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OA No. 477/2006 

:Mr. Anand Shannat Counsel for awlicant. 
lt-11'. Kunal Ra~'a~ Sr. Standing CounaeJ for respondent No. 1. ~:-.. 
lVIr. M.P. Rastogi, )Counsel for respondents nos. 2 & 3. 

leN-~ ... ~~ -~ 

Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

For the reasons dictated separately, the OA is disi~ v , 
(~.L JMmn Q\'LL. CHAUHAN) 
1\lEAffiER (A) . AlEAffiER (J) 

AHQ 



CORAM: 

.. IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL -
JAIPUR BENCJi 

la\pur, th\s the zznd Augusti2008.. 

ORIGINATION APPliCATION NO. 477/2006 
With . 

MISC. APPLICATION NO·. 15/2008 

HON'BLE. MR. M.L. CHAUHANi JUDICIAL MEMBER 
HON;BLE MR. B.L. KHATRI,_ ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 

. -
Vasudev. Singh $On of Shri Kunwar Singh -aged ·about 35 years,. 

· . res\t\ent cf Gcpa\pura By Pass,· la\pur. At present posted as . DGM· 
· ~ · (S_CP)~ NE Task Force~ Guwahati. . . - · 

..... APPUCJ.\NT 

· {By Advocate: Mr. Anand ·sharma) 

.VERSUS 

1. Union· of ·.India through Secretary; Ministry of · 
Commun.:cat.:ons, . Department _of T€lecornmunications, 
Government ·of -Iridia1 Sanchar Bhawan,. 20,. Ashoka Road,. 
J~ew De\h\. · 

2. The Chairman & Managing Director} TCIL 5 TCIL Bhawanl 
. Greater KaUash.:.I1 New Delhi. 

3. The Director (F), TCIL TCIL Bhawan: Greater Kailash-L New 
- . - ,_ 'I I I • I • ' . I 

De\h\. · 

..__ · ....... RESPONDENTS 

By Advocates : · -

Mr. Kunal Rawat (Respondent No. 1) 
Mr. M.P. Rastogi ~long w.~ur Mr. K.N. Ahuja (Respondent nos. 2 & 3) 

ORDER CORALl . · 

_The applicant has file~ this OA thereby ·praying for the followi-ng 

reli~fs:-



.. -
·'> 

"In view of the facts and a rounds mentioned herein above, 
· it rs, therefore, pra.yed that thi~ Original Applicatio.'1 may kindlr. · 

be· allowed and . relevant record may kindly be called ·and be 
perused,· \f this Hon'b\e Tr\buna\ sc p\e:ases ·and b'Y wav of \ssu\ng 
appropriate order/directions respondents may kindly be directed 
to refund . the aforesaid WegaU-y· recov·ered · amount of . 
Rs.1,.04,246/- alongwith ·interest ·@ · 12°/o per annum and the 
stand taken . bv the respondents TCIL \n \ts re:p\'y dated 
:19.09.2006 as well as office order dated 18.12.2001 mav kindlv . , , 
b .... d,.,..,.., ..... ~,., ;'''"""'g""'' --n"""' ~~,, ,,;"""'''' b- ~, .... ~..._-""',.. .... n·~ ~- .... ~,...;,.~ ...... " · 
~ ~l...tat 'CO:OU Ill~ al a U 111ay 1\.IIIUIY ~ yua;)II~U a IU ;)~l. Q;)IU~. 

2. The grievance of the applicant in this case is .regarding the 

· recoverv heina effected from him while he was on. deoutation durina . - . ..... 

• his posting _at Oman under respondents nos. 2 & 3, wh~dmittedly are 

not Central Govt. Department ~nd in respect of which no· notification 

under section 14(2) of the Administrative, Tribunal's. Act has been 

issued to confer jurisdiction in relation to servi_ce matter. 

3. Notice. of this application was given to. the respondents .. The 

,respondents have filed reply~ In the reply 1 the respondents have raised 

objection of juris~iction on_ two counts namely (i) that ~he claim of the 
' ~ 

applicant pertains against respondents nos. 2 & 3 1 wh~~are not Central 

Govt. Department and as suchl this-Trfbunal has got no jurisdiction ~o 

. entertain the ma~ter·in absence of there being no notification ufs 14(2} 
' . 

of the -~dministrative Tribunal's Act. (ii) Eyen if it is assumed that this 

.__ ·Tribunal has got jurisdiction in re-spect of Respondent no. 2 & 3 still as 

· per Rule 6 of the CAT (Procedure) Rules,. 1987,. this Tribunal has got. 

no territorial jurisdiction·_ to entertain the claim of the a~oplicant. 

4. We have aiven due consideration to the submission made bv the . _. ) . 
. / 

learned counsel for the respondents. W.e are of the view that, the · 

objections rai'sed by the respondents in ·their- reply have to be 

accepted. Admittedlyi respondents nos. 2_& 3 are Company regis_tered 

under the C~mpany's Act and not Central Govt. Department. Thus no 

such daim can· be entertain by this Tribunal in_ terms of provi~ions 

contained in Section 14 of the Administrative ·Tribunal's Act so long as 
. . . 



3. / 

' J • ' 

there is no notification issued, bv the Aoorooriate Govt.· u/s 14(2) of 

. the Act thereby con~~jt;i~ictio~. on. this Tribuna; .. Even for 
. . . . . 

arg.ument sake, it Is pre·sumed that this Tribunal has _gotjur!sdiction to­

entertain the matter even then the claim of the applicant' cannot be 
- . 

entertained ~s per R~le 6 of the CAT (Procedure) Rules, 1987, which 
- . 

stipulates that the application shall ordinarUy be filed. by- the applicant 
. ' 

w{th--· the Registrar of the Bench within· whose jurisdiction (i) the 
• • . I 

.applicant Is post~d for the time be.i~g or (ii) the cause of action, wholly 
·• . 

or in part, has arisen. _As can be seen from the memo of parties, the 
. . .· . \ 

applicant neither resid~s within the_· territorial jurisdiction ·of· this 
L0 •' Jl. 

Tribunal.· nor has the cause of action arisen within the territorial . . . 
~risdiction ?f this Tribunal either wholly or in part. Further 1· as can be 

. seen from the memo of parties! the respondents are also not residing 
' 

within the territorial .iurisdiction -of this Tribunal. As alreadv stated . ' 

·above; cause of. action _has arisen in Oman where the applicant was 

residing during his posting at Oman~ recoveries. were affected from 

him during his posting at Oman~ Thus this Tribunal has no jurisdiction 

~o entertain the' claim of the applicant. 

I 5. In view of what has been stated above, we ~r:e of the view that 

the present OA cannot. b~ entertained. Accordingly,. the Registry is 

directed to return the Paper Bookto ~he applicant by keeping one copy 

. of the s"c3me on record . .___ . ., . 

·r;J 

6. With, these observations~ the OA is disposed of with no order as 

to costs~ 

7. In view of the dismissal· of OA~ no order is required to be passed 

on MA No. 15/2008. which shall stand disposed of accordingly. 

I . 


