
CENTRAL ~DMINISTRATIV~ TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BEN:H : JAIPUR 

1. 0A N0.553/2002. 

c. L. Meena S/oShei J. L. Meen;l BY Cfi.ST Meena, 
aged about 49 ·.'{ears, reside:-tt of A-73, Saraswati 
Nagar, Gpp. Sectoe 6, Malviya Nagar, Presently 
working a3 J~T-..C1._. (.3.H.H .. -) 0/o Principal General 

·: _Man~ge~ Tele=om District, Jaipur-10. 

Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of I~dia, 

G!jVet·nment of India, 
B:1aw1n, New Delhi. 

ti.1rough ::he Secretary to the 
Departm•:!nt of Telecom sanchar 

2. Chief General Mandg~r, Telecom, Rajasthan Circle, 
Jaipur-8. 

3. Prin·::ip·31 G~neral Man.lger, Tele·:::om, Jaipur 
District,Jaipur-10. 

4. B.L .Gupta, ~TO 0/o GMTD, Ajmer 0/~ General 
Manag~r, Telecom Di~trict, Ajm~r. 

____ ••• Resp0ndent s. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti coans~l for the applicant. 
Mr. B. N. Sandu counsel for respo~dent No.lto3. 
Na~e is prese,t for eespond~nt No.4. 

2. OA No.l94/2003. 

Fateh Sing~:1 s/o Sh·d Davi Ram aged ab·Jut 49 years, 
t.y cast R.:\ jput R/1:0 -::./7, Telecom C :•l0ny, Sast ri 
N~gar, Jaip;Je-16, presen;:ly w:.rl:ing as .J .T.O., 0/o 
Pt·incipal General Manager, Tele•:::•:>m Disi.:rict, 
Jaip;Jr-10. 

• •• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Unio;'l of In:Iia throug;1 ::.e::::re::ary t•:• Go~rarnment 

of India, Department of Te 1 ~·~om, Sa;1char Bha\-lan, 
Ne·N Delhi. 

-- 2. ·cfl'fe-f General 
ticcl~, Jaipur-8. 

!>'lan.-:tger, 

3. The Principal General 
District, Jaipur-10. 

~1anager, Telecom 

4. B. K. Sharma, J.T.O. 0/o ~rincipal, General 
Manager, TElecom District, Jaip~r-10 • 

••• P.espondents. 
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CORAM 

Hon'ble Mr. J. ~. Kaushik, Judicial Member. 
Hon'bl~ Mr~ M. K. Misra, Administrati7e M!mber. 

~) R D E R ( 0 RA L ) 

'l'he applic:tnts named above, have filed their 

individual Original Applications undgr Sac~ion 19 of 

th·a -\dminist:rative Tribunals }\.ct, 1985. All the 

applic3nts h~ue been abs0rbed 1~ B.S.N.L. and a 

common questionof juri3di~ti~n ~f the Tribunal is 

involved, t_!'ty_~ __ tht~y_ are b.•1in;J_ ·~~:::_ir!_e_? __ b.Y_ tl~i~ cc);nmon 

order. 

2. We have heard the learned ~ounsel for t~e 

P·3rties i:-1 the aforesaid case-3 and have eanNstly 

3. The -3pplic.lnts in all thc•ze GA.s have !Jeen 

absorbed in B.S.N.L. with effect from 01.10.2000. 

B.S.N.L. i.s a Gc.vernment Company and no notification 

unaer Section 1.:..!(2) of t.:he A.T. P.ct 1985 ha:3 so far 

been i:3SLl•:!d so as ~o ~n~zt this Tribunal with the 

j;Jriscliction t0 ~;'ltertain g:~·ie~ran::::es rel.::1ti•11J to the 

service matters of B.S.N.L. e~ployees. Our att~ntion 

was cl;:·.:n-m tr:• Para 20 and :::.::: of the juclge:nent da': ed 

e 

_24.3.~00.4. p.:tss=d by FulL . .Eench .:Jf_T_r.ibunal __ at Jaipu·r 

Beni::h ·in case r:•f .Shri B ~N. Sharma vs. Union of Ind i-;.';} 
- - ·-·-- . . . ;~'"I} 

& Ors., ul-s. No • ...Jul:~•-'u~·: .. rn \·Ihlch c•ne ,)f us ~Mr. J.I;.--.-

Kaushik,J.M.) was a party t~ judgem~nt. It has been 

submitted that controvery stands settled 3nd does n~t 

remain res-lntegra. 

