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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.9139 of 2016
Date of decision: 11.05.2016

Jeeley Singh Dalal
...Petitioner
versus

Punjab and Haryana High Court and another
...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE RITU BAHRI

Present: Mr. Kul Bhushan Sharma, Advocate,

for the petitioner.
kkk

RITU BAHRI, J.

The petitioner is challenging the order dated 27.01.2016
(Annexure P-1), whereby a finding has been recorded that the 'average' and
'below average' remarks recorded in his ACRs for the years 2010 and 2011
respectively, were not communicated to him and hence, his juniors could not
be promoted to the post of Assistant by ignoring him.

A perusal of the aforesaid order shows that the District &
Sessions Judge, Faridabad, in his report dated 16.07.2015 had mentioned that
the above said two ACRs had been conveyed to the petitioner through his
Presiding Officer vide Iletter Nos.18554/C12 dated 19.11.2011 and
10965/C12 dated 28.05.2012. However, the petitioner did not acknowledge
the receipt of said letters.

Keeping in view that the aforesaid letters had been issued from
the office of District & Sessions Judge, Faridabad and the adverse remarks
had been conveyed through the Presiding Officer, under whom the petitoner

was working, a presumption has rightly been drawn that the said adverse
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remarks were duly conveyed to him.

In view of the above, no inteference is required in the impugned

order.
Dismissed.
(RITU BAHRI)
11.05.2016 JUDGE
ajp
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