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Csm-RAL .WilNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRIM3IPAL BENCH

DEmi

REGN. NO. OA 913/1987

All India Association Of Accounts
a Audit Officers of A.P. Unit
through its Secretary General
Shri G. Anjaneya Sarma

I

Union of India and Ors

Reqn. No. OA 914/87

All India Association of Accounts
8. Audit Officers of A.P, Unit,
through its Secretary, Shri
D. UbiamaheswaB Rao Vs.

Union of India and Ors

Reqn. No. CA 915/87

Shri D. Umamaheswara Rao

Union of India and Ors

Reqn. No.CA 916/87

Shri S.R.Chandran

Union of India and Ors

Reqn. No. CA 125/87

All India Association of Accounts
& Audit Officers of M.P. Unit
through its Secretary Shri Cta
Prakash Maheshwari

Vs.

Vs.

Vs.

jUnion of India and'. -drs . •'

- ;<//Reqn. No. OA 358/87

All India Association of Accounts
8, Audit Officers of Gujarat Unit
through its Secretary, Shri
M. Rajendran

Vs •

Union of India and Qrs

Reqn. No. OA 357/87

All India Association of Accounts
& Audit Officers of Chandigarh Unit
through its President, Shri B.R.
Mahendru 8. General Secy, Shri
J.K. Bhatia Vs.
Union of India and Ors

Deceffiber 10,1987.
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. RftOn. No,m 912/1987 "

:::k ;t. . i.,';. Applicants

Vs.

,4

'i '- C I 1U

of India and Qrs ..."Respondents

cReqn.'^Nc)^ Cft 56d/l9gT cT

t Ind^a:;^^oci^tiAn JQf^ AGCounts .; :;.i'i?';Applicants
and Audit Officers & Qrs through
its .President, Shri J^I.Appadorai

•:-^^(Kefrnata^taf'^Unit)"'
Vs.«

«x:-rr-/ j -n^r : The •'idaippitfoll€f''--&'l^udi^^ General" '
- of India and Qrs , .i. Respondents .

' "'^qn^' ^o.' OA 65871987^

^Ai:-v"Shri'̂ ;5R-^Gi%)ta% (3ts'' i7.''Apj:^li(iants^^,
Vs.,- , ,., (I.P. person)

" "^ '"Union" Vf lndi^ ^ . .V.' Respondents

,nc: j;: :^i-.V:.r:cmtor ^^^-V nc.?..-: :. : ni

. sri - h'v: - ^v;Hon|blewA3r,.:^ Madhafva;rReddy,, Chairman
Hon'ble Mr. Kaushal Kumar, Member

:• Vd?"'-porj t:he-^pplic%ints " '" " - w-iv Shri ^,X.^ "Joseph,counsel
Shri S.M.N.Rizvi,counsel

For the respondents ' Shri M.L. Verma, councel

(Judgment of the Bench delivered by •. *
; jv-; j r : -:: r^Hpn*.bl^Mr;il JustiCJS' K.^-Madh^A^^^ledfciy, Chairman)

. p. In: this batch ;of -.applie ationsT. under Section 19
* ^ • ' ' i • •-• ' ^

/^ /.9fn,;t^ev:Adininist.r^tlve:; Trd^b 1985,\i^e ^gumen"^,|'^ ^ - , .. ... .. ^ ^ ... ^ .'• ;;

. v ;;:; : re ofMoth^; the partiesj weretfiear^ at-length". ^However, it is

,,,- .. - :, .;;brought .to-oiari:noti.ce,;th.]5t a . repjresentation was submitted

. by. the InqiiSivAssogiation of, Accounts and Audit

, > .-.Officers^to^th® ^hennMihistsr: o£:Finance ^ahd that the

^ Minister\h3d desi3:ed: tOi-diSGia5s the matt&i'. From the

5;v. .r;U»P.?Np*rG7l8ai8;^/87t^EG;iI ofc:the<Ministry of Finance,(DE)

: r • . dai;ed 24 ♦9.1987"addressed to the Office" of-the

; . ^ - . v^ -Comtroller andjAuditor zGeneral,"it would appear that
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• v^hile .the matter was under -sxarhination,the .Audit Officers

filed these applications before the.Central Administrative

Tribunal. As the matter had..thu.s become, sub judice, the

representation was n6t fur^hifrr^e arid a decision taken

by the resportde'rits" on its 6\^ iqiefitsj

sub-section (4). ^of S^ion 19^ of-the Act declares that where

an application under Section 19 has been admitted by a

-• Tribunal under sub—section; {3),-fevary proceeding under

the relevant service rules as tp redressal,of grisvandes

in relation to the subject matter of such application,

pending immediatisly befbre such- ladinission, stands abated.'

Obvious]^y, having regard to. thi^, statutory provision, the

respondents did not further proceed to consider the

representation. The Tribunal has, however, powers under

:sub-s,ecti;3h-td. direcl? a representation in relation
^-^^nt-rtained. and considered. Having regard

several ^q^esti^ns -rHsed'.i^.^ theser ^plications,
.. ,

-respondents do consider the

representation; on its. o\vn'merits'" arid fjass- such orders as they

may deem fit. . As.the respondents themselves were considering

"the repressntation of-the'applicants Association when this

appl^-at.ion was filediand: only, the pehdericy- of this application

- - operated;as^a;:bar to. the^ifurtheir cdnslderation, we deerr

it expedient to remove that/bar by disposing off these

applicatiorf with a- direction/ to the' respondents to consider
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th® representation of the applicants and if they deem

necessary, receive further representation or clarification

• from the applicants and their Association and dispose of

their claim within a period of 4 months from the date of

the xeceipt of this order.

In view of the above directions, we do not think it
4

appropriate to enter into the merits of the applicants* claim.

If the applicants are aggrieved by any order made b^^the

respondents in pursuance of these directions after

considering the applicants* representation, nothing said

herein will preclude the applicants from calling in question

the said order of the respondents. These applications are

disposed Of accordingly. There will be no order as to costs,
\

In view of.the above directions, we also think it

)'̂ ]j3propriate that the recoveries ordered from the appl-icants
1 ) 111 ' ' '. " • •

,/:i$'Jshould remain stayed pending itKS disposal of the
^ • . • • . ' • / -

rei^esi^ati,on&.l|r:1^?,.^^^ and^for a period of two
months thereafter.

Ordered accordingly.

: \

Jtohal: Kumar) (K- Madhavi Rsddy)
iMenite rt. ?o^i5°l§S7
10,12.1987 10.12.1987
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