
SUMMARY OF ARGUMENTS 
 

The lengthy argument in Regularization case of JTO qualified officials of JTO RR 1996 
at Hon’ble CAT Eranakulam is completed and reserved for judgment.  Com.Michael P 
M and Com.Subramaniam were present in the court on 8/7/2011 and 9/7/2011 during 
the argument of case.  
 
Following are the key observations of Hon’ble court in our matter. 
 

1) The judgment of Chandigarh High court in CWP 5608/2007 is standing on the 
matter. Whether wrong or right, Hon’ble CAT can’t override on the binding 
decision of any High Courts until the existing judgment of Chandigarh High 
court is challenged and quashed.  

 
2) While Hon’ble CAT upheld the right of the petitioners for promotion under the 

JTO RR 1996 after qualifying the 2nd screening test, this CAT has no judicial 
powers to direct to continue diversion in the existing circumstance. 

 
3) BSNL has not so far been come up with alternative source of vacancies to 

accommodate the successful candidates if 2nd screening tests. Court has no 
power to direct BSNL to upgrade the post of TTA / amend the recruitment rule 
/ creation of supernumerary posts etc since these are purely policy mattes of 
BSNL. 

 
Hence no immediate relief can be granted from the CAT based on the above finding s 
of Hon’ble CAT.  
 
Note:  
 
Alternative solutions like: 
 

1) Challenging the inappropriate decision of Hon’ble High Court of Chandigarh in 
CWP 5608/2007 by BSNL,  

 
2) Challenging the action of DoT in diversion of posts of JTOs under 35%  quota  

during the period of JTO RR 1996 to qualified officials of  JTO RR 1991, 
 

3) Non-Creation of supernumerary post in par with that done till the year 2007 
(violation under article 14), etc  

 
are to be sorted out separately, since these multiple prayers cannot  be clubbed 
under  the relief of the existing OA in CAT. Detailed discussions on the matter are 
necessary. 

MICHAEL P M 


