
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH : JAIPUR 

Date of l)rdet· 

1~ OA No.26/2000. 

15.04.2004 

Hanuman Prasad Sharma S.'·':l LateSllri Ramesh Chandra 
Sh:trma, aged at.out :.e. ye:1rs, r/o Reengus Distt. 
Sil:ar at present \vorl:ing as Seni•='r Section 
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, Ministry of Communications, Department of 
Telecommunications, New Delhi. 

2. The 
of Telecommunication, 
Delhi. 

General, 
Government of 

Department 
India, New 

3. Chief General Manager, 
Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur. 

Telecommunication, 

4. Principal General Manager, Telecom District, 
Jaipur. 

• •• Respondents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh Proxy counsel fc·r 
------ ·Mr·.- M~---s. -Gi.ipta I ;::c.unsel f·~-i~- fhe- appi r;~ant. 

Mi~ Vijay Singh, proxy counsel for 
Mr. Bhanwar Bagri counsel for the respondents. 

2. 0A No.ll0/2000. 

o. P. Agrawal S.'o Shri Banwari Lal by cast Agrawal 
a9e'd ab•:•ut 55 years, ree iclent of A--131:., Mal vi ya 
N:tgar, Jaipur-17, presently working in the office 
6f the General Manager, Telecom Distt. Jaipur • 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India, through the se.::retary to the 
Govt. of India, Department of Telecommunication 

, sanehar Shawan, New Delhi. 
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2. Chief General Manager, Telecom, 
Rajas thane i-rcle-;· Ja ipur~8. · 

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

••• Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. N.C. Goyal couns~l 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, SC•n of Shri Ram P9.1 Laddha, 
aged 36 years, resident of Quart-er NO.l7, 
Telephone C'olon_y, Bapu nagar, Bhilwara, • Senior 
Telephone Operating Assistant ( p) I Bhilwara. 

0 
Applicant: • 

. .... d ·····-· -· ·-

v e r s u s 

1. Un ir:·n of India through the 
Gc.verrtment of India, Department 

-Delhi. 

Secretary to 
of Telec·:•rn, 

the 
NeH 

2. Chief General 
Circle, Jaipur. 

Rajasthan 

3. The 
Telecom, 

Director (Examination}, 
Dak Bhawan1 New Delhi. 

Department 

4. Assistant Director (Recruitment), Department of 
Telecom, Raja~than Circle, Jaipur. 

0 .. • Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti counsel for the applicant. 
Mr. Vijay Singh proxy counsel for 
Mr. Bhanwar B3gri counsel for the respondents. 

·- ···-······-
4 •. qA No. ~·82/2001. 

Nc,or Ahamad S 'o Shri 
Mohomadan aged about 55 
no.~, behind A}:::1sh \\'ani 
-working as S.D.O.T. Bonli 

Noor Mohamad by cast 
years, resident of H. 

Colony, Fota, presently 
District, Sawaimadhopur • 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India thn:•ugh the Secretary to the 
Govt. of India, Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Department of Telecom,Sanchar Bhawan New Delhi. 

i . 
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2. Chairman Bharat Sanchar Uigam Ltd. Sanchar 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

") -· . Chief General Manager, Tele:=eom, Rajastha:'l 
Circle, Jaipur-8. 

4. Telecom District Manager, Sawaimadhopur. 

5. G.S. Gupta, S.D.E. Hindc•li, •::.'eo [o.E.T. Boondi 
(Raj.) 

••• Respondents. 

Mr. P. N. Jatti co~nsel for the applicant. 
Mr. B. N. Sandu counsel for respondent ll•J. 1 to 4. 
N~ne for respondent No.5. 

~anhaiya Lal Baghela, S/o Shri Frishna Lal 
Baghela, aged 43 years, resident of B.:tjrajpura, 
Bhilwar:t, Senior Telephone 8perating Assistant 
(P), G.M.T~D. Bhilwara. 

• • • Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India thrc•u9h the Se•::retary tc• the 
Government •'jf India, Department c•f Telec•:.m, 
Ministry of Communiation, New Delhi. 

2. Chief General Manager, B.S.n.L. Pajasthan 
Circle, Jaipur. 

3 • The D i r e c t or 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

(Examin.:ttioH), B.S.H.L. Da}: 

4. AsEistant Director (Recruitment), B.S.H.L., 
, .. ________ R?j~--~~~~11. ~~rcl~1 .... JaJp?r_~ __ _ 

Resp.-::.ndent s. 

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

6. OA ~o.41~/2002. 

Mool Chand S/o Shri Bh Jrri Lal by cast verma aged 
ab~ut 61 yeas, resident c·f 7/l·H, Til:J:iwahm I~a 

',• 

'It 

I 
! 

