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Date of Decision: 15.9.94. 

• • • APPLICANT • 

• • • RESPOUDEi:ll' • 

HOt:J 'BIE f··:iR. JUSTICE D .L. t-EHrA, VI<:$ t::Hl:..IRt·'F-.11. 
HOU 'BlE t·li.SS USH,c.. SEN, .f.El•lBER (A). 

For the Applic3.nt • • • SHRI J .K. KAT..Brii!~. 

• • • ,dHRI S .;5 • HAS;!>.N • 

PER HOlT 1 BIE r·lR • JUSTICE D .L • !£Hr A., VI<:::E Cl-L'-\.IP. :.q..N • 

On thE request ·)f the applicant DPG pr.: .. :e€d ings ,,Jere 

called. DPC held ttlO meetings. One rr.:E!tin·J \'!aS held on 5 .9.87 

for prom..:.tior, of J;Jnior Engineer (Civil) to th~ gr.3.de of Asstt. 

Engineer (Givil). Rec.:,rd of soJT.e; persons ,..,as not a"~Jailable :md 

it was decide:d that their cases ·Shall 1:>= C•)nsid€!red later on. 

A·;:Jain, second meeting \-:as held on 17 .11.88 .3.ft.er ths .=.vail3bility 

of the record r::>f the persons and this secc·nd m~Eting ~·Ja:: in 

continuati·:·n ·=>f the DPG held e:.::trlier and this fa . .:t has been 

m=:nt io:•ned in the subsequent meet in9 • s pro.::!eeo:l in.JS also. In the 

subseql.lent meeting, the c:.ses of 31 f·ers.::>ns were consider€,d and 

They .:ire f'ir. n .c. •3upta and n. K. H=tthur. It is t1•1e that all the 

pers·:ms, -v1ho ha.vE be.:.-:n pron~·=-·ted, \-IE!ro:: plac.:::d in the 01tst:m..:l.ing 

ca.tegory. Applic.~nt 's cs.se "''as o.ls•::> considere:.J an.J he tvas pl.~ced 

in the Outstan:1in;j c.::..tegory haw.~ been pr:)nK·ted th1J119h they m.:.:r-.,. be 

junior= to th.;o applicant and they have right 1:,-' been prorn:sted. 

2. He hav.:o also seen some proceed in;;;:; of the DPC and the 

ACRs of thr::: pr·~sent ~ppli•:'=t.nt. His t~·iG h<::Es .~re O.ltet.:m.:ling ~nd 

three are very GQ•'X1, 3nd tho::· DPC has graded him. in t.he category 
' 

of very ·;JOOd t;:>fficer&. \·1e c.~nnot substitute the •:lpini.:m f.:.rmed 
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hy the DPC .:J.r".!d t.hi~ ie a :tEasonable cL~ssific.'.3.tion or. gradati•:>n 

of the ·3.Pf-;lica.nt ~n:1 the applL:ant cann•:>t cl.:dm any right o .. .;er 

those .rers.)ns wh•:> ha-.:.:e bee·n 9rc,d.ed in O.ltst&n:Hng c::J.tlfgo.ry. The 

learned coun.='€ 1 for t~e appli.:ant s·1bmits that the .:ertificates 

hav.: not be:~'= . .m placed on re.::.:Jrd an:'i he h.~s invit·~d our attenti•.Jn 

"letters of .:J.ppre:•.:::iati·:··n or n•.:>tes of .::orrrr,·andati.)n is.::n1ed by an 
. - of-

auth·:Jrity l)f thE: r:l.nkt_Secr.::t.:ir:l in the Hini~.tr~~ or Iie-~d of the 

Dep3rtment ·:·r special t"')dies or • .::ommissi.:ms m.:ty be placed '11-Jith 

the confidential report~. .~ppreci.:=:tti·:·n of the \oJ•:>rk d::me sho·,1ld 

Jetter." The ,..,,:>rd •m.:ry' has b<=en used, T:Jhich sh0\'7S that it is 

not mandatory. .~p3rt from that, the emphasis has J:>Een .;;iven to 
~)~~ 

the appreciation c:>f the o;.,ror}~ done ~-G\.1-l·~-AOEe ap_f•ropri.:..te ly be. 

r~c:·rded in the report r:tther th3.n in a letter. S•.J, it ·Has 

c·:mside r.ed that t~~~ letter sho:>uld be ·;riven less ~1e ightage in 

all ·:ases and f.-')r thiz very r-7·3.5011, the \-!•:•rd •may • has been used. 

AP.:tTt :frecm that, they are; placed in th::: confidential re.:::ords :..nd 

they 3.re c::msider·~.:J. .at the tirne ·='f pceparatieon of the confiden-

· ~i.~l r..::cc;rds. sc., they C3.nnot. 

~~~ :.cl~e.ffect on .::..cRs. 
3. 

c l.:~.im that it shoul-:1 h.::tve an 

.:'J.t .. :·ve, we do not find forCE in 
the OA 

s.s.me is dismisse·::1, •,·Jith n.:- ·:-rder as tc• co.sts. 

{Alj' 
( USHA SEN ) 
-1-El-lBER (A) 

p!~ 
( D.L. MEHTA ) 
VICE Q-IAIRMAN' 


