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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s). 14167/2013

(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 17/08/2012

in CW No. 8439/2012 passed by the High Court O Punjab & Haryana

At Chandi gar h)

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

PARVEEN CHOPRA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for pernmission to file additional docunents and
prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date : 07/07/ 2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJUKHOPADHAYA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. A, BOBDE

For Petitioner(s)

Tushar Mehta, ASG
Sukhbeer Kaur Bajwa, Adv.
Chetan Chaw a, Adv.
Shreekant N. Terdal, Adv.

SSFS

For Respondent (s)
M. Amit Kumar , Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
The petitioner-Union of I ndi a has chal | enged t he
order dated 17th August, 2012 passed by the Hi gh Court of Punjab
and Haryana at Chandigarh in C.WP. No. 8439 of 2012. By the
i mpugned or der, t he Hi gh Court made t he fol |l owi ng

observations : -
"W have heard | earned counsel for the petitioner and
gone through the inpugned order passed by the Tribunal
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during the course of hearing, the petitioners were asked to
Reason:
-2

pl ace on record the previous ACRs of respondent No. 2. In
pur suance of the said order, t he petitioners, vi de CM  No
11091- CWP of 2012, have placed on record the ACRs of respondent

No. 2 prior to the year 2008-2009 and subsequent thereto. A
perusal of the sane reveals that the ACRs for the last 5 years

prior to 2008-2009 and subsequent thereto, i.e. for the years

2009- 2010 and 2010-2011, are "Very Good". Thus, it is apparent

t hat except t he ACR for t he year 2008- 2009, whi ch was
chal I enged by respondent No.2 before the Tribunal, the other

ACRs, particularly for the last 5 years and subsequent two

years, are "Very Good". During the course of argunents, it has



al so not been disputed that for the year 2008-2009, there is no
adverse material against respondent No.2, which may justify the
downgradi ng of his ACR from "Very Good" to "Good". Keeping in
view the overall service record of respondent No.2 and the fact
that the petitioners did not produce any material justifying
the recording of his ACR for the year 2008-2009 as " CGood"
whi ch is bel ow the bench-mark for his further pronotion, we do
not find any reason to interfere in the order passed by the
| earned Tribunal . "
Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that it
was not open for the Court to substitute the ACR of the year
2008- 2009 from "Good" to "Very Good". It is further contended
that there was, in fact, no downgradi ng of the ACR but opinion
of the assessing authority was recorded therein.
In the course of the argunments, it has been inforned
that the during the pendency of the special |eave petition, the

case of t he respondent -writ petitioner was consi der ed for
pronotion to the hi gher post and he has now been grant ed
pronot i on.

In view of such subsequent devel opnent, we are not
interfering with the inpugned order, keeping the question of

| aw open for determining in some other case.
The special |eave petition stands di sposed of.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Usha Shar )
Court Master Court Master



