PROCEEDIDNGS OF THE ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER OF COMMERCIAL TAXES ANDHRA PRADESH :: HYDERABAD.

PRESENT : SRI G. LAKSHMI PRASAD
CCT’s Ref.No.DZ(3)/   466  / 2012 –VI



      Dated: 24 -01-2014
Sub:- Public Services – C.T. Department - Seniority list of Deputy Commercial Tax Officers for the panel years from 1997-98 to 2004-05 – Certain changes made in the zonal wise seniority lists of DCTOs of Zone-VI consequent on revision of seniority in the ACTO cadre – Revised Show Cause Notice issued – Calling Objections – Objections received and Examined  -  Orders passed – Communicated.
     Ref:-  1.   Integrated seniority list published in A.P Extraordinary 
                   Gazette  No.119,     dt.25-03-04  

             2.   Hon’ble High Court orders dt.09-04-2001 in W.P. No.

                   24335/1999   and 14538/2000filed by Sri Y.R Sai Mohan 
                    Raj and others

             3.   Zonal seniority list of  DCTOs published in A.P Extraordinary

                  Gazette    Nos 331 & 303,  dt.20-08-2004 & 30-06-2006. 

             4.    Zonal seniority list of DCTOs revised and published in A.P. 

                   Gazette No.  103B dt 24.02.2006.

                   5.   Hon’ble APAT orders dated 27.12.2010 in O.A .No.9200 of

                       2010 filed by Sri J. Subba  Reddy, presently working as 

                       as CTO, Guntakal   and 11 others

                        6.   Govt. Memo. No. 263/CT.I (2)/2011, Rev (CT.I) Dept,

                       dt.26-09- 2011

             7.   CCT’s Ref.No.DX2/1469/2011Zone-VI, dated 23-04-2012.
             8.   A.P. Extraordinary Gazette No.66 dt 8.5.2012


  9.   CCT’s Ref No.DZ(3)/465/2012 dt.06-07-2012.


 10. CCT’s Ref.No. DZ(3)466/2012-VI, dated.07-07-2012.



 11. CCT’s Ref. No.DZ(3)/466/2012, dated 29-09-2012.



 12. Objection filed by Sri P.Ramachandra Kumar, CTO (I/c)



 13. Objection filed by Sri Y.Narahari Rao, DCTO.



 14. Objection filed by Smt. P.Surekha, DCTO.



 15. Objection filed by Sri L.Narahari, DCTO



 16. Objection filed by Sri Devender Reddy, DCTO



 17. Objection filed by Smt. N.Aruna, DCTO.



 18. Objection filed by Sri N.Gangadhar, DCTO.



 19. Objection filed by Sri Bhupendralal, DCTO.



 20. Objection filed by Sri P.Bheemla, DCTO.



 21. Objection filed by Sri M.Dhanunjay Naik, DCTO.



 22. Objection filed by Sri B.Upender Reddy, DCTO.


 23. Govt. Memo No. 31275/CT.I(1)/2012 Rev (CT.I) Dept., dt.17-01-14



 24. CCT’s Ref.No.DZ(3)/465/2012-VI, dated 21-01-2014.

-000-

ORDER:-


In the reference 7th cited ,  the seniority list in the feeder cadre of ACTOs was revised in two spells  for the panel years from 1975-76 to 1991-92 and for the panel years1992-93 to 1999-2000 and the same was published in the A.P. Extra Ordinary Gazette No.66 dt 8.5.2012.


As a result of the revision, it has become necessary to revise the earlier  seniority list of DCTOs for the periods from 1975-76 to 1996-97 and 1997-98 to 2004-05 of Zone-VI, which were finalized vide reference 3rd cited.    Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued in the cadre of DCTO of Zone-VI vide reference 9th cited, for the period from 1975-76 to 1996-97 and the same was finalized in the reference 24th cited.

Similarly, basing on the revised seniority list of ACTOs, for further periods from 1997-98 to 2004-05,   a Show cause Notice was issued vide reference 10th cited,  in the cadre of DCTOs of Zone-VI,  inviting objections, if any, from the affected persons, by adopting the following parameters.  This Show cause also published in the A.P.Gazette No.148, dt.11-09-2012.   

