- - - CENTRAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  TRIBUNAL
N : PR INCIPAL .BENCH
- * NEW DELHI,

O0.As No. 161/87,

Pooran Chand ) Applicant
» Vs, _
, - The Union of Indis & Ors, ~ Respondents,
ig;;& 13.2,4987 | - - Applicant in person,

Notice be issued tu the raespondents tc show
'>-" ' cause by Sth hpril, 1987 as ‘to why the application

should not be admitted, » T

A - e “ /
“TRA AL =
) zx)uﬁ (r--\\\
(8.C. Mathur) " (Zaheer Hassgn)
X Vice=Chairman Vice-Chairman (3J)
13.2 .1687 . " 13.2.1587
Sshoes - Q@x«&*@‘l@(@\@ \
ROE -
e \
2.4.1937 . _ " Heard the applicant who appeared in person

as well as Mrs¢ Raj Kumari Chobra,‘Aduocats who has entered

abpearanca on-behalf of the.resspondents pursuant toc the notice

- issued regarding admission,

é. - The applicant,mhile wérking as'Ass;stant,

was di;ected te carry out-the duties of Administrativé
Officer with effect Frem 5.11.1984 by order of the second
respondent datéd 6.11.1984 {appendig-'Af).‘ It wvas made
_clear thérain ﬁﬁat»the payment of pay and_allomances of the

E'_' higher post will be subject to the approval of the competent
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authority. It is alleged by the apglicant that till 4,- .
10th February, 1986 he carried out the duties of tha
‘7Rdm1n1strat1ve folcer. Oh the gpound that the difference

,6f pay and allowances of tﬁa higherjgrade has not been 7
'«disbhrsgd te him, he hgsffilaq this abplicétion caliming the.

-said amount. . o7

3. As it i§ evident from the order ét appendix 'A'
that @ﬁe pégment 6? pay and allomancgsrof'ﬁhe higherAﬁpst_w§liv.'
be-subject'to.the abppogal of the coﬁpétent aﬁtﬁqfity, it is
\opcn to the appiicant—to maka the claim only éfter it is .
considered by the competent authorlty and 1n.0ase it is
disalloued arbitrarlly. - It is seen from the order of the

s
second reSpondent*(appendlx t0') that in rasponse to the
representation ‘submitted bylthe applicant on- 17.:2 1986, he has
been inform;d thét fhe'sanctign_of the compatent authority
héé no% ;ét beeh obtainedf " The applieant haé filed Eﬁié
abpl;pation without maiﬁing‘furvfhe_dispbsal of thé mafter' =
:by th; compstent authority. It is also to be noted that six
months have:n0t~elap89d F;cm‘the date of ;epresentation
submifted'by the aﬁplicént wﬁiEh representation is engaging the
attention of the auth0r1t¢es. \ |

4, ) ' in the c;rcumatances, we hold that the appllcatlon

cannot ‘be admlttsd at thlS stage.
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.5.-<'_ Orderead accordlngly. -
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