GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR SCHEDULED TRIBES

3at whwes, ‘A7 fam, Sis wEw wal
No.  MN/1.2012/80/STGAR/SEPROM/RU-1V [ wikwe, T3 feeai-110003

6th Floor, ‘B'Wing, Lok Nayak Bhawan

IKhan Market, New Delhi-110 003

TO Dated ..o 21:02.2013

The Chairman-cum-Managing Director
APCPDCL, Mint Compound
Hyderabad — 500 063

Sub:  Representation dated 22.08.2012 received from Shri M. Narender, Sub-Engineer,
Mahboobnagar regarding promotion.

1 am directed to refer to this Commission’ letter of even number dated 15.01.2013

on the above subject and to forward herewith a copy of the proueedmgs of the Sitting held in
this Commission on 31.01.2013 for necessary action.

2. It is requested that action taken report with reference to the above proceedings may
plcase be sent to this Commission at an early date.

Yours faithl\xlly,

<0

(N. Balasubramanian)
Research Officer

Copy to:- Shri M. Narender, .
Sub-Engineer/Jadeheria Division,
Mahboobnagar, - 509 301 (AP)
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No. MN/1/2012/STGAR/SEPROM /RU-IV

Proceedings of the Sitting held in the WNCST on
31.01.,2013 at 11.30.A.M in the casc of Shri M,
MNarender, Sub-Engineer/Jadelerala Division,
Mahlhoobnragar (AP) regarding promotion to the post of
Assistant Engineer in APCPDCL.

The following were present:

1. Smt. K. Kamala Kumari, Hon’ble Mernber
Z. Shri N. Balasubramanian, Research Officer

APLPIRICH

Smt. Lalitha, CGM(HRD), Hyderabad

retitioners:

1. Shri M. Narender, Sub-Engineer, APCPDCL,
2. Shri B. Suresh, State General Secretary,
DE/KTPS/APGENCO.

fssue:  Representation dated 22.08.2012 of Sbhri M.
Narender, Sub-Engineer/Jadelerala Division,
Mahbeobnagar (AP) regarding promotion to the

post of Assistant Engineer in APCPDCL.
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Bacl gqround of the Case

A repreSen‘tation dated 22.08.2012 was received from Sini
M. Narender, Sub- Enginner, Jadelerala Division,

Mahboobnagar, (AP) regarding his promotion to the post of
Assistant Engineer.

2. Shri M. Narender was appointed as Sub-Engineer against
S.T. point during the year July 2002. With prior permission of
the competent authority, he had appeared B.Tech examination
and passed it in 2009. After successfully completion of B.Tech,
he informed to the higher authority to add his higher
quatificatién in his service records and seniority list for the
purpose of higher promotion.

3. In the meanwhile, the Chief General Manager (HRD},
APCPDCL, Hyderabad hag directed to all the Superintending
Eng{neers to furnish the information in regard to the Graduate
Sub-~Engineer Who have completed 4 vyears service as on
05.01.2010 in the prescribed Performa on 06.05.2011 and also
requested to furnish the information about the colomns - 5 & 6
with regard to vigilance clearance and satisfactory of incumbent
vidke letter .dated 05.02.2011. But even after lapse of more than

1 year, no tangible action has been taken by the management.



4.  Shri Narender added that his Junior most, namely Shri P.
Venketesham who had passed the B. Tech examination along
with him in the same month & year i.e. December - 2009, had
got promotion to the post of Assistant Engineer on 13.08.2010.

5. In this connection, Shri Narender approached the
Chairman & Managing Director, APCPDCL, Hyderabad and
submitted many representations to consider promotion to the
post of Assistant Engineer on par with his Junior Shri P.
Venketesham. In turn the CMD, APCPDCL also agreed to
consider his promotion as A.E. But Management had not taken

any serious action about his promotion till date.

6. Shri Narender requested the Commission to look into his
case of promotion to the post of Assistant Engineér from “Sub—
Engineer with retrospective effect on par with his Junior-Shri P.
Venketasham w.e.f. 13.08.2010 against the available
vacancies. The Commission intervened and sought comments
from the APCPDCL vide letter dated 19.11.2012. Since no reply
was received, the Hon’ble Member (KKK), fixed up a Sitting in ”
the matter on 31.01.2013 at 1130hrs to discuss the case with
the CMD, APCPDCL, Hyderabad.



Discussion

7. At the outset, opportunity was given to Shri M. Narender
to explain his case. The petitioner mentioned that his promotion
was delayed by APCPDCL even after he obtained requisite
qualification. His Junior Shri P. Venkatesham was given
promotion on 13.08.2010. During the discussion with the
officers of the APCPDCL, the Commission observed that the
Department had issued promotion orders to four employees,

while ignoring ST employee-Shri M. Narender.

Conclusion and Recommendation of the Commission

8. After detailed discussion, the Commission observed that
officials junior to M. Narender were given promotion while the
eligible case of Shri M. Narender- a ST employee was ignored.
The Commission advised the APCPDCL Management to consider
promotion to Shri M. Narender at par with his junior Shri P.
Venkatesham with retrospective effect i.e.13.08.2010 and

furnish the compliance report to the Commission within 15
days.
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