1.   The current exercise involves revision of the  seniority list of DCTOs finalized and published in A.P. Gazette No. 303  dated 30.05.2004  based on the revised integrated seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI finalized in the reference DX(2)/1469/2011 dt 23.4.2012 and published in the A.P. Extraordinary Gazette No. 66 dt 8.5.2012.

2. The seniority of DCTOs of Zone VI,   now proposed, is prepared in the light of directions/orders of the A.P. High Court dt 9.4.2001 in W.P.No.24335/99 and 14538/2000 and the Hon’ble A.P.A T. Orders dated 22.7.2003 in O.A.No. 6022/2001 and batch and  APAT orders dated 27.12.2010 in OA No.9200/2010 filed by Sri J. SubbaReddy presently CTO and 11 others  and orders of the Govt memo No.263/CT.I(2)/2011     dt 29.06.2011  
3. The number vacancies of DCTOs of Zone-VI as shown in A.P. Gazette No.303   dated 03.05.2006 is taken into consideration for the purpose of preparation of the proposed seniority list of DCTO’s in  Zone-VI.  
4. In the case of the city list candidates, they have been placed against every  15th point,   earmarked for them according to A.P.C.T. Service Rules.
6.     The Rule of Reservation has been followed in terms of the relevant G.O.s  issued from time to time.

In response to the above Show cause notice, objections have been received from the following individuals:-

1) Objections filed by Sri P.Ramachndra Kumar, CTO (I/c), Maharajgunj Circle, Hyderabad.


He states that  in the show cause notice, his name is placed at Sl.No.49 in the panel year 2001-02 below the name of the city list candidate, Sri A.Subramanyam, who is placed at Sl.No.48 in the panel year 2001-02.  The placement of Sri A.Subramanyam at Sl.No.48 is not correct as the city list candidate is to be placed against the 15th vacancy as per the 15 point cycle of DCTOs and therefore  name of Sri A.Subramanyam should be placed at Sl.No.49 and his name shall be placed at Sl.No.48.


He further stated that Sri A.Subramanyam is working as a regular CTO from May 2011 and whereas,  he is working as in-charge CTO since Sep’ 2010.  The roster point allotted to him under reserved category of SC/ST is also not correct as the correct roster point is not worked out.
Reply to the Objection: The objection filed by the individual is carefully examined with reference to the records.    Earlier, Sri A. Subramanyam was placed at Sl. No. 48 and    Sri P. Ramachandra Kumar was placed at Sl.No. 49 respectively in the panel year 2001-02 in the seniority list of DCTOs of Zone-VI.

In the case of the city list candidates, they have to be placed in the seniority list of DCTOs  against the 15th vacancy earmarked for them according to 15 point cycle of vacancy of DCTO in A.P.C.T. Service Rules,1994.   Now, the individual is placed at 14th vacancy in a cycle of 15 vacancies, and accordingly his name is now considered to be shown above the name of Sri A.Subramanyam in the panel year 2001-02,  thereby his objection sustains.    

As Sri Ramachandrakumar got placement in the panel year 2001-02,  the Rule of Reservation in promotion which came into force  from the panel year 2002-03, had no application in his case.
2) Objection of Sri Y.Narahari Rao, DCTO.
He submitted the following objections:
He belongs to S.T. category and he joined as DCTO on 9.12.2005.  He was  placed in the panel year / seniority list of  2004-05 at Sl.No.123 of DCTOs of Zone-VI, which was published in A.P  Part-I Extraordinary Gazette No.303 dated 30.05.2006.  This seniority list became final as it was not challenged and therefore cannot be revised pursuant to revision of seniority list in the feeder category of ACTOs on 23.4.2012.  Further, he has also stated that the seniority list once finalized cannot be revised after 3 years relying on Govt. circular Memo.No. 57759/Ser.A/2004-1 dt 20.5.2004.   Against the revision of seniority list of ACTOs dt.23.4.2012, he filed O.A. No. 3641/12 and obtained status quo orders on 23.5.2012 after finalization of seniority list of ACTO.   In view of the status quo orders his seniority list in the cadre of DCTO can not be disturbed.  He also objected to placing all the city list candidates’ enbloc against the 15th vacancy.  
Further, he stated that the names of the DCTOs (i.e DR batch of ACTO of the year 1994-95) is also shown as enbloc  from Sl. No.76 to 105 in the  seniority list of the DcTO cadre,  which is also not correct.  As seen from the ACTO cadre revision seniority list, the order of 10 point cycle is not followed. 

