. 

2. We have heard the learned cdunsel for t~~ 

p:.rties in the aforesaid •:::tl._::e,:; =tnd (have earnestly 

co~sidered the pleadings and reco~ds of cases. 

3. The 3.ppl i cants in all those OAs have been 
absorbed in B.S.N.L. with effect from 01.10.2000. 

B.S.tl.L. is a G·YJernment Company and rl() .:1ot ification 

under Section 14(~) of the A.T. Act 1085 has so far 

been iss~~~d so as to vest this Tribunal with the 
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jurisdiction to e~tertain grie~an~es relating to the 

service ~atter8 of B.S.N.L. employegs. Our attention 

was draHn to Para 20 and :::.::: of the judgement dated 

24.3.~004 passed by Full Bench of Tribunal at Jaipu~ 

Bench in case of Shri B. N. Sharma vs. Union of India 

r.: Ors., OA U.:• • ..JOl/2002, in w1.1ich one of us (Mr. J.K. 

Kaushik,,J.M.) wa-3 Cl party to judgt:!meot. It h-3S been 

submitted that controvery stand~> se~tled and does not 

remain res-integra. The contents of aforesaid paras 

•~e -~eproduced as ~~der :-

20. Fn)m the afor.esa icl, it is clear i:hat even 
if SSNL is a government c~mp:lny, necesarily 
there has to be a notification issued un:ler 
sub-se:tion (2) t0 Section 1~ before this 
T.ribiJnal \dll have jurisdiction to q-~al with 
th~se matters. Thi:3 is c·bvi.:ms from the plain 
reading of· the pr•YJision'of Sect ion l..J of the 

I 

Act. Sub-s-act ion ( 3) to :3-act ion 14 makes it 
clear that this T.rib;Jnal s~all have 
jurisdiction, pow~ers and authorii:yin relation 
to recruitment and matters 1 concerning 
recruitment of all employees appointed to an,y 
service oc post in connection with the affairs 
of the local or other authorities on and from 
the d:lte specified in the n:•tification issued 
under sub-section (2), which we have reproduc~d 
above. When notification under Sub-section (2) 
is iss:Jed, such l·='C<:tl or other authorities 

_____ ~?ulg_ !2~ am~n;:tbl_~ __ tQ _the jurisdict ic·n of this 
Tribunal. Admittedly till da::.e, o such 
notification has been issJed and in the face of 
the aforesaid, it must be held that this 
Tribunal do~s not have jurisdiction to 
entertain the applic.:ttio;lS pertaining to ~!1e 
applicants who are absc•rbed 0"1 the permanent 
strength of the BSNL. 

22. R~sultantly, we answer the contravecsy, as 
already referred to above, holding that in 
cases in whi·:=h the empl.:>yees h:~.d baen absorbed 
permane~tly with the ,BSNL, the Central 
Administrative Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
.3djud.i.cate upon their service matters till a 
notificati-':1~1 •md~r s-:Jb-section (::;} to Se·:::tio,, 
14 is issu•:!d." 

4. The mere perusal c·f afc·resa.Ld finding .of Full 

Bench in B. N. sharma 's c.=ts e supra, le.::~.ds us to an 

inescapable conclusion that tha Tribunal does not 

hav~ _._any jurisdiction in respe~t of tha service 

matter .of ·!lpplic!'lnte in these 0As. Thus the sa;ne 
' 

carinot be e~tertaine1 on merits. 

\ 
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5. In the p,:-emises, \..re h~l':I that the Ot·iginal 

Ho. 110 .. '21)(1·), !.37, ·::ooo, 

471:2004 cannr::•t be en~ertai;"'~d by this Tribunal for 

•:vant of jurisdiction and the same stand dis,uis.sed 

ac·::ordingly. 

that this order shall not preclude the applicants to 

·3pproach t~e appt·.:•pl~iat•'! fc.rum f.:•r reclres<:.:ll •)f thei~ 

greivances, as m3y be available to them. No costs. 

15. In case :tny .specific written ,-,~guest· is made on 

b~half of any applicant(s), the ~egist~y shall return 

the orig j na 1 copy of paper l:-: .. :-}': along~oli t h 

anne~ures to them in ac~Grdance with rules. 

,. 

/ -
(M.K. MISRA) 

f-lEf•lBER (A) 

f{AUSHII~) ·- ·--· 

ME!VJBER ( J) 

··:· 