20. From the af0~aaaid, it is clear that even 
if BSNL is a gove~nment company, necesarily 
then~ has to be a notification ise:.H~d under 
~ub-secti~n (2) to Section 14 before this 
Tribun.31 \-lill have jilriscliction to .::Je.J.l with 
t;,e;;•:l m-3tters. TirL'3 is obvioJJ.s fr-:Hn the plain 
reading c-f the provisi::•twf Se::tion l.J of the 
Act • .S:Jb-se.::ti-.:•n (3) to Se.::t.:ion 1~ makes it 
clear that _ this TribU!Hl shall have 
juri::~diction, P-='\·n:ers and :~uth.:·rity:tn relatio;1 

______ -: __ q_._ -~~-·~!~uitment ··---"'an_rJ ___ ;TI~t~-~-~s __ ... ~~-~qc::erning 

-) 
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recruitme;'lt of all em~lo~·ees appointed t0 >lny 
se:cvi~e or post in conne•:::tion \vit~ the aff.'lir-3 
of .the local or oth~r authJritie3 on nnd from 
the date specified in the nc.tification issued 
under sub-section (:"::), \-lhich -we have reprod:.1ced 
above. Wh~n notific~tt0n under ~ub-section (2) 
is issu~d, such lo~al or other authorities 
would be .:tmenable to the jur.isdict ion of thi:3 
Trib;Jnal. Admitte~Jl~r till date, V\O such 
notification has been issued and in the face of 
the aforesaid, it must be held that this 
Tribunal does not have jurisdiction to 
e;'lterta~.n the appl i ~at ions p·~rtaining to the 
applicants whrJ are abs•Jrbed on the perm:tnent 
stren3th of the BSNL. 

22. aesul1:a:.1tly, we ansvrer the :-:o')ntt·o·Jer:=.J, as 
alraady referr·ed tc• at..:•ve, '10ldinq that in 
case:'3 in which the e;nploye~s had b:-en ah.s='rh.·?d 

...... ··--- ___ p_~tm~_rl_~_n_tl~ .. ----~it_l1 __ t;.b~. _ E.:.SJu~,_ ____ the _C'entral 
Adminis:.:ra':ive Tribunal has no j;Jrisdic::ion to 

· adjudi·:::ate upo;'l i:heir service :matters till a 
notification under sub-se ... :tion (::~) to Section 
14 is i:Hmed." 

4. The :nere per.us . .=~.l of afore:said finding of Full 

Bench in B. U. sha t·ma' s ::::.1.se supra, lea::ls us to .~n 

inescapable c0nclusion that th~ · Tribunal does not 

have 3ny jurisdiction in respect of the service 

m.3.tter of at:·pli•:::ani:s in these C•As. 

cannot be entertained on merits. 

Thus the s.3me 

5. In the premi s~~s, \ole held th :~t the Orig ina 1 

Applications Uo. 

entertainea by this Tribunal f~r want of jurisdiction 

_____ .3.nd _the_ ... sam~L .. st:mc'L. dismissed. accordingly. It is 

sca'rcely •le..::essary ~~~ ment i::-·n ·that· t:his order sh;:~.ll 

not the to appr·)ach the 

appro~riate forum for redressal of their greivance3, 

as may be available to them. No costs. 

G. In case 

. behalf of any 

t:he original 

any specific written re1uest is made on 

applicant(s), the Pegistry sh~ll return 

copy Gf paper took al~ngwith ita 

annexures to them in accordance with rules. 

(~~ISRA) 
-

{J.K KJ.\USHIK) 

r4EM:3ER . {A) MEMBER {J) 


