CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

: | PRINCIPAL BENCH

*. DEIHI - 8\
REGN. No. QOA 913/1987 . December 10,1987.
All India Association Of Accaunts )
& Audit Officers of A.P. Unit .es Applicants
through its Secretary General
Shri G. Anjaneya Sarma . Vs.

o | -

Union of India and Ors | ... Respondents
Regn. No. OA 914/87
All India Association of Accounts ees Applicants

& Audit Officers of A.P. Unit,
through its Secretary, Shri
-~ o D. Umamaheswam Rao ' Vs, °
¢ - Union of India and Ors : .<s Respondents

Regn. No. OA 915/87 '

'Shri D. Umamaheswara ﬁao e Applicant
- ’ VS.
Union of India and Ors - ees Respondents

Reon. No.GA 916/87

Shri S.R,.,Chancran . ces Applicant
; ' Vs. ’

Union of India and Ors «ss Respondents

Regn., No, OCA 125/87

o : All India Association of Accounts .+« Applicants
i ' & Audit Officers of M.P., Unit
through its Secretary Shri Om
Prakash Maheshwari ’

| d Vs. . . L
Yelunion of India and Grs' #% « T L7 medondents o
Begn. No. OA 358/87
“iﬁ¥§§§§;§;ﬁf All India Association of Accounts eee Applicants /

B & Audit Officers of Gujarat Unit
through its Secretary, Shri
M. Rajendran

Vs,
Union of India and Ors ..« Respondents
Regn. No, OA 357/87
All India Association of 4ccounts ees Applicants

& Audit Officers of Chandijarh Unit
through its President, Shri B.R.
Mahendru & General Secy, Shri

J.K. Bhatia Vs.

Union of India and Ors +s+ Respondents
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. Regn. No.OA 912/1987 °

<

i sew. Applicants

Uhion of Indla and Ors

" Respondents
iRl ,Regn. 'No, O&: 360/1987 E

} ”

<& Applicants
“and Audit Of ficers & Ors through :
.. its President, Shri.N Appadorai
’ (Karnatak& Unlt)
Vs o

: The ‘Comptroller & Auditor Genéral™ -~ ¥~ ¥7

- of Indla and Ors _ ... Respondents
o r g \“ghn . No. OA 65J1987 S ;a‘.“ J
SR ""‘Shfi‘f?—s :R;fcﬁ‘pta & Grst T Y - (S applidants
vs, . (In person)

P

- Unlon “of Indla and Ors ”  oo Respondents

. ‘ CORAM: oo G o - AT e - - RV

msowd: unee i e roHontble Mr..-Justice K. Madhava rReddy, Chairman

"Hon'ble Mr. Kaushal Kumar, Member

TN i¥iiFor the ‘dpplicants -~ 7T LEF S

‘Shrl E, X Joseph counsel
: Shri S.N.N.Rlzv1 counsel

’ N %3;?%h§'f;§§3ﬁ3éﬁ£§A:J”; .ﬂﬂ"Shrl M.L. VErma, councel
ATl mIeTEOT R sl Iy e : “?‘--aa“ _
(Judgment of the Bench dellvered by >
. - Hon'ble Mri: Justice! K.:-Madhdvia Reddy, Chan.rman)

B TR aInnthisrbatehgofgaapllcatzonsaunder‘Sectlonhig

L8 . 3

Qf th° Adnlnistratlve Trlbunals Agt, 1985 the argumentg
T~

of both the pcrtles ‘were: heara at- length’. - However, it is

e s e nmbrougbt;&9;0@;3netipe:thht;a‘nepreséntatioﬁiwas submitted

ang T

¢ amg wo o Officers-to. the then:iMinister of Finance

©en s by the AN Indie-Assogiation of Actounts and Audit
tahd‘tﬁaf the

., Minister had desired-to:discuss the matter. From the
.@2U;Q~;N9,55§189;815%82fEG;I ofﬁtheﬁMihistry”of Finance, (DE)
- op o, dated 24391987~ addressed to the Of fice . df - the

e o .;fcpm;raller:and;Auditortéenerél;Wit“WOﬁidiappear that

4
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i~ .while.the matter was underieXaminétioﬁ,thdiAudit Oificers
filed these appliceﬁioqs before ﬁpe_georrelﬁadministrative
Tribunal. As the mattsr had thus become.sub judice, the

;rrrrepresentatlon was not forther examlned and a decrslon taken
by the respoodeors oo its own merius.u-In«fact

sub-sectlon (4) of Sectron 19 of the Act declares that where

‘.an appllcatlon under Sectron 19 has been adm1 ted by a

-
P, T Nt . ramit emean

" :§f m»-Trlbunal under sub-sectlon (3), 8Vary: proceedlng under
(LR
> SRR
the relevant serv1ce rules as to redressal of grisvandes

in relatlon to the subject mattar of such “application,

ﬁim1iﬁ;“' pendlng 1mmed1ately before such'adm1551on, stands ‘abated.

e ';TObvrously;haV1ng regard to. this. statutory provrslon, the
respondents dld not further proceed to con51der the
representatlon. The Trlbunal has, however, poviers under

hat -
.1d sub-sect_on t6. dlreco}a representatlon in relation

atter; be entertained. and considered, Having regard .

everal questlons ralsed 1n these app‘ICatlons

] ¢1~\,:~ fézzpresentation:on-itSTowﬁ5merits“aha pass” such orders as they f
may deem fit.l.As:the;respOndents~themseives ware considering
aihe'representation;of”thefaﬁpli&ahis'Aésoéiation when this
- applir&ion was filed;andeonlyfthe peﬁdehoyiof this apolication
. '1operated}a54aibér to&thé%fﬁrfher‘consideretion, we deer-
 -it. expedient:to remove “that bar by dispesing off these

Aapplicaiioﬁiwithfaadirectionitéithefrespohaénts to consider



-

therepresentation of the appllc’nts and if- they deem
necessary, receive further representation or clarificatlon
' from the applicants and thelr Assoc1at10n and dlspose of
thelr clalm w1thin a period of 4 months from the date of
“theereceipt of-this order.” -
In view of the above dlrectlons, we do not think it

\apprOprlate to enter into the merlts of the anpllcant§ claim.
_iIf the applicants are aggrleved by any" order made bg the

=,
g

.respondents in pursuance of these dlrectlons after

[\

'con51der1ng the applicams' representatlon, nothlng said
-hereln Wlll preclude the applicants from calllng in question

the sald order of the respondents. These app11Cat10nS are'

disposed of accordlngly. There w1ll be no order as to costs.

In vrew of . the above dlrectlons we also thlnk 1t

representatlonyoy thegrespondents and for a perlod of two

mon‘ths there after. LY

Ordered accordlngly.
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dszaﬂsnal"knmar)
Member
lO 12, 1987

(K. MadhaQ%'Reddy)

Chairman -
10.12,1987



