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New Delhi this the \" day 0f f 'rra',2011

Hon'ble Mr. Just ice V.K.Bat i ,  Chairman
Hon'ble Mr. L.K,Joshi,  Vice Chairmarn (A)

l- . BSli{ Grou p ' A' Executive Associiations,
A-301,  Sukh Sagar  Apar tnrents ,  Fr lo t  No.1?1,
Dwarka, New Delhi ,  throi :gh i ts rGieneral
Ser:retary Shri  Saurabh Tyagi

Z .  Shr i  Saurabh  Tyag i ,
D .G .M .  (EW-QC) ,
B . S ; . N . L . ,  C . O . ,
New Delh i  . . .  Appl icants

(Through Shri  Sanjay Kumar Tyagi,  Aclr , rocate)

VEiTSUS

1.  Union of  Ind ia ,  through the Secretary ,
Min is t ry  o f  Communicat ion and
I nfrrrmation Technol ogy,
Depa rtment of  Telecommunicat i r ln,
Sanchar  Bhawan,
20,  Ashoka Road,
New  De lh i - 110001

2. The Secretary,
Department of  Persorrnel  & Training,
Go,uernment  o f  Ind ia ,  Nor th  Bloc l l ,
New De lh i -  1  10001

3. The Secreta ry,
Department of  Publ ic Sector Entrerpr ise:s,
Go'uernment  o f  Ind ia ,
New Delh i

4 . Secreta ry ( Expend itu re) ,
Min is t ry  o f  F inance,  

, , ,y ' / - ' . '  
n .  -

Nor th  Block,  New Delh

5 .  TheCha i rman  
,  

hn . .
Unrion Publ ic Service ( lommissiorr ,  '  

,  : t : \ l  '

Ne'w Delhi

6 .  Ch,a i rman & Managing Di rector ,
Bhia rat Sa ncha r N ig a rn Ltd . ,
Bharat Sanchar Bhaur '?h,
Mathur  Lane,  Janpat l - r ,



Ne 'w De lh i -110001

(Throughr Shri  Rattan Lal,
Shri  R.ahr"r l  Arora with Ms.

for respondents L
V'eena Tutejar, for

.  .  .  Respo nd ents

t o 5
re:;pondent 6)

O R D E R

Thi: Applicants representecl tlu"ough thLe BSNI- Group 'A'

Executive Association and one more pers(tn. Slari Siaurabh Tyagi, Deputy

Genrlral ltrlanager, Bharat Sanchar Nigarn Limi,ted (BSNL) are assaitring

the Office, Memorandurn dated 24.05).2009'. rn'hich reads thus.

"Subject: Appointment of officerrs of Indian P&T
Accounts and Finance Sen'ice (lr'. 'A'' in BSNLIIIITIdI, ore
deemed deputation basis-Rerg"

The undersigned is directed to refbr to tlhe subject cited above
and to sa-y- that the compelr.ent authority has approved the
appointment of iSlrG officelri of lr:rdiarn P&'f Accounts anct
Finance Servlce r3r. 'A' in BiiNLlMTlVi- on cieerreci
deputation basis. SAG officrErs wh,) ilre r,villlng to be posted
in BSNL/ MTNI- on deemedl deputalion basis are requested
to send their willingness alongwitlh the choice of station to
the undersigned within a week positively. It is., however,
inforined that the postingr u,'oulcl be sub ject to the
requirements of IlSNLiMTNll,, vacanc)' position existing ai, a
particular station and at th,r discretion of tl'le competent
authorit)'. "

The fbllor,r,"ing rehef has been soughtr by the Applicants:

"a)

t/
.:
::
I

Quash the impugnerJ tretteridecision dated 24 9 2009
rssued by the l)epartrnent oi' f.elecom. in lespect the
appoirrtment of the lnriian P,tli r\ccourrts and Finance
Service Group ,\ in tsSNL,A,,{I NI- on the basis c'f
deerned deputation; ancl

b) ciirect the respondent Nci. I to dec,lare that the absorption
process is cornplete iryhrch irrter-alia includes to.ssue

, . fi"urher directions to"
. t ' l M

)\--



i) direct respondents .No.ll ,& 3 to repatriate the
non-optees work.ing in BSINL forthwith;

ii) restrain the reslrondents No.1 to 3 from rnaking
an_v further pr:rsting o f officials on deerned
deputation to IIS|NL;

directed responclents l!o. I & 5 directed not to
grant any promotion t,c Government officers
agarnst the posts/vacancies, in BSNL"

direct the respondents hlo 2 & 4 to identify the
posts justified in the Drepartment of Telecoln.
As per SILJ nonns arrd to revert the posts
diverted from BiliNL back to BSNL.

