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mifLFkr &    

vihykFkhZ dh vksj ls    % Jh fgEEkr tXxk] vf/koDrk 

izR;FkhZ foHkkx dh vksj ls   % Jh 'kSysUnz flag jkBkSM+] jktdh; vf/koDrk  
 

le{k %& vuUr HkaMkjh] lnL;¼U;kf;d½  

  vlye esgj] lnL;  
    

vkns’k 

1- vihykFkhZ us izLrqr vihy esa vkns’k fnuakd 01-11-1999 ¼vuqyXud&3½ dks 

pqukSrh nh gS ftlesa vihykFkhZ dh izfrdwy izfof"V;ksa dks ;Fkkor~ j[ks tkus 

dk fu.kZ; fy;k x;k gSA bl izdkj vihykFkhZ us viuh ,ih,vkj ls 

izfrdqy izfof"V;ksa dks gVk;s tkus dh izkFkZuk dh gSA  

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 viuh ,ih,vkj esa izfrdqy 

izfof"V;ksa dks gVk, tkus ds laca/k esa izR;FkhZ foHkkx dks viuk vH;kosnu 

izLrqr fd;k Fkk] ftl ij fopkj dj izfrdwy izfof"V;ksa dks ;Fkkor~ j[ks 

tkus dk fu.kZ; fy;kA vihykFkhZ us izR;FkhZ foHkkx ds mDr vkns’k dks 

pqukSrh nh gS] tks izfrdqy izfof"V;ksa ds laca/k esa 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 
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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 ,ih,vkj 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 

 

¼vlye esgj½ 

lnL;   

 

¼vuUr HkaMkjh½ 

lnL;¼U;kf;d½    

  

 


