TEA1-2/2016/ 13(1)2016/H1-1-2016

Uy,

fepereT R 3reIRa,

UAE Hidd,

el UGer AT |
{ar #,
1. HAET AW wiRa/dafR@d, Scal ueer |
2. QAT TAHPICTET/UHE ST, Seal Tal|
3. HEd AvsAgFd/fAefeN, Seak UGl
I THTIT-1 qGAS ;e 22 FAdFR, 2016
v s dat d Jara RN/l & soler gfafdal &

Hedihd & FFaed H |
AT,

SUad v & FFaew # ATHAGA HEAT-36/8/1976-HI1deh-2, &t
30 31deT, 1991 & TTaEAT fAFAdA & :-
(1) 3ifed F & o1 gh ale URARIT F TAWIAR" FIfOT & ToIT
"SR UGT S|
(2) U gfafRat @& geifexer. e @fafa grr T@g fear Smem, St 3ad
ufafdat & q@ @ uRarq & ufRfREr & cuar v Rdegar Aoty )
2- <o gt & Tegey & 3 MOU0T0-13/15/91-H1-1/1993, feaid 20
3ITE, 1993 & YFAR-2 &1 3T UER (3) e &, S fAeaaad g:-

afe aHar g & R Ffde T o @fa/avt & afe gl
UICA/30eled o @, dl 3UIcd/3uerey aifiies ufafddi &l eofh gufr S wa
3UEY YA /31 der@l & YR W GiFd & M9R W) 9394 a@fAfad grr 39
FIfds & favg F AR Feaiea fear s

3- A0 =9 SAed gl Re IfeT §Ear-66618/2009 310 Hcleg HAN
fiie 9 ek USY ToT T T H 3uUHd aftld aeAT BT A od §U
feaien 26.08.2016 @1 MG uika foram amam &1 wifka 3meer AFad © :-

Mrs. V. Hekali Zhimomi, the Secretary, Medical Health & Family Welfare, U.P.
Government, Lucknow, is present in the Court.

The Secretary, Medical Health & Family Welfare has produced three Government
Orders dated 22 March, 1984, 30 April, 1991 and 20 August, 1993. A short note has
also been handed over to the Court for the purpose of disclosing the manner and
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method of the evaluating the entries of officers within the zone of consideration of
promotion on the criteria of merit only.

We find that the Government Order dated 22 March, 1984 deals with cases whereby
criteria for promotion is seniority subject to selection of unfit and where the criteria
is merit only. The Government Order dated 30 April, 1991 provides that the years in
which no entries has been recorded in the Character Roll of the officer concerned,
may be treated as blank and the average for the blank entry may be calculated
according to the discretion of the Selection Committee. Similarly in the Government
Order dated 20 August, 1993, we find that the procedure for assessing the blank
year entries has been provided as average to be obtained from the available entries
in the service records after evaluation by the Selection Committee.

From the note supplied to the Court, we find that the practice which-has been
followed by the various Selection Committees as mentioned therein and which has
been stated in the open Court that there are no specific guidelines in the matter of
evaluation of the blank entries while assessing the entries of the officers concerned
for the purpose of promotion on the criteria of merit.

In our opinion, the criteria of merit for promotion is.unsatisfactory and method to
evaluate the blank entries cannot be left at the whims of the Selection Committee. It
must be normally laid down by the State Government as to what would be the
mechanics for evaluation of the annul entries which has been left blank in the
Character Roll.

The Court has been informed that the such.guidelines in the matter of assessing
blank entries can be laid down by the "Karmik™ department and can be examined by
the State of U.P.

We, therefore, direct the Secretary, Karmik to file an affidavit disclosing the norms
in the matter of evaluation ‘of the blank entries in the Character Roll of the
employees within the zone of consideration for promotion which may be uniformly
applied in support of all Government Servants through the State. So that the issue
may not be left at the whims of each individual Selection Committees.

Learned Standing Counsel seeks a month time for the purpose.

It may be granted with the condition that if the affidavit has not filed by the
Secretary and during this period, conditions for such evaluation of blank entries
have not been provided, the concerned Secretary shall remain present alongwith
relevant records before this Court.

The matter shall come up on 27th September, 2016 alongwith the Connected
Contempt Application (Civil) No.- 3031 of 2013 (Dr. Satyendra Kumar Singh Vs.
Praveer Kumar, Principal Sec. Medical And Health Lko.).

Order Date :- 26.8.2016

4-  HIO AT gRI UIRA 3SWIed 3 $ Iulel H, &I [aaRimed
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(1) 9T (ART) & AUR W S arel IFa1 A Hfedd 10 auf Hr grargar
H A FA T A 06 QUT ¥ HI ari¥er MUAT GAfBAT & Uy a1 AaeTw
el 06 QUT a¥ & &A arffies MU yfafdal Uy gld W T Hfdd & a9
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R faaroer “3egfaa” (Abeyance) @1 SiRem| 59 3@fa/smafaai & gfafdar
& 3l (ATAPdH 04 QOT a¥ ) FHIT ST TFHT 61 & JYdT FFHT el
o el &, 3 3rafA/3afedt hr ufaf® @ el AT SR 3guerey ufafyat
& QT & S A G H @ TS FH JAR T AGDT F AR FHfeUd
HIfdAd & TIT W IR fmar e
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T PIABT T Teh FATH HlAeh HUAR S|
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UAE |i9d |
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