OR

c) In the alternatir,rrr cancel the Presidential Orders
issued so tar as the1, pertain to the members of the
applicant Association and rrg-start the process of
absorption of Group .Ar officers aiiesh."

2.. The facts of the case giving rise to the controversy have been

delineated in the followilrg paragraphs. I'he Applicant BSNL Group 'A'

Executive' Association comprises Group '.r\' officers of different servrces,

namel''y, Indian Posts and Telecom Accounts ancl liinance Service, P&T

Building Works Service (Civil" Architeclural ancl l]lectrical Disciplines)

Group 'l\ ', General Civil Services (GCS) of Telecorn Factories

Organisation and Indian Telecommunicalion Serrviicer Group 'A' (who llarze

optec{ fbr absorption in BSNL). inilialh' rer:nrited try the LInion

Govennrnr;rnt and now absorbed in BSNI,.

3. When BSNL was incorporated on [" Octotrer 2000, the employees

of the Departrnent of Telecolnmunication were transferred to the BSNL.

They were kept initiall_v on 'deerned deputati,on' in BSNL, r.vitirout

,!l p.aylnent ,rf any deputaticn allo\,vance. ,,$ the time of incorporation of the
$\\' ..'

i i i)

iv)
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BSh{L, a new Section, namelv, Section.lT-A canle to be incorporated i1

tlre Central Civil Services (Pension) Rules. 7tl7?-, which \\,as about t6e

payment o1' pensiott olt absorption consequent upolt conversion of a

Governlil ont departrnent into a Central .Aut<lnonnous Body or a public

Sector tJrrdertaking. The said Rule has be,en exfi'ac,ted below:

"37-A

Central (iorrernment shall a[[ow the transf'en ed
Government liervant an option to revert back to the
Government crr to seek pennanenrt absorption in Publlc
Sector lJndertaking o,r autonomr)us body as tire iJase
rnay be"

The option reierred to in strb-section (.2) shaii be
exercised by every tr;ansferred g;overnment servant in
such a rnanner and rvithin such per iod as ma),' be
specified by the government.

( 1 )

(2)

(3)

(7)

(8)

(e)

.  

' l ) '

The ernplovee who ,rrpts ilo revert to go\/ernment
service shall be redeplcyed through the sr-rplus cell of
the government."

4. By an Office Mernorandurn dated '24.Ct3 2005 options were called

from tlre (-iroup'A'officers in BSNL,, rvhir:h. int,er al'ia" stated as follows:

"9. Options once e;rercrsed shall be [inal and wili not tre
allowed to be withdrar,vn b\,' the crrncerned officer at a trater
stage.

't10. The officers nol exerci.r'utg an.v opfiott as prescribed u,ill
be deemed to have optercl fbr Gov,zrnmuft iientice hio
conditional option shall be ar::cepted and any-' such offer shail
be treated as if the officer tras rc,t r:xercised his option for

,L-. absorption in M-[NL/BSNI- " (empharsis added.)
N{t -/-" ),'



The terms and conditions of service r,vhich w'ere offered by the Office

Memorat rdutn dated 24th March 2005 were fiuther clarified/mcldified by

comlnunications dated lTtl ' lvfay 2005, 31"' Ma1, 2005 ,2no June 2005, 2g,h

Augtrsrt ,1005. 30th August 2005 and 24th lieptember 2005, F inail1,,

cons;olidated and revised guidelines \ /ere issued on 04 .10.2005 . On

18.10'20C15 all the officers who had not rlpted {br BSNL were repatriated

to the f)epartment of Telecommunicatio,ns, the prarent Department, with

the re'xception of persons in whose favour coruts had granted the stay.

Some of the officers who hird been repartriateri r;hallenged the order of

repatriatiott before this Tribunal in Olr nunrlle.r 2661n0A5 and other

related matters, Indian Telecom Service Association and others Vs.

