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

and

(1) 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
0f 2008-09 as "Very Good".

(i) 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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(ii1) Costs of the appeal may kindly be awarded in favour of the
appellant."
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"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."
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