Further, the City list candidates, DR’s  of 1994-95 batch are placed enbloc and  hence the seniority list in respect of ACTO’s cadre from Sl.No. 91 onwards is not correct.  Hence, revision of DCTO cadre seniority list is  not correct.
As such, he has finally requested to restore his seniority in the cadre of DCTO in the panel year 2004-05 at Sl.No.123 of Zone-VI.

Reply to the Objection:



The above objections have been examined with reference to the record.   The inclusion of the name of the individual earlier in the panel year 2004-05 of DCTO of Zone-VI and as published in the A.P.Gazette No.303, dt.30-05-2006 was with reference to pre-revised seniority list in the feeder category integrated seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI.   It is informed that subsequently the integrated seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI underwent revision pursuant to the directions of the Hon’ble APAT in O.A.NO.9200/2010 dt.27-12-2010 and the orders of the Government in Memo No.263/CT.I (2)/2011, dt.29-06-2011, wherein it was directed to follow principle of Rota-Quota between the Direct ACTOs  and the Rank Promotee ACTOs  in all the seniority lists finalized earlier.  Accordingly the seniority list in the cadre of ACTOs was proposed to be revised.  Based on this revised integrated seniority lists of ACTOs, the seniority list in the cadre of DCTOs of Zone-VI, which was earlier finalized in Gazette No.303, dt.30-05-2006, also required revision as consequential action.   Accordingly, the said seniority list of DCTOs of Zone-VI as published in the Gazette No.303, dt.30-05-2006 is now revised and the individual is not finding placement in the panel year 2004-05 of DCTOs, with reference to his present feeder category revised seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI.  Further, the revised integrated seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI was finalized even before the status-quo orders obtained by the individual.   Apart from that, subsequently, the Hon’ble Tribunal in other subsequent OAs consistently passed orders  with directions to finalize the seniority lists in the cadre of DCTO.

 The contention that no seniority lists, in the present case the seniority list in the cadre of DCTO  should be revised at the request after three years of its finalization as per the Government circular Memo No.57759/Ser., dt.20-05-2004, has absolutely no application here.  The Govt. circular Memo would apply in cases where a Government Servant makes an application on his/her own motion after noticing the mistake in his/her seniority subsequently beyond three years of finalization of the seniority list.  The present exercise of revision of seniority in the cadre of DCTOs is not at the instance / request of any individuals, but as consequential orders, due to revision in the seniority list of ACTOs as per the orders of the Hon’ble APAT and the orders of the Government.


Hence, the objections of the individual fail.

3) Objection of Smt. P.Surekha, DCTO.

                It is her objection that she is senior  to Sri G.Srinivas, DCTO in all the cadres i.e., Junior Assistant, Senior Assistant, ACTO and DCTO and therefore, her name should find placement in the panel year 2004-05 of Zone-VI, but her name is not included in the panel year 2004-05 and the name of Sri G. Srinivas was included. 
Reply to the objection:



The above objection has been examined.  The present exercise of revision of seniority list in the cadre of DCTOs of Zone-VI is based on the revised integrated seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI, which is feeder category post for appointment to the post of DCTO.   The record reveals that she is junior to Sri G.Srinivas as per the latest revised integrated seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI.   The record also reveals that she did not question her changed seniority in the cadre of ACTO below Sri G.Srinivas and therefore, she allowed that seniority to become final.   As finalization of seniority in the cadre of DCTO is with reference to feeder category seniority in the cadre of ACTO and it being consequential in nature, and as such it is not open to her to agitate her grievance of seniority over Sri G.Srinivas in the cadre of DCTO, at this juncture, especially in view of the fact that  she allowed the ACTO seniority list to become final.


As the preparation of revised DCTO’s seniority list is long over due, her request for 15 days more time, is not feasible to be considered.  

Hence, her objections are devoid of any merit and fail.