{Jnion of India and others, decided on 28 0,2 .i10,06. The orders dated

24.0:q.,2005 and 18.10 2005 \ /ere challeneed in the OAs. The Tribunal

held thus:

5llr, r I

'"73. Mere pendenc_y- of Review Appliciltion, as urged b1, the
said applicant, \r'ould not be a glound to stall hearing in ali
such OAs. As far as the charllenge rnade to comlnunication
dated 18.10.2005 is concenl,od, wro may note that vide the
said order onh' those officials were repatriated, who had yet
not submitted/ exercised threir optiorr within the period
prescribed. It is lvell settled [ar.r' tlrat an ofTicial has no legal
right to continue on deputation inLdefinitely and he cannot
insist to remain on deputatiion and :Fet not exercise option
either for his retention or fi;r his repafriation to the parent
depaitrnent."

t !

Ihe (l.A v',as dismissed. Advertence was arlso made in the aforesaid order

to tlre ordr;r passed in OA nurnber 1963,t)l"ll05 and several related matters.

Indian Tr:lecom serrice Association ancl others 'Vs. Union of Intlia and

,,,J;gthet"s, decided on 31.10.2005" in whiclh alsc the OfIice \,,Iernorandum
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dated 24.03 2005 had been rlssailerjTlre Tribunal disposed of the OAs

urith the {irllowing obsen.ations:

"39. Having regard to the facts and c irc,umstances of the case
as also observations made atlove cur conclusions on various
contentions mad,t by the parrties are as fbllows:

(1)Tenns and conditions for absor:pti,oni in BSNL/MTNL for
Group A offiLcers contained in Crir4 dated 4.10.2005 are
comprehensive enough. Combirned with them the
assllrances provided on behalf of the Gorrernrnent as
respects allocation/ absorlltion ils well as recovery of the
ad hoc amount. these instructirsnS would enable the
concerned enrplovees to r:xercise an informed option for
absorption in MTT{L,/BS}{ L

(2) On absorpti,on, these 'ilfficers will certainly gain in
monetary terms b1,' ar,,:arling corresponding IDA pay
scales, which are higher than thr: existing CDA pay scales
available in the Governrnent.

(3) There is no infirmity or illegality in insertion of rule 37 A
CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972 vide notification dated
30.9.2000. In our collsid,ered \,'iev/, it cannot be said to be
an excessive piece of legislation at all.

(4) Since a bulk of officers in EiSl\lLl M'|NL have been
absorbed frorn 1.10.2000 no di{ferential treatment can be
accorded to Gror"rp A o{ficers insofar as the question
effective date r:f absomtion is c,oncemed.

,

(5) In rnajority of OAs uncler consideration here the ITS
Association or its members harve filed series of
petitions/applications befrore various High Courts and
different Benches of this; Tritrunal on the same cause of
action. This indeed is a 1llagxarrt atrtrse of the process of,
law and casts a serious cl,oubt on inLtellectual integrity of
the concerned Association or its nrembers. We cannot
approve such a tendenrcy on ttheir pafi. Basically,
following the settled law on this aspect. their OAs could
have been dismissed outrightly. However, instead of
taking a technical vrerv of'the nratter, we have considered
tirern on merits.

"40. Althcuplh r,ve havs ,coficlurle,C :above that the gerieral
terms and conditions of absorptiorn jn BSNLllviTNL were
comprehensive and deserve no irrtelrference, it has been

ointed out above that r-:ertaill irnprortant aspects of the



matter required clarificatircns and indeed the Government
came up with OM dated 4.10,1005 during the pendencl,
of these oAs and have been extending the date of
submission of options ficlrn time t<l time, the last being
15.10.2005 As a matter of fac't, certain assurances have
been provided e\/en durirrg the course of hearing. It is
also observecl that a bulli. segnlent of Group A officers
have yet nol exercised lheir oprtion for absorption in
BSNLA4TNI" for variousi reasc]ns. [t would be reasonable
and in the inlerest ofjustice thilt all Group A officers in
DOT including those whr:l are on deemed deputation with
BSNLA4TNL get a ftirth,sr opportun:ity of exercising their
option on the basis of OIvI dated 4 10.2005 combined with
assurances given on behal{'of respondents as incorporated
above. In our view, these officials should be able to
subrnit their options within a perio'd of one month with no
further extension.

"41 . [n result, these O.r\s are disposed of directing
respondent No. 1 , i. e. , Secreterry, Department of
Telecommunication, Nerv DeltLi, to extend the date of
submission ol' options in terms of ttre above observations
r-rp to November 30, 200:5. r,vhereafter respondents would
be at liberty to take appropriate d'ecision on such options
within a reasonable periorl. So)',, three months. No costs."

The (ircvernment of India again asked for:' options from the officers of the

Departrnent of Telecornmunications on 26.08.200i3 lor their absorption in

tsSNi- or for their reversion to the Depilftrnenif of Telecommunications.

