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IN THE CT.!;T\TTF:.Z..L .L.Dl1INL?.Tr· .. ;:,.TJVF: T!- IEUNi\L, ,J,!>.I~!.I.!.E- E.El'ri:T·I, 

J A I P U R. 

o.J.~. no. 834/?~ Date of Jecision: 15.12.94 

App lic,on t. 

VERSUS 

TJNII)TT OF IlTi'lih. & .OP..:;: :. R.::-spondent.s. 

Hr. J.J-:. VausLik Counsel £~r th~ applicant. 

M r • S • s . H a e an 

CORAM: 

H.:,n'J.:,le Hr. Justi·:e D.L. Ho::hta, V1cE-Ch:drmo.n 

l-h:>n'ble Ms. Usha S€m, l\1ember (Adm.) 

Hearj thE learned counsel for the parties. 

2. We have ~erused the ACR of 1982 of the applic&nt, 
'. 

Annexure A-ll. In thi':' .;cp, g~n.sral remar}:s c.r•2 that h:..~ 

.1,v .. 

'l'::.•':'or•. In the :=ubs.equent ye.:s.r 1982. .:Jl9'·='• t.b:e similar 

poor'. Again, in the y~ar 1984, the arplicant ha~ earned 

3. 

\·Jho .sre JV)t perf·:·rrni!'lt:J t.heJr duties pr.:.perl:I c-=:~nnot }: .. :; 
,£..\AliNl. 

pro me. ted. On th·::: .:.:.ntr3ry, th.:: re i= -~ neecJ ·~f the t::b:Tr€: 

4 • ~~r the reaEons mentioned above, w~ ar~ 

sc,.ti.:fiecl that n.:• •:ase i2 m.3de OlJ.t by the .::q:·I=·ll.c.::.nt :,nd 
ing 

the resp~ndente w~re justified in giving a fin~ that he 

is n.:•t fit for promotion. 

t: -·. 
with no ordt-r as t·=· .-:x.sts. 

&l.,/t.._,.L 
( USEA SEN ) 

lv:lministr3 ti ve Iv1ember 


