
jktLFkku flfoy lsok vihy vf/kdj.k] t;iqj 
vihy la[;k %&370@2014 

v'kksd dqekj ckcsy       
  &vihykFkhZ 

cuke 

1- izeq[k 'kklu lfpo] dkfeZd foHkkx] jktLFkku ljdkj] lfpoky;] 
t;iqjA 

2- izeq[k 'kklu lfpo] ty lalk/ku foHkkx] jktLFkku ljdkj] 
lfpoky;] t;iqjA 

                                         &izR;FkhZx.k 
 
vkns'k dh fnukad       %  22-08-2024 

mifLFkr &    
vihykFkhZ dh vksj ls     %  dksbZ mifLFkr ugha 
izR;FkhZ foHkkx dh vksj l s    %  dksbZ mifLFkr ugha 
 

le{k %& vuUr HkaMkjh] lnL;¼U;kf;d½  
  'kqfp 'kekZ] lnL;  
    

vkns’k 

1- bl vihy esa vihykFkhZ us ;g rF; vafdr fd;s gSa fd vihykFkhZ ds 

o"kZ 2008&09 ds okf"kZd dk;Z eqY;kadu izfrosnu esa leh{kd vf/kdkjh 

}kjk ^^cgqr vPNs** ds LFkku ij dsoy **vPNk** vafdr fd;k x;k gSA 

bl izdkj leh{kd vf/kdkjh us izfrosnd vf/kdkjh dh fjiksVZ dks 

MkmuxzsM djrs gq, **cgqr vPNk** ds LFkku ij dsoy **vPNk** vafdr 

dj fn;k gSA mijksDr rF; vafdr djrs gq, vihykFkhZ us fuEu izdkj 

ls izkFkZuk dh gS%&  

" It is, therefore, prayed that this appeal may kindly be allowed 

and 

(i) by an appropriate order or direction the adverse remark 

"Good" given in the column meant for this by the Reviewing Officer 

may kindly be ordered to be made as "Very Good" and may be 

treated as "Very Good" for all purposes and the respondents may be 

directed to consider this remark in the APAR of 2008-09 as "Very 

Good" for all purposes and the respondents may be directed to 

consider this remark in the APAR as "Very Good" for all purposes 

and the appellant may be considered for promotion to the posts of 

Additional Chief Engineer and Chief Engineer by treating the APAR 

of 2008-09 as "Very Good". 

(ii) Any other appropriate order or direction which may be 

considered just and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case 

may kindly be passed in favour of the appellant. 
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(iii) Costs of the appeal may kindly be awarded in favour of the 

appellant." 

2- geus vihykFkhZ }kjk fn;s x;s rdksZa ij fopkj fd;k ,oa i=koyh dk 

/;kuiwoZd voyksdu fd;kA 

3- ge ikrs gSa fd vihykFkhZ us bl vihy esa vius okf"kZd dk;Z eqY;kadu 

izfrosnu esa leh{kd vf/kdkjh }kjk nh xbZ fjiksVZ dks pqukSrh nh gSA 

gekjs er esa ekuuh; mPp U;k;ky; us izdj.k Tayyab Ali Vs State of 

Rajasthan 1988(2)WLN255  esa fuEu izdkj ls er O;ä fd;k gS%& 

"We are therefore, of the opinion that an adverse entry in the 

Annual Performance Appraisal Report or any order rejecting 

representation against the same is not included within the ambit of 

Sub-clause (v) of Clause (f) of Section 2 of the Act; and, therefore, an 

appeal to the Tribunal merely against such an adverse entry or an 

order rejecting the representation against the same does not lie under 

the Act. We are also of the opinion that even though such an adverse 

entry or an order rejecting the representation against the same by 

itself is not appealable to the Tribunal as already stated, yet the 

correctness thereof can be assailed by the Government Servant while 

challenging any consequent order based on or influenced by it 

relating, to any of the matters specified in the several sub-clauses of 

Clause (f) of Section 2; and in that event the limitation for appeal to 

the Tribunal will be reckoned from the date of the consequent order 

and not the date of the adverse entry or the order rejecting the 

representation against it. We answer the above quoted question 

accordingly." 

4- mi;qZDr U;kf;d n`"Vkar ls Li"V gS fd bl vf/kdj.k ds le{k 

okf"kZd dk;Z eqY;kadu izfrosnu esa nh xbZ fjiksVZ dks pqukSrh ugha nh 

tk ldrh gSA  

5- mijksDr foospuk ds vk/kkj ij ge bl vihy esa dksbZ cy ugha ikrs 

gSaA vr% vihy [kkfjt dh tkrh gSA 

 
¼'kqfp 'kekZ½ 

lnL;  
 

 

 
¼vuUr HkaMkjh½ 
lnL;¼U;kf;d½   

 
 

 