The general terms and conditions of absorrption imnexed to the letter dated

26.0;S.:2008 \ 'ere rnodified vide letter ,Jated 79.08.2008 The deerned

deptrnation was further ertended up to 22:" .12.20A8, in spite of the

tlirections of this Tribunal

tOn N4 07.2009 Recmitment R.ules were rrotified by the BSNL.

knor,t'n as; tsSNL Managernent Service Recnritiment Rules, 2009, for

recutittnent of its officers. These Rules w€ire made effective from

,,.tr 1.06.:Z0tlq The Recruitment Rules do rrot coilternplate appointment by
. . . \P-  , /

\\_.r1



trani;fbr, deputation or deerned deputatioin. Follou'ing the irnpugned order

dated 24t\9.2009, which has been quoted atro.rre, the Chairrnan-curn-

Man,aginpl Director of BSNL wrote to the lirst Respondent, Secretary,,

Dep;artntetrt of Telecolnmunication, which , inte:r alia, stated that:

"BSNL has lnean\ /hile noitified its Flecnritment Rules on
l lthJune 2009 for recruitment &:. promotion at Group 'A'

level. The process of direct recruitmient at the level of STS
and JAG has already been :initiated. The vacancies at the
level of SAG are also being fiilled up rby giving promotion to
eligible officers. In view of the above, no deputation may
please be made at the SAG I'evel ,N this point of time."

The f,irst,l\pplicant also macle a representation clal.ed 06.10.2009 to the

first Respondent against the impugned orrCer, trut tlhere was no response.

6. On 07.04.2010 a letter dated 10.03.2010, fronn the first Respondent

addressed to the learned counsel fbl the Rlesporulernts was placed before us

stating, inler alia, that:

"2.In this connection it is rintirnated that the Annexure A-1
[the impugned Order] has rmerely called for willingness of
willing SAG oflicers to be posted in BSNL. No action has
been taken to post 3n1, IP&I'AFS o{fir;er to IISNL till date.

ffi *lr;f,3'.'t'.:fi::T?11-Txf :J:;[:]'"tl,i:':,T::l:
officer has been posted to BSNL, there is no cause of
action. "

The fribrrnal, while taking the above lettter on rscclrd' however, directed

the llespondents to file repl)'to the OA.

7 . Th,s learned counsel for the Applicants crlntended that the action of

the Respr-rndent- Departrnent of Telecounrnunicatiotr, was contrary to its

, ,$,. own prcli,;ry of giving the option onlv o1lce ftx' abs;orption in the BSNL.
t-!r'
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The {iovernment had failed to fbllow this p,olic}, and kept on dilly-

dall'"'ing, at the cost of those who had gi,,ren their option for absorption i1

BSliL. Ttre policv of the Government tc, give ttre officers in SAG, one

opportunitr,' after another to come cn d,lemed depiutalion to BSNL \vas

contrar} to the directions given bv this Tribunal in C)A number 196312005

and OA nutnber 266ID0A5. The Recruiitment Riulles have been frarned

and tlre officers of the BSNL were r,vaiting for their prornotion. The

ResPondent, Department of Telecomrnunication was compelling the

BSN [- to take people on deelned deputation frorn the Departrnent, in spite

of the Clllu{D's clarification that the BS}!L did not neecl any officer of

SAG The process of' atrsorption of the offir;ers. \r,ho had opted for

absorption. had not been cornpleted since 200 5. 
'Ihe 

officers of the

Deparlrnent of Telecornrnunications wer* having best of both u,orlds, b;r

moviug at will flour the Department of 
'feiecornmunications 

to the BSNL

and t''tce versa. The Government had gone bilclk on the terms and

condrtions of service for the officers who had opted for absorption by not

adherinq tc, it.

