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•Jt::NHU'IL ADMINISH~f\ 11 VE TIHI3UI'lAL 
PrHNCIPAL BENCH. NF.W DELHI. 

UA·24l.8/2003 

New Delhi this the 20th day of July. 2004. 

Hon'ble 'Shr·i Shanker· ~~aju~ Mcntbe.- (..1) 
Hon·ble 3hri S.A. Singh. Member·(A) 

~h. A.K. Chopra. 
S/o late Sh. J.L. Chopra. 
R/o K/8~ Attdt ewgnnj £xtn .• 
New Delhi· 4t;".J. 

(through Sit. Yogcsh Sharma, Advocate) 

Versus 

1. Union of l11dia throu9h 
the Seer etar·y ~ 
Ministry of Civil ~viation. 
Rajiv Gandhi Bhawan~ 
Safdurjung Airport. 
t·~ew Uelhi. 

2. 1 he Oi rector General cd· 
Givil Aviatio11. 
Min1stry of Civil Aviation. 
Technical Centre, 
Opposite Sardarjung (4irport. 
New DeLhi. 

3. The Chair·man. 
UPSC. Sharjahan Road~ 
New Delhi. 

4. Sh. A.K.Ray, 
Dy. Director General. 
Ministy ot Civil Aviation. 
Technical Centre. 
0J)posite 3afdar jtmg Ai rj.)ort.~ 
New Delhi. 

S. Sh. S.S. Nat, 
Oy . 0 i rector· Gene r a 1. • 
Ministry of Civil Aviat.ion, 
Technical Centre. 
Opposite Sardar.jung Airport, 
New Oelh1. 

Applicant. 

Hespond~nb:; 

("through Sh. l~avindet' 3harma~ proxy f•)r Sh. f<.P. 
Aggarwal, Advocate for Respondents No. l to 4 and 
Sh. Ashtsh .Jha, AJvocate for· R-~) 

Order (oral) 
Hon'ble Shri Shanl<.er Raju, Membe(J) 

Applicant: impugns his r•on ·pomotion sololy 011 

the ground that though h1s ACRs were down gra~ed an0 
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tr~aled as adverse the same were not communicated to 

him. t-ull 8enctr refer-ence of the Oelhi High court 

refers on the basis of decision of th~ Apex Court 1n 

Q.r-~.•- (1996(33)AfC 21/), the following wo1 e observed:-

"lf there is no downgradi 1 ng of 
the concerned per·son 1n the Annual 
Confidential Repot, in that event~ the 
nrading of "Good• <JiVell tu the 
Government employee irrespective of the 
benchmark for the next promotion l>eing 
'Very Good' need not be communicated o 
t;o be treated as adverse." 

2. It is admitted by the re~pondents as 

reflected f roru the record as well tltat wher·cas lhe ACHs 

of the applicant for 5 years were under consideration. 

in 1997-98 he waa graded a3 Very Good, 1998-~9 also 

Very Good but in 1999-2000 he has been graded as Good. 

3. We find rJown grading of the applicant in 

his ACR, the same has acted adversely for want ot 

c:omnturtication, the same is to be ignored. ln t.hi::. view 

of the matte~ we di r·ect r esponden Ls to convene a rev lev.• 

OPC and con·:;.ider the ca::.e of lhe appLicant in t.tre l i',;Jht 

of observations made as above. fhls shall be done 

with.in a period of three rnonlhs from tile date of 

receipt of copy of thls order. Applicant in case 

otherwise found 

from tho date his 

NO Co~l-~. Ice. 

J~-~c· / . 
( S.A. Sin< h) 

Member(A) 

fit ::;hall be ent.llled for promolicen 
lk 

junior·s were proruot.ed wirha!l_be/J(.f1-s. 

( Shalt kc r Ra J u ) 
Mcmbe r ( .J ) 




