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/Depts. asked to give details on
SC/ST promotions under Act

There have been comnplaints of promotions not effected

SHARATH S. SRIVATSA ‘3” /\\\* the Karnataka State Govern-

BE‘\IGALURU

In the light of complaints ov-
ef irregular implementation
of reservation in promotion
following the Supreme
Court order, the Social Wel-
fare Department has asked
departments to subimit de-
tails of promotions effected
by them as per the Conse-
quential Seniority to Act,
2017, that provides reserva-
tion-in promotions to go-
vernment employees be-
longing to Scheduled Castes
and Scheduled Tribes,
Complaints of promo-
tions not effected in line
with the legislation has been
there for sometime in the
Police, Urban Development,
Fire Services, Transport,
Agriculture, Public Works,
and Forest Departments,
~‘among many others. The di-
~rection from the Social Wel-
“re Department came after

ment SC/ST Employees As-
sociation petitioned Social
Welfare Minister B. Sriramu-
lu over the issue. The Addi-
tional Chief Secretary, Social
Welfare Department, will be
chairing a meeting on Janu-
ary 21 to review the
implementation.

The reservation in pro-
motion has been a burning
Issue over the last couple of
years after two separate Su-
preme Court decisions
caused confusion in the bu-
reaucracy. If the first order
that quashed the earlier le-
gislation for reservation in
promotion resulted in near-
ly 4,000 SC/ST employees
being demoted, the second
order that came in May 2019
upheld the Karnataka Exten-

-slon of Consequential Se-

niority to Government Ser-
vants Promoted on the Basis
of Reservation (to the Posts

in Civil Services of the State}
Act, 2017, that meant the
reinstatement of those de-
moted and drawing of fresh
senjority list. The commit-
tee, however, said that the

.compliance with the court

order and the Act had been
poor.

The petition submitted by
the committee president D.
Chandrashekaraiah pointed
at specific instances in de-
partments where the reser-
vation in promotion as per
the 1978 order had not been

followed  while giving
promotion.
The committee has

sought action under the Un-
touchability Offences Act,
1855, against those officials
who are responsible for de-
lay and confusion and has
urged the Social Welfare De-
partmentto setup acellto |
hear grievances pertaining ;
to the issue. /



