
IN THE CEHIRl-1.L ADMINI2-1"R.ATIVE I 1&L8'.JNAL, ,J • .!,,IP!JE 

o.A.No.1071/9~ 

B.S. Bagi : Applicant 

Vs. 

TJriion .:.•f Ind fa & Orr; • : Fee pon:tents 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.Gopil.l Krishna, Member(Judl.) 

H::m' ble Mr .o. P. Sharma, Member(Adm.) .• 

PER HON' BLE r·1F~.0. ?.SI~F:MA, HEMBEF~ (ADH.). 

Applic~nt B.S ,.Gagi hls file:d this- applicati•)n un.:t2r 
. ' 

report of tht=. applicant for the Y·=ars ·e:ndin.;r '..:;1.3.20 and. 31.3.82 

stand i1ig ir: .the way ,::_,f the a ppl i·:-~nt while C•)05: id0?.r:i.ng hi.~ pr.:im.:i­

ti.'.)n to the ne:·:t higher post and that the appli.·-:ant may 1Y:. ·~·ivE:n 

t.acJ: his ~eni.:,rity ·:>ver ·the persons Wh:'I have superseded him. 

2. 

Tribunal in spite .:if tho: he~ringsfi:-:o:::d fr.)m tim.-~ to tirn.;!, the 

il.sJ:ed •:m 1.11.93 to fur-
' 

3. 

31.3.8~, which were communicated to h~n vide letter dated 7.i.83. 
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. 
tat ion •9a inst the •dverse i:::nt:ri~s for the year efriing 31. 3 .:3~ was 

I 

rej ·2cted is non-speaJ:ing. He h~E alsrJ ass.a il~d th:;: a.dv-:·rsc:: ent-

~. The res pon:1ents in the repl~' huve tal:en a pre-1 imir:.ar~.t 

mt:tJe against the •dvers~ rem.r1.r}:~ in th~ ACF: fc:•r the yt?ar .:;ndin;r 

,A" 31. 3 .80 v;a.; never recehr.:;;d b~' them. -~..3 re,:;;ard.s th.=. represer,tation 

itgi:tin.st the a.averse remur}:s ir. the ACR fc.r the year eri.:3ing 31.3.8~, 

in9l::l b&rr.:::d by limitation. 

in thE; ACR for the year ending 31. 3 .:=:~ v ide cmnrnlJ.niccti.:m da tect 
\ 

of the Central .b.•dministr;:i.tive Tribunal on 1.11.:35, an:i a P·~riod 

of one y.:ar frc•rn 1.11.85 wo1;.ld be iilv«ilable to him for filing 

rem1trks in t.hf: AGR fc.r the 7e:3J.r ~nj ing 31. 3. ?.~ •,..J3.S rej e::ted v ide 

commur,ic·~ti·:•n .Jated 2~:.i:,.84, th,~ applicant wa~ entitli:.-d to fil~ 

iln applicC.ticin .19Ginst the eaid rejection till 31..10.86. '!'he 

•p1:·licant fili=.d tht?. present application on ~6.2 .• 815. ·rherefore., 

for th8 lear endin.;;r 31.1.:?~ is within the limitatv:.n peri.:id • 
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6. Coming b) the m.srits of the case, the •c:•plicant' s gri-

ev•nce 

order and th~ r~mar}~s ·were made by one Shri V.G.R«jgopalan, then 

Director Drill in9 (Goals) on acc1:)11nt of his perso::1al bi•s ani 

malice. 

7. We hiiv~ cons idere.d the matter carefully in the 1 ight 

of the reply of the reEpr)ndents •n1 afti:;r h~.::arin9 th•':! le~rned 

the, yearing e11ding :1.3.8~ .1:-:: reprodu.:~d by the •pplica.11t •t 

;.iiigt: 5 ,,£ the iipplicii.tion are not vague but are f•irly Spt?cific. 

It ie ni)t expectE:d that the respr:1ndents should communicat'? the 

remar}:E is n!'.>t cic.:ept'!d. It is enough th«t there should be • 

proper disc1.ir::s ii)n of the nliitter in the file of the ret:.p1:ind~nts, 

in the 1 ight of the representation submitted by t~·ie «ppl icunt •nd 

v;:iric•UE other facts an1 circumstances of th~ ca~.e. The r~marks 
• 

cant have l"'='en reproduced by the respondents in their r~ply at 

pages 6 .& 7. It, th~ref ore, •ppea rs that the rrtiltt~r w.,,s e):<amin~d 

in detail in the file •:•f the respond·:.:nts and it was thereiifter 

.:I • "'1 ., .... .., a . t a en.ling ;) • _. •'=·- w s reJE:C e ..• A!:. regards the a11e9ation of per-

made a resporr:lent in the •ppl ication by narre. In th?Se circJJrn-

8. -~ regards the adverse remark~ for thr:! ~·ear endin9 

31.3.80, $ince no representiition was even miide •·;iainst these, 

c•nn.:>t be c•:insidered by ue at this stage. As reg•i:::ds the •dver~e 

rerriiir}:s in the .~:R: for th·~ year en:Hng 31.3.8::, we firzj n•:i sub-

e>t•nce in the application. The •pplication is accordingly 

dismtrd With 00 order as 

(O.P.o. ~ • I 
Memb=~ 

~ 
(Gopiil Krishn•} 

M.s:m~r(J). 


