
Central Adwinistratitft Tribunal
Principal Sanchj Nau Oalhi*

O.A,»e.1f/tS

Naw Oilhi this tha/^r Oay of Wovambar, 199S,

Hon*bl8 «r. e.K. Singh, «a»bar(A)

Head Constabls tftd Piff-kaah,
S/o Sb. Ohtf'aw Singh,
R/o 481, Qali No. 24,
Onkar Nagar-C, Trinagar, annl leant
O8lhi.11O03S. Applicant

(through Sh. Shankar Raju, advocata)

uarsus

1, Lt. Go war nor of W«C,T, of Oalhi
(through Commisaionar of Polica)
polica Haadqoartara, n»S,0, Building,
Raw Oalhi«

2, Of. Cofflmiaaionar of Polica,
Haadquartar-I, Polica Hgra.,
n. S.O. Building, I. P. Eat at a,
Neu Delhi. Raapondanta

(through Sh. AJeah tuthra, proxy counaal for
Hs. :^otsna Kaushik, adwocata)

ORDER , •
deliwared by Hon^Fe'sFr,"&.K, Singh, rt8«bar(A)

This 0. A,No. 19/95 has baan filed against

Order No.9BflB-67/Ca-WI dated 29.3.1994 (Annaxura-Al)
and Order No, 214/P. SEC. 3rd 8N. DAP dated 10.8.1991

( Annexura- A2).

The following reliefs have bean prayed for

in the present 0. A, S-

(i) to expunge the Grading *C* in the A.C.R.
of the applicant at Annexura A-2 and to
direct the respondents to convert the
sanse as Grading »8* in accordance with
Rule 13.17 of the Punjab Police Rules,
1934;

(ii) to expunge the ' adwer se remarks* of
*»Th0 work and conduct remainad below
average during the period under review®*
et Annexure A-2./
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(iii) to sot-asidi tho iispugnad ordar at
ftnnaxura A-.3; and

Civ) to diraet tha respondents to reconsider
the promotion of the applicant throagh
a raviaw 0,P,C, in view of chahgad
Grading •B» with affect from 10. 10, 1994^
alonguith all consequential benefits to
the applicant.

Relief Ho. uas not pressed at the time of hearing

and aa such this is not being adjudicated upon.

On notice^ the respondents filed the reply

contesting the application and grant of reliefs

sought for,

heard the laarned counsel Sh, Shankar Raju

for the applicant end Sh. Ajesh Luthra, proxy counsel
for «a. O^otsna Kaushik for the respondents and

paruaed the racxsrd of tha casa.

Tha short question that is Involwad is whether in

cast of sxponction of certain adverse remarks and

certain portion of adverse remarks remaining in the
A,C.R.,can the grading ba changed? The learned counsel

for the applicant vehamantly argued that at the time
when the remarks were communicated, Punjab Police

Rules, 1934 ware still in vogue which lays down
(A) as outstanding (S) can bs good/satisfactory or
alongwith an adverse portion also. Ha also produced

a copy of the letter Ho.4014-40 dated 11.5.1981
which has been taken on record# This also quote®

the provisiormof Punjab Police Rules contained inHyla

13, 17« In continuation of this. It was ord^eed
that henceforth all tha Annual Confidential Report®

of lower subordinate end upper subordinat e h®

clessifisd as above and ansortd compliance by all

reporting and reviewing officers Were
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alao it shows that fe'rsport can ba good/satisfactory/
containing advarsa portion also. In this circular,

it has baan dasirad that tha provision of P,P»lt, as
••...••.Rula

containad in/^13» 17 in regard to the grading of officers

as A/8iC xapoptta should ha and it ha® baan

further atipulatad that whan a parson is being graded

as A or C, there nust ba detailed reasons why an

officer is being gradad as 'A* or raaaona for grading
hie »C*, The learned counsel for the applicant

further argued that grading le important for promotion

of an officer and if the same is not revised then

inapite of hie being senior to others* juniors will

take amarch over him and that ia the rsaabn why he

has come up again against tha action of th# raapondente

in rejecting the representation for upgrading tha

gr ading from ' C to *B* since the raprasentation filed

has since been rejected and the liberty waa granted

to him in the order of the Tribunal in 0»A#Bo,971/93

dacidad on 5*11,93, A, No, 3624/®^ alao

f|<led in 0,A,No*97l/93, In this ha had made a prater

regarding upgradatlon of tha grading recorded in tha

A,C*B. While paaalng an order in tha fl.A,, tha

applicant was directed to file a fresh 0,A, and

in pursuance of that order ha has approached tha

Tribunal,

After hearing the rival contentions of tha

learned counsel for tha parties and going through

tha record of the caaa, it is clear that tha portion

of the adverse remarks that "the work and conduct

remained below average during tha period under

raview" at Annexure A-2of tha paparbook still remain®.

If a parson is described as below average, it is alao

r I
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« kiRd ©f rating gi^.n to hi» and H
" and it got# much balow•varaga, Avaraga grading it uorsa ann h i

is atill

in n 1 oont^n..in Rula 13 17 nP «. b. nnok.

Unl,.n thli . ' "•J. tNi. ^

11 1' """ "' '̂ * •«•-
thl. .tin™ •"-
BPQr d ti •Wfpt th.«P9^adation of tha nr.Ht« »

r.Ii.. i . ' °" '' '«•• tM.prossad, this ia not b.i„g
r.„. e,„ d. dit..tidd ..

—tid. t.. ,.din, „ -a. i;
accordanoa with Sola 13 17 »!> #,k «

^ Pollca ftuJas1934, Tha intantion np fK
pp. Prowl.loB cont.ln.d in th.13,17 mg^ ba anothar kind nPM
haa nnfM •d^ersa ra«ark whichHas nothing to tto ui fh t-i.9 « <Jo Ulth th, grading of an offic.r

.nTgTr" —• -" — -.lowc. ifth.r.i. coiunn in• «.C.R. lihathat. Anoffioar i, d.acrih.d ..
=ut.tanding/.„, good/good/a«rag. ip

h. ITo' t"?" —» . In th. pr.,.„t p„.,
- uxnp .«f di,.ction to th. r..p.„d.„ta to con«rt

grading fr©i» fc« t® Th- n .
. P® B. Th. O.A. faila and i.diaaiaaad, iaaving tha oarti». ^ t.9 na partias to baar thair own costs.

SINGH)
/yw/ W£n3£R(4^


