No. SNEA(I)/CHQ/CMD/ 2012-14/
61
dated 02.12.2014

To


Sri A. N. Rai,


CMD, BSNL


New Delhi.

Sub:- Notification for LDCE from JTO(T) to SDE(T) – Request for a) Reducing the minimum qualifying marks from 50% to 45% for “OC” category and from 45% to 40%  for “SC/ST” category as in the case of LDCE for SDE(Civil/Elect/Arch) etc as recommended by the committee and approved by DIR(HR), b) sympathetic consideration of eligibility of JTOs of the same batch of 2008 to appear in the LDCE and c) removing ambiguity in the scheme and syllabus for LDCE reg:-
Ref: BSNL LDCE notification vide Letter No 24-1/2014-Rectt, dated 13-11-2014.

Respected Sir,
a) Reducing the minimum qualifying marks to 45% and 40% for OC and SC/ST.
Reduction of qualifying marks from 50% and removing the negative marking was considered by the BSNL Management as requested by the Executive Associations by constituting a committee to examine the issues. The committee recommended reduction of  qualifying marks from 50% to 45% for “OC” category and 45% to 40% for “SC/ST” category but continue with negative marking as is the common  practice in almost all competitive examinations with multiple choice questions. It is understood that the committee report has been duly approved by DIR(HR) and the same has been communicated by the recruitment cell to all the cadre controlling authorities vide letter No. 2-12/2011/Rect I dated 13.09.2011 for further necessary action. 

However, in the LDCE notification dated 13.11.2014, the minimum qualifying marks is continued to be kept as 50% since the proposal for reduction of qualifying marks didn’t approved by the BSNL Board. In the last three LDCEs held in 2002, 2007 and 2012, large number of SDE posts remained vacant because of the higher qualifying marks. In this connection it is pertinent to point out that the qualifying marks for the LDCE to SDE(Civil/Elect/Arch) etc is only 45% as approved by DIR(HR). Continuing with a minimum qualifying marks as 50% for LDCE to SDE(T) alone is a clear discrimination which needs further corrective action. 
b) Sympathetic consideration of eligibility of JTOs of same batch of 2008 to appear in the LDCE.
The cut-off date for deciding the eligibility to appear in the LDCE is fixed as 01st July of the year to which the vacancy pertains. The one year relaxation for seniors provided in the SDE RR is not extended to the LDCE quota. Though the verdicts on  cases filed on the issue in the Courts have gone in favour of the Management, it requires a revisit in the form of an  amendment in the SDE RR as the issue has been consistently agitating the minds of all concerned. This was a point of contention in all the LDCEs held in 2002, 2010 and now in 2014. Now as per the notification, large number of JTOs of 2008 batch who  joined after 01st July, 2010 are not eligible to appear in the LDCE, whereas their counterpart JTOs of the same 2008 batch, some of them junior to the denied ones are eligible as they  happened to join as JTOs prior to 01st July, 2010. All of them are selected by a single All India examination held on 21.06.2009 but sent for training in different batches due to administrative reasons even without following the merit or rank in the examination. The only solution to resolve this unjust anomaly is to include the senior – junior clause in the SDE RR by suitable amendment. It is requested to consider the matter logically to redress the gross injustice meted out to some among the same batch recruits.
c) Removing ambiguity in the scheme and syllabus reg:-

In the scheme and syllabus notified for the LDCE, detailed syllabus and topic wise marks are not mentioned. The syllabus itself is very vague. For example, as for as CM Syllabus is concerned the following issues are noticed:

a.  
Topic Nos. 7 and 13 are the same.

b.  
Item No.12: MNP - whether it is “Mobile Network Planning” or “Mobile Number Portability” is not defined.
c.  
Item No. 6: MIN -- “Mobile identification Number” is not a relevant subject. Whether it is “Mobile Intelligent Network” is not clear.

It is requested to consider all the issues as expeditiously as possible. The delay in decisions in this regard should not further delay the LDCE as it is already delayed years together. 

Yours faithfully,

With regards,
(K. Sebastin)






  

Copy to: 

1. Sri S. S. Aggarwal, GM(Pers), BSNLCO for information and necessary action please.
2. Sri Dev Kumar Chakravorthy, GM(Rect), BSNLCO for information and n/a please.