Mohalla Sanganer, Jaipur, presently retired from 'i 
the office of the Principal General Manager j 
Telecom District, Jaipur-10. j 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union •':If India, threouo;Jh the Secretar}r t.:• the 
Government of India, Department of Telecom sanchar 
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Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Chief General 
Gircle, -... la-ipur-8.--
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Manager, Telecom, Rajasthan 

3. Prin~ipal 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. Sharma s/o Shri At rna Ram Ji S~arma, at 
present working as Senior Telephone SupenTis~ 
(Staff No.ST-1/33~6) Office of Sub-Divisiona~ 
Officer, Telephones, Phulera, P/o \ggi Wala Ki 
Gali Sambharka Dist. Jaipur. 

. . . ··----- ---- ·-.- )\ppl i cant • 

v e r s u s 

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

2. Chairman ~urn Managing Director, Bharat S3nchaf 
Hig!m Ltd., ~0, Ashota Road, New Delhi. 

3. The 
District, 
Jaipur. 

Principal General Manager, 
Jaipur (Bharat Sanchar Nigam 

Tele,:om 
Ltd.)~· 

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

••• Respondents. 

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

s. H. Sharma 2./o Shri Bal Mub:ind Ji Sharma since 
retired as Senior Telephone Supervisor, (Staff 
No.ST-1/01316) (iffi·::e •)f Sub-Dhrisional En9ineer, 
FRS SG (Ex.) JF r!oVillage Lalchandpura P.o. 
Niwaru via Jhotwara Distt. Jai~ur. 

• •• Applicant. 
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v e r s u s 

1. Union of India through Secretary to Government 
of India, Ministry of Communication, Department of 
Telecommunications, New Delhi. 

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

3. The 
District, 
JaipiJr. 

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

4. Divisional Engineer Phones (Admn~) 
Principal GeneraL Mana,;Jer, Telecom, 
(Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd.) Jaipur • 

· 0/o The 
District 

... . _ __ _ __ .....•.••.. Respondents • 

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

9. 0A No 4~7 1 ~00~ 
.. Gol:ul • cl1a'n"d -Gt;pta S/o Late Shri M.~l:han LalGupta, 

R/o Plot No.52, Gaupta Garden, Govind Nagar West-
II, Amer Road, Jaipur Since retired as Sr. Section v 
Supervisor (0) 0/o P.G.T.M.D., ~aipur. 

Applicant. 

v e r s :J s 

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

2. Chairman-cum-Managing ____ !='ir_e•:::!;._t:_t_~! .. ~f:l?ra_t ... sanchar 
------------~·1lgam-- 1tcf~-~---~o, -Ashol:a ··Road, Ne-vr Delhi. 

3. The 
District, 
Jaipur. 

Principal 
Jaipur( 

General Manager, Telecom 
Bharat sanchar Nigam Ltd.) 

Respondents • 
. Mr. surendra Singh proxy counsel for 

Mr. M. s. Gupta counsel for applicant. 
Mr. Tej Pr9kash Sharma enters appearance on behalf i 
of Mr. B. N. Sandu counsel for respondents. ~ 

10. OA No.l88/2003. 
R. c. Verma S/o Kanamal Verma aged about 55 years, 
resident of B-57, Krishi Nagar, Taron Ki Kut, Tonk 
Road, Ja ipu r :1nd \-tork ing as Divisional Engineer 
(Tran~mission), Office of Telecom District 
Manager, Tonk (Raj.). 

• • . n.ppl i ca"nt. 

v e r s u s 

I 

l 
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1. Union of Inclia t:hr_ough the Secretary to:• the 
Govt. of India, Departfuent of Telecommunications, 
Ministry ofCo~munications, New Delhi. 110 001. 

2~ Chief General Manager, - TEl~communications, 
·Rajasthan~ircle, Jaipur 302008. 

3. v. Y. Seth .1\sstt. 
the Se:::retary, Department 
Sanchar Bhawan, New Delhi. 

Di rect•:·r (Tech.} 0/o 
of Telecommunications, 

110 001. 

• •• Respondents. 

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

11. OA No.201/2003. 

~ 
1. Girdhari Lal Chouhan S;'o Shri BhuraDas, aged 
about 47 years, presently ~osted as Sr.TOA (P} at 
SDE Jhotwdra, 0/o PGMTD, Jaipur. 

2. r:anhaiya Lal S'c· Shri Pall Dev .Z\o;Jed about .:J.7 
years, presently posted as St.·. TO.'-\ (P}, AOTR (C) 

·· O.o PGMTD Jaipur. 

3. Teemaram S/o 
years, presen~ly 

GMTD,Udaipur. 