8. 'fhe 
Respondent. Departrnent of 

.fetrecornmuriications, 
has adopted

an ambiguotts stand in this matter" On the one hand it was stated that tire

Department had onlv asked fbr the rvillingress rrf officers of the SAG

rlevel firr deerned deputation to BS|.iL- bui: irad not talken an\/ further action

r' in the :malter" It w'as subrnitted, therefbre that the OA \,vas prematlu'e. An

order date,,J I9'l' Januar), 20i I of the Madras .Benr;li has also been piacecl

r iln record by an affidavit date*C 3'd Ma!, 20 i l. in whir;h also a similar issue
. ) F  ' /w"
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was considered. l'he order dated 24.09 .2009 had treen assailed in this OA

too. It wars noted in the order ,rf the T'ribunal irr the aForesaid OA that:

"4. A detailed repll' has been filed on behalf of respondents
r,3,4 and 6. in paragraph 23. they ha''ye stated as ftlllor,l,s:

"with regard to para ,r.9, it is s;ubmitted that on the
persistent request of CIMD. IISN.L (RA-I, II, III, IV &
v) for posting of IPdLT AFS olficers at senior level
(JAG and above) in BsNl- through deputation or
deemed deputation since .[une 2006, citing a huge
vacuuln and problems being faced b)' BSNL
management in handling finance, functions, given the
declining profits ol'' BS NiL and poor financral
perfonnance, the answering resp,ondent has approved
the posting of 10-15; SAG of{icers of tP&T AFS
Group 'A' 

to BSNLIMTNI- on deerned deputation
basis. Accordingly, vide O'.I\4. dated 24.09.2009
(Annexure l4 of the O,.A.) wilhingress of SAG oflicers
of IP&T Group f'crr posting in BSI{LA4TNL 'on

deemecl' deputation barsis, tv'ere called for.

It may, hor,vever., be :,rdded that on recelipt of a letter
fiom CI\4f). BSNL ciated 20 10.2:009 (Annexure A-tr5
of the O A.) and representation from Association
against orrier dateci 2'4 .A9.2(109, the issue of deerned
deputation has not been push,ld any further.

In view of the ahove, tliey have pralrsd for disrnissal cf the
application. "

T'he ,Or\ \\/ils closed with the follorvins observal.ions:

"As the main respondents themselves have stated in the reply
statelnent that on receipt of a letter from CIVID, BSNL and
representation fi'om Assocriertiora ag;ainst the order dateci
24 9.2009, the issue of posting of IiA.G officers to BSNL on
deerned deputation has not been pushed any flirther, tlle
applicants cannot have any grievance and the O A. can be
closed by recoding the sai<l statelmenlr of the respondents.
Accordingly, rve close thrs {)"A. L,earnLed senior counsel for

'vl tlre applicants also agreed frlr- the s&ffir3."
-  r t t 1 ;  - /

tu!,.r,
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Similar arrertnent has been rnade in the courrter affidavit of the first

Restrlondent, Department of Telecommunications, which reads thus:

"iii) With regard to the observationrs of the Hon'ble Tribunal
in Para 6 (ii; above, rt is ()nce ragain submitted that, the
intention of the Respondent No. I is not for pennanently
absorbing the SAG officers who are r,r'illing to be posted in
BSNLA4TNL on deemed deputation. The irnpugned order
called for willingness of Sl\G ofTicer fbr posting in BSNL
only on deemed deputation and did not express any intention
of their permanent absorption irr BSNIL. Since the CMD,
BSNL in his letter datec[ 20 10.209 has declined any
requirement of SAG offic,:rs" the inrpugped orders have
become non operative and rrr;t pursr,red llurther.'"

On the other hand the Respondents har,'e stated in an additional affidarrit

datecf 27ttr Januarv 20 i I in

the t[iroup, 'A' officers in

paragraph 5 that the:

BSNL vvas initiated

procosS of absorption of

by them in March 2A05,

strictlv in accordance

CC Sirll 'ensron) Rules.

witlr the relevant prov'isions of Rule 37 -A of the

1972. ln terms of the provisions of the Rule 37-A

rbid., it was incumbent on the part of't[re Respondents to cornplete the

proc;esis of absorption of Group 'A' offircers in BSlrIL. It was also stateC

that man\/ Group'A'officers had not exelcised their option despite serreral

additionat incentives offered to them. It was further sublnitted tirat the

reasons flor such poor resporrse of Groupr 'A' officers had been anatrvsed

and the rr:presentatil'es of the Indian Telecom Servi,ce Asstlciation IITSA)

irad also been consulted tc asceftain their collcr3rllS. lla,s'ed on these

rleliherat:,irtn^y" the rnalter trla.\ ogcntt proposed to be sttbmittetl lo the

CaL,inet l'i'.tt" ils' consideratittn v;ith o vieu'lo gtv'in,g ottothet optportttnitv trt

Grou1l'A" afficers./br e.\ei'ct'sing theiv 6-,tptton ibr ctbsorplirtn in BSI{[-" k

goes ilil iio state that the optron process cannot be abandoned rnidway It
,"'nl f
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was firrth'er contended that the officers who had lbeen absorbed on the

basis of lFl.ule 37 -A of the CICS (Pension) Rules, 1972, their absorption

was final and iruevocable. It was contencled that there was no force in the

contenrtion ol' the Appiicants that the process of absorption shoulcl be

declerr3d cornplete.

