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In the matter of:

Shri Sandeep                                                                          …Complainant

Versus

The Chief of the Naval Staff & Ors.                                         … Respondents

 

1.         Gist of the Complaint

1.1        Shri Sandeep, a person with 50% locomotor disability, filed a complaint dated 07.06.2024
regarding the denial of a reservation in promotion to the post of Upper Division Clerk (UDC). He
submitted that despite being a person with benchmark disability and in service as LDC, he was not
considered for promotion to the post of UDC and his name was not included in the list of eligible
candidates for promotion.

1.2        The Complainant further submitted that he was eligible to be considered for promotion along
with his juniors and that denial of such consideration amounts to denial of reservation in promotion
and is contrary to the provisions relating to rights of persons with disabilities.

 

2.          Notice Issued

2.1        A notice dated 20.06.2024 was issued to the Respondents under Sections 75 and 77 of the
Rights of Persons with Disabilities Act, 2016, calling upon them to submit comments on the complaint.
The Respondents were further advised to take due care of  the provisions of  the Act,  including
Sections 3, 21 and 23, and other applicable statutory provisions and Government instructions. 

2.2       A reminder dated 23.07.2024 was issued for non-submission of reply within the stipulated
time. 

 

3.          Proceedings in the Matter

3.1        The Respondent, vide reply dated 01.08.2024, submitted that the Complainant was not
eligible  for  promotion  under  the  applicable  Recruitment  Rules  as  he  did  not  fulfil  the  prescribed
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eligibility  criteria  and had not  participated in  the LDCE conducted on 04.08.2022.   and further
submitted  that  provisions  of  the  RPwD Act,  2016,  are  being  complied  with  and  reservation  in
promotion is being implemented in accordance with applicable government instructions. 

3.2        A notice for rejoinder dated 10.06.2025 was issued to the Complainant; however, no rejoinder
was received within the stipulated time. 

3.3       A notice for a hearing was issued in the matter, scheduling a hearing on 10.03.2026.
 Subsequently, the Complainant, vide email dated 05.03.2026, informed this Court that he does not
wish to pursue the complaint further and requested that the case be dropped and the hearing be
cancelled. 

 

4.          Observations and Recommendations

4.1        Upon considering the records of the case and the submissions of the parties, this Court
concludes that no further intervention of this Court is warranted.

 

5.         Accordingly, the case is disposed of in the above terms with the approval of the Chief
Commissioner for Persons with Disabilities.

 

Yours faithfully,

(Praveen Prakash Ambashta)
Dy. Chief Commissioner