Shri Hindu .Ram,aged 
p•)Ste.j as Sr. T(•A 

alxmt 47 
( P} 0/o 

4. ~hri B. L.R.=.~igar,_ S-'o Udai Lal, a9ed about 36 
years, presently 1)•:-osted as Sr·. TC•A (P}, t)/o GHTD, 
Jaipur. 

5. Ram Naay::tn KhatiJ.: S.'o :3ht:i ·~hhagan Lal, ageci~t_ 
ah"::ut 47 years presently po:.,3~ec1 as .'3e. Tt)A (P} 0/o 
Deputy G. M. (T.P.}, Jaipur •. 

• •• Applicants. 

v e r s u s 

1. The Union of India through its 
Department of Teler::eommuni •::at i.:m, Govt. 
Sanchar Bhawan, Sans!-ld r1arg, Ile;..r Delhi. 

Secretary 
of India, 

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

3. Chief General 
Telecommunication Circle, 

Managert 
Jaipur~ 

Rajasthan 

•• Respondents. 

Mr. Vijay Sin~h counsel for the appli~ants. 
Mr. Neeraj Batra counsel for the resp~nclents. 

,.• 
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12 • OA H•). ~ 63/ ~ 00 3 • 

. .Hari Ram Gupta s/o Shri -Uanak -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 ofTeleceommun i cat i0n, .:;.:)vi:. of 
India, Sant::har Bh.:tan, Sans 3d Marg, lle\-1 Delhi. 

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

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

••• Resp0ndents. 

Mr. Vijay Singh counsel for the applicant. 
~---- -- - -Mr-.---Neeraj_-··Bat ra· counsel f·:·r· "t·J1e-·t"esp•:·ndent s, 

13.0A No. 298/2003. 
!. ,,: .Gokul ~hand Gupta, E/0 Late 2·h. MaJ:han La l,:;upta, 

R.lo Pl0t N0.5~, Gupta Garden, Govind Nagar, West­
IT, Amer Poad, JaipurSince, ratired as 2r. SEction 
Supervisor (0) 0/0 P.G.T.M.D., Jaipur • 

' 

••• Applicant. 

v e r s u s 

1. Union of India through Se•:::rtaqr to 
of India, Ministry of Communic:ati·:•ns, 
of Telecommunications, New Delhi. 

Government 
Department 

2. ~h3irman-cum-Managing Director, Bharat Sanchar 
Nigam Ltd.,20, Ashota ~Gad, new Delhi. 

-.~---- _,j"_.3. _______ The ___ .. Principal General -Manager, Teleccimm. 
j·Di~trict, Jaipur (Eharat 8anchar Nigam Ltd.), 
: Jaipur. 

• •• Respondents. 

Mr. Surendra Singh c0unsel f0r the applicant. 
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14. 0~ No. 47/2004. 

R. D. Maheshw~ri aged 
Gopinath Ji M~heshwari 
sanipark Jaip~r 302001. 

r:.o years, 
·p_tf) -11, 

v e r s u s 

S/•-::t· Late Sh. 
Indra Colony, 

~pplicant. 

1. TJnion of India thr•J•l•Jh Secr~etary to the 
Government of India, Ministry of 
Telecommunication, Department of 
Telecommunication, New Delhi. 

2. Chair .. nan CLlm Mana9ing Di;:-ector, B.S.N.L. New 
Delhi. 

3. Chief Ge~aral manager, 
Sardar Patel Marg, Jaipur • 

Telecom (Raj) Ci rcl~, 

.J. F. Ge;1eral mana:;Jet·, Telec•:.m Depf.:t., N.I. Ro.:id, 
Jaipur. 

5. Divisional Engineer Circle Telec0m Store 
Oepot, Baria House, Jaiphur-6. 

Respon:'.lents. 

·Mr. Surendra Singh proxy c~unsel for 
Mr. M. S. Gupta counsel for the res~~ndents. 

CORAM 

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

0 R D E R ( OF.AL) 

The applicants named ::tbo·,re, have filed their 

individual Original Applications under Section 19 ~f 

the Adminietrative Tribunals Act, 1985. All the. 

applicants h~ve been absorbed in B.S.N.L. and a 

c:Jmm•:on qu,~stion1of jurisdiction of the Tribunal is 
I 

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

order. 

We have heard the learned c6unsel for the 

p-:1rties in the a-foresaid •:::d:~e,3 :mel have earnestly 

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

3. The :1pplicants in all tho:·se OAs have been 
obmorhoa in ~.s.N.~. with e~f~ct f•nm 01.10.2000. 

B.S.U.L. is a G·YJernment Cc•mpany and n•:• ;'l•:ot ifi•::ati0n 

under Section 14(~) of the A.T. Act 1985 has so far 

been iss~\~d so as ~o vest thLs Tribunal with thf:! 