4) Common Objection of Sri L.Narahari, DCTO, Sri Devender Reddy, DCTO, Smt.N.Aruna, DCTO


The objections of the above individuals precisely are to the effect that 16 DCTO vacancies under city list quota are not taken into consideration in the panel years 2003-04 and 2004-05 and if those vacancies were taken into consideration, they would have found placement  in the earlier panel years.  As such, they requested to include those 16 DCTO vacancies of city list quota so that they would find placement in the panel year 2002-03 and 2003-04.  
Reply to the objection:



Their above objections have been examined.   Precisely, it is their contention that if the 16 DCTOs vacancies under the city list quota are taken into consideration, their names would have found  placement in the earlier panel years as against  the placements shown now  panel years 2003-04 and 2004-05.    As per the 15 point cycle of vacancies prescribed in the APCT Service Rule, 1994, to fill up the vacancies of DCTO posts in each zone of six zones in A.P., the 15th vacancy was earlier earmarked to be filled from the cadre of Superintendent / Spl. Cat. Stenos of O/o CCT / STAT Office, Hyderabad which was popularly known as “City list Quota”.   This appointment of DCTOs in each zone against 15th vacancy was dispensed with  duly amending the APCT Service Rules 1994  vide G.O.Ms.NO.1758, Revenue (CT.I) Dept., dated 11-10-2011 and earmarking the said vacancy to the ACTOs of respective Zones.    This G.O. was issued with prospective effective only and therefore those vacancies would be taken into consideration only in the panel year subsequent to the date of the gazette publication of the above G.O. i.e. 2011-12.   Therefore, all the accumulated 16 vacancies of DCTOs under city list Quota in Zone-VI could not be taken into consideration for the earlier and present panel years as sought by the individuals.



Hence, the above objections are devoid of any merit and fail.

5)  Objection of Sri N.Gangadhar, DCTO.


The contention of the individual is that he belongs to ST category and in the seniority list of ACTOs finalized in the Gazette No.823, dt.2.12.2005, his name was found at Sl.No.29.    However, the name of Sri M.Venkataiah was found at Sl.No.23 of the said seniority list.  With reference to this seniority list and the seniority list dt.23.4.2012, his name also should be included in the panel year of 2004-05  of DCTO panel of Zone-VI below the name of Sri M. Venkataiah in the next cycle point meant for S.Ts under Rule of reservation.  The penalty inflicted against him would not come in the way of inclusion of his name in the panel year 2004-05 below the name of Sri M.Venkataiah and above the name of Smt.M.Balamani

Reply to the objection.



The above objection has been examined.  The present exercise of revision of seniority list in the cadre of DCTOs of Zone-VI is as a consequential action pursuant to the latest revision of seniority list in the feeder category of ACTOs, adopting the principle of Rota-Quota between the Direct Recruits and the Rank Promotees ACTOs following the directions of the Hon’ble Tribunal in O.A. No.9200/2010 and the orders of the Govt. vide Memo.No.263 /CT.I (2)/2011, dt. 26-09-2011.  In the said revised seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI, the name of Sri M.Venkataiah found placement at Sl.No.81 and the name of this individual found placement at Sl.No.87 in the panel year 1994-95.  Thus, the individual is junior to Sri M.Venkataiah, earlier and now also.  Pursuant to the inclusion of the name of Sri M.Venkataiah in the panel years 1994-95 at the above place, his name has come for zone of consideration for inclusion  in the panel year 2004-05 of DCTOs of Zone-VI against ST vacancy.   The name of the individual would be considered in the appropriate panel of DCTOs as and when his turn comes up, with reference to his seniority in the feeder category of ACTOs or the arising of roster point under ROR for him, which ever is earlier.    Further, no junior to the individual is included in the  panel of DCTO for the year  2004-05.



Thus, the above objection of the individual is devoid of any merit and as such rejected, summarily. 

