$~15.
*  IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+  W.P,(C) 44/2017

SATBIRSINGH . Petitioner
Through: Mr. O.P. Agarwal, Advocate
Versus

UNION OF INDIA&ORS ... Respondents

Through: Mr. Kavindra Gill, Advocate
CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE REKHA PALLI
ORDER
% 15.10.2018
1. Pleadings are compl ete.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner states that in view of the averments
made by the respondents in the counter affidavit to the effect that the
petitioner was granted the benefits of the 1% financial upgradation under the
ACP Scheme w.ef. 24.01.2006 and the 2™ financial upgradation under the
MACP Scheme on 24.01.2014, no further grievance survives for
adjudication in this petition.

3. Accordingly, the present petition is disposed of.

4, It is directed that if the PPO of the petitioner has not been revised by
the respondents after the benefits granted to him under the 1% ACP Scheme
and the 2" MACP Scheme, then the same shall be revised within six weeks,

under written intimation to him.

HIMA KOHLI, J

REKHA PALLI,J
OCTOBER 15, 2018
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