. 
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-- ---jurisdi;::tt~:·n-·to e;,tert.9in-·grieiiah·::eef relating to the 

serv~ce ~atters of B.S.N.L. employess. Oui attention 

was drawn to Para ~0 and ::::: of the judgement dated 

24.3.2004 passed by Full Bench of Tribunal at Jaipur 

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

r, Ors., OA Uo • ..JOl/20•}~, in \v1.tich one of us (Mr. J.K. 

Kaushik,LT.M.) \.Ya::J .:1 party to j;Jd.;J•?ment. It h.:ts been 

submitted that controvery standi~ settled and does not 

remain ree-integra. The contents of aforesaid paras 

dre reproduced as ~~der :-

20. From the a fore sa icl, it is clear that even 
if SSNL is d government comp~ny, necesarily 
there h..3s to be a 'n,:~tificati.':'n issued un:ler 
sab-se~tion (2) to Section 14 before this 
Tribunal will have jurisdiction to d·~al with 
th~se matters. Thi:3 is _o_~Y:i..Qli$ _f._~.:.m the plain 

- - - - I 
reading of· the provisic·n·:.f Se•::t ion l..J of the 
Act. Sub-s~ct ion ( 3) to ' S~ct ic·n 14 makes it 
clear that this Trib;Jnal s~all have 
jurisdiction, pow~ers and authorii:yin relation 
to recruitment and matters 1 concerning 
recruitment of all employees appointed to any 
eervice oc post in connection with the affairs 
of the local •:Or other authorities on and from 
the d:tte .specified in the n:)tification issued 
under sub-section (~), which we have reproducad 
above. When notification under Sub-section (~) 
is iss~ed, such local or other authorities 
would be amenable to the jurisdiction of this 
Tribunal. Admittedly till da::e, o such 
notification has been iss~ed and in the face of 
the aforesaid, it must be held th~t this 
Tribunal does not have jurisdiction to 
entertain the ar,pl i c.::tt i·:.,1s pertaining to ':he 
applicants ~.,rho are absorbed 0.1 the perma~ent 
strength of the BSNL. 

22. Pesultantly, w~ answer the controvacsy, as 
- ;:rlre:a-ay·-- refet~t.~ea ·· to- ab~5ve; -- -h.:.ldini that in 
·cases in whi·:h the empl.:oyees h:td b:~en absorbed 
p~rmane~tly with the BSNL, the Central 
Administrative Tribunal has no jurisdlction to 
.;tdjudlcate upc•n their service matters till a 
i10tificati.'J~l ttnder sub-secti.:·n (:2) t•:• 2ectio;1 
14 is issu·~d." 

4. The mere perusal of a fores.:t .Ld f indlng of Full 
i 

Bench in B. N. sharma' E· cas 9 supra, 1 e.::tds us to an 

inescapable conclusion that the Tribunal does not 

have any jurisdiction in respect of th~ service 

matter of ::~ppli•:::1nts in these OAs. 

cannot be e~tertained on merits. 

Thus the sa,ne 

j 
\ 
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5. In the p;:emise.31 we h~ld that the •Jriginal 

Applic~tions llo. 11 C).: 2(11)•) 1 .::37/.::00:JI 

:.&2_·:::ool, .::75_·2oo.::1 ..Jl7.·~oo.::, ..J:;~5.:.::oo:::l ..J:~6,':::oo:_, 

4.:27/.::oo:~ 1 18.9/.::oo3, =:::n.'.:::ooJ 1 2•S3.::.:.oo3 1 .::8s;'.::oo3 & 

47/.:::004 c:~.nn0t be en::ert.:linecl by this Tribun.::1l for 

•:.,ant of jur 1 sd i ct ion and the s.:tme st .:tnd di s;ni s.sed 

.ac·:•.'rdingly. It L3 so:::drcely ne'.::~~s;:~ry tt::. lnGd·d:-\or,... 

th.:tt this c·rder s~all n0t pre•::lude __ t_h~~ .. _:1ppli,9ants to 
.. -- -.3pp~~~-;;J,- th·~---~ppr:.;.-~.-t~ia-::··~ - f,;.~.t~m-- ~::~-~---red res 831 ·:·f ·the i !:' 

greivances, as m3y b~ available to them. No costs. 

6. In case :tny spe:::ific written ,-,)quest is ma·cle ;-m 
JO'• 

bt1half of any applicant(s), the Re9istry shall ret'tr~Ji 

the original copy of paper b00k along~ith its 

anne~ures t0 them in a~~ord~nce with rules. 

r' 

:\. ".(M~K:-. M'ISRA) 

NEf•lBER (A) 

(J.K • KAUSHIK)·-~­

MEMBER (J) 

' . 
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