6)  Objection of Sri Bhupendralal., DCTO

The contentions of the individual are precisely that the seniority list of DCTOs, finalized and published in the A.P. Gazette No. 303 dt 30.05.2006 in which his name was pushed down in  panel year 2004-05, cannot be revised after 3 years after its finalization in terms of the Govt. circular memo. No. 57759/Service-A/2004-1, dt.20.05.2004.  The secondly, contention is that against the revised seniority list of ACTOs dt.23.4.2012,  following the rota quota, which formed the basis for revision of seniority list of DCTOs of Zone-VI, he filed O.A. No. 3609/2012 and obtained status quo orders on 23.5.2012.  Similarly, he also filed O.A. No.6120/2012 against the show cause notice dt.7.7.2012 proposing to revise the seniority list of DCTOs as published in Gazette No.303, dt.30.5.2006.  The third contention is that the vacancies of DCTOs are not properly worked out and placing the names of Sri G.Srinivas and Sri T. Sivaramireddy in the panel year 2004-05 of DCTOs and enblocking of certain city list candidates in the said panel, resulted in pushing down his name to Sl.No.137 in the panel year 2004-05.  He stated that in view of the status quo orders obtained by him in O.A. No.3609/2012 his seniority in the cadre of DCTO as published in Gazette No.303, dt.30.5.2006 which was again pursuant to feeder category seniority of ACTOs of Zone-VI as published in Gazette No.823, dt.2.12.2005 should not be disturbed.  Finally, he requested that his seniority in the cadre of DCTO should be maintained  in  the panel year 2004-05.

Reply to the objection:



The above objections of the individual have been examined vis-à-vis the record.  His earlier seniority in the cadre of DCTO at Sl.No.113 in the panel year 2004-05 as published in the Gazette No.303 dated 30-05-2006 was with reference to earlier integrated seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI as published in Gazette No.823, dt.2.12.2005.  This ACTO seniority list underwent revision by adopting Rota-Quota principle between the DR  and RP ACTOs following the directions of the Hon’ble APAT in O.A.NO.9200/2010, dt. 27-12-2010 and  subsequent instructions of the Government dt.29-06-2011 in this regard.   As there are no orders of stay from any competent authority precluding the under signed from taking further action, the consequential action of revising the seniority list in the cadre of DCTO of Zone-VI is also taken up.   Accordingly,   Show Cause Notice dt.07-07-2012 was issued and the name of the individual was proposed at Sl.No.137 in the panel year 2004-05.   Against, this Show Cause Notice, he filed O.A.NO.6120/2012 on the file of the Hon’ble Tribunal and the Hon’ble Tribunal did not pass any orders, restraining finalization of the seniority list of DCTOs of Zone-VI in pursuance of the Show Cause Notice dated 07-07-2012.


Further, the Government  Circular Memo  No.57759/Services/2004-1, dated 20-05-2004 has no application in the present context inasmuch as the revision of seniority list of ACTOs was undertaken as per the earlier orders of the Hon’ble Tribunal in O.A.NO.9200/2010, dt.27-12-2010 and subsequent Government instructions issued pursuant thereto.  The contention that revision of seniority list in any cadre should not be entertained beyond three years of finalization of the seniority list as contemplated  in the above circular Memo of the Government is with reference to any application made by any Government servant to revise his/her  seniority list after three years of its finalization, but not in cases where seniority list is revised pursuant to the directions of the Hon’ble courts or any competent authority.


The individuals Sri G.Srinivas and Smt. P.Sivaram Reddy got placements now in  the panel year 2004-05 of DCTOs due to upward placement of their seniority in the revised integrated seniority list of ACTO of Zone-VI, made on 27.9.2012. 


All the vacancies of DCTOs in each panel year were properly calculated and arrived at with reference to the record.   Further, the earlier seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI as published in the Gazette No.823, dt.02-12-2005, was prepared without following the principle of Rota-Quota between the DR ACTOs and RP ACTOs.  Though, such seniority became final from the stand point view of  RP ACTOs, nevertheless it  did not become final from the point of view of DR ACTOs of Zone-VI, who filed statutory appeals against such seniority list, which was allowed, resulting in revision of  earlier seniority list of ACTOs of Zone-VI and thus revision of seniority list in ACTOs formed the basis for the present revision in the seniority list of DCTOs.    All other objections of the individual, are not germane to the present issue of revision  of seniority in the cadre of DCTO.

Therefore, the objections of the individuals are sustainable  and accordingly rejected.

7)  Common objections of Sri. P. Bheemla, DCTO and Sri. M. Dhanunjay Naik, DCTO

The present contention of  the above individual  officers are that 16 posts of DCTO under city list Quota are not taken in the panel years 2003-04 and 2004-05 and if those vacancies are taken into account, they would find placement in the earlier panel years  of DCTOs Zone-VI.   Secondly, it is also their contention that by G.O. Ms. No. 123, GA (Ser-D) Dept., dt: 19-4-2003 and G.O. Ms. No. 2, SW (SW. ROR-I) Dept., dt.9-1-2004, rule of reservation among the SC /ST candidates have to be followed in promotions from the panel years 2002-03 to 2004-05, but  the same has been not followed .   As such, they requested to follow the ROR adopting the Roster points for ST candidates 8,25,33,58,75 and 83, so that  they would get placement at Roster points 8 and 25 in the panel year 2003-04 of zone-VI. 