9. lJirections had been given in OA number 1963,2005, already

advefted to above, to extend the date of absoqltionr up to November 30,

200it and ,Cecision taken on such options within a period of three months.

In CIA nurmber 266120A5 further 10 davs time wa"s given to those who

had ttot b,::en able to exercise their option. In the light of these directions,

the }tesp'sndents are not justified in f-urther extending the time for

absorption of Group 'A' officers even after firre yr:ors of the directions

given in LIA number 2661 /20C5. Since then thr: Re,cruitment Rules liave

been {inalised b}' the BSNL. It was urged tr1, the Applicairts and not

dispr'lted bv the Respoudents that the Recmitrnent Rules of BSI'{L dici rrot

provide for anv method of recruitment by deputation/deerned deputation.

The ltesp,cndents are indulging in obfuscation by bl,rwing hot and cold in

the slame breatir. On tire one hand the irnpression has been given that tire

issue r,egarding deemed deputation had bcen closed after the opposition by

the flhainnan-cum-Managing Director oi- BS]*]L and on the other hand it

is st;a.tr:d t,llat the Respondent. Department of'lfeleoolnrnunications, lnay

approacit the Cabinet for firrther extending rthe period of option for

depuri'atitltt Tlie apprehension in tire rnincl of the alre'ad]' absorbed officers

rs tlrat tlit;: l)epafiment Lrl' 'ielecornlnuuications vrill continue to send

.. u\-. oftic,crs of'Lirnup 'A' cu cteerned deputaticn to ETSNI- and their chances of
l-llt''
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promotlon would be jeopardised. There cannot be' arlv justification for

exte,nding the period of option for absoqrtion or for continuing to depute

Group 'A' officers otr deernecl deputatiorir to EllSNL, especially when the

Recnrittnetrt Rules of BSNL had been finalise,C. The instructions issued

by t,tre D(-)P&T vide Office Mernorauduun nunnber AB. 14017t37 12009-

Estt. (RR) dated 8e October 2010 are r,slevant ancl have been extracted

belo lv:

"Subject: - Time limit for fi"aming of Ftules and Regulations
on converslon of Cior,'ernrrlent
PStls/autonornous/statutorl' bodr,.

Department into

The undersipped is directecl to refbr to the above subject and
to state that the instructions on matters relating to regulation
of service condition:i of Gov'ernrnent ernployees on transfer
to autonomous organisations have been issued by the
t)epaftment of Pension ernd ftensioners'Welfare. The
provisions inclucled rn the relevant portion of Rule 37 (A) of
tlre Central Civr.l Sen'ice (F'ension) Rules, I 972 refers.

2. This Departrnent has examinecl issues pertainlng to service
conditions, prornotioruconfirmat.ic'n etc. in respect of tire
deemed deputationists on a reference received from the
concerned admirristrative N'{inistries. It has been decided that
in such cases r.vhere tirere i:s ? converl;ion of a Government
Department into PSus/aulonomous/statutor_y body, tirere
rnust be a time fiame r,vithirn which a new body shall fiarne
its rules and regulations. Al rtire enci of this period, all
ernployees on deemed depulation should have opted elther to
get pennanently absorbed in the n€'\,v organisation or revert to
the Governrnent. A maximurn peri'od of 5 years {or frarnirig
o{' rules and another 2 years for llhasing out repatriatioi-l to
those opting to corne bilck t(:, Government has tleen
prescribed. All the lv{inistries,,'T)epartrnents are accorrtringiy
advised to adhere to the tirne frame whenever a proposal for
transfer of emulovees is considereil as above."

i0. hr the light of the above discus;sicn trhe impugned order Cated

,'" ro, 24.C1'),2001? is quashed and set aside u'ith directions to the Respondents

:  .  . '
-.',,j\^ got [o gi.'o'e anv further cpirciftiinitl to the officers of the l)epar-treieitt cf'
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Telecomnrunications, who continue to ber on de,ltnetl deputation to BSNL
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and to repatriate them to their parent De4lartm$nt. 
'fhe 

OA is allowed in

terms of the above directions. No costs.

(L.K. ;o" f '
Vicr: Chrrirman (A)
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