Reply to the Objection. 



The above common objection of the two individuals have been examined.  Under pre-amended APCT Service Rule, 1994, a 15 point cycle of vacancies for appointment to the post of DCTO was prescribed in each zone.  In this cycle, 15th vacancy was earmarked to be filled from the cadres of Superintendent / Spl. Cat. Stenos of O/o CCT / STAT Office, Hyderabad  popularly known as “City list Quota”.   This appointment of DCTOs in each zone against 15th vacancy was dispensed with by deleting the 15th point in each zone for city list candidates and earmarking the same to ACTOs of Zone by way of amendment to the APCT Services Rules 1994 through G.O.Ms. No.1758, Revenue (CT.I) Department, dt.11.10.2011. This G.O. was issued with prospective effective only and those vacancies would be taken into consideration in the panel year subsequent to the date of the gazette publication of the above G.O. i.e. 2011-12.  Therefore, all the 16 accumulated  vacancies of DCTOs under city list Quota in Zone-VI cannot be taken into consideration for the earlier panel years as sought by the individuals.   These vacancies would be taken into the consideration from the panel year  2011-12.  Further during the panel  years 2003-04 and 2004-05 adequacy in relation to representation of SC/ST candidate in the DCTO panels was achieved in terms of para-4 of G.O.Ms.No.2, S.W. (ROR-i) Dept., dt.2.1.2004.     Thus, their objections are overruled.

2) Objections filed by B.Upender Reddy, DCTO, Enforcement Wing.


It is his objection that Sri D.Satyanarayana who retired on 30.9.2004 should not get placement at Sl.No.113 in the panel year 2004-05 as only 12 vacancies arose upto 30.9.2004.  Similarly, Sri B.Janardhan Reddy who retired on 30.9.2004 also should not get placement at Sl.No.125 in the panel year 2004-05 since only 22 vacancies arose upto 30.4.2005 of the panel year 2004-05.


It is his plea that if those 2 individuals are  not taken  in the panel year 2004-05, his name would find placement in the panel year 2004-05.  

REPLY:-


The above objection has been examined with reference to records.  The vacancies of DCTOs for Sri D.Satyanrayana and V.Janadrhan Reddy arose on 02-02-2005 & 24-08-2005 respectively,    it means that the said vacancies arose after their retirement from Government service on superannuation as indicated in the objection of the individual.    Therefore, they should not find placement in the panel year 2004-05.  


Thus, the objection of the individual is sustained and his name is now included in the panel year 2004-05 at Sl.No 139.

In exercise of  the  powers delegated by the  Commissioner of Commercial Taxes, A.P., Hyderabad to the under signed and orders of the Government in the reference 23rd cited,    the seniority list of DCTOs of Zone-VI for the periods from 1997-98 to 2004-05 (Appended as Annexure)  is hereby confirmed and finalized. 
It is also informed that the placements made in the various panel years of the employees are only for the purpose of seniority.   It does not confer any right to notional promotion or monetary benefits etc with retrospective effect.   It does not have the effect of disturbing the original panel years against which the individuals were promoted.


The proposed zonal seniority list will be subject to the outcome of SLPs/WPs/OAs/appeals pending if any, before the Supreme Court of India/High Court /APAT/Government.

A copy of the show cause notice is available on the portal of the CT.Dept and can be assessed at the address: www.apct.gov.in.







Sd/- G.Lakshmi Prasad




Encl: 





      ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER (CT)

To

The individuals concerned

The Deputy Commissioner(CT), Abids, Begumpet, Charminar, Hyderabad Rural, Saroorngar, Secunderabad, Punjagutta, Nalgonda and Nizmabad.

Copy to the Director General, V&E Dept, Hyderabad  with a request to serve the order to the DCTOs working the offices of RV &E.O

Copy to the Notice Board of CCT’s Office, Hyderabad

Copy to SF/SC
//f.b.o.//





Superintendent
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