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^~-tmion of India and Ors

CEm-RAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BEr^H

DEIHI

REGN. Wo. m QI.3/1QR7

Association Of Accounts
& Audit Officers of A.P. Unit
tiarough its Secretary General
Shri G. Anjaneya Sarma

s Vs,

Union of India and Qrs

Reqn. No. OA 914/R7

All India Association of Accounts
& Audit Officers of A.P/ Unit,
through its Secretary, Shri
D, UnamaheswaE Rao

Union of India and Qrs'

Reqn« No. m 915/87

Shri D. Lftnamaheswara Rao

Union of India and Ors

Reon. No.G\ 916/87

Shri S.R®Chandran

I'All^lAbia Association of Accounts
S Auldit Officers of xM.P. Unit

4ts., Secretary Shri. Dn
Maheshwari

Vs.

Lon of India and Ors

.No. CA 125/87

Vs.

Vs.

Vs.

Reqn. No. OA 358/87

All India Association of Accounts
& 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 Chandiqarh Unit
through its President, Shri B.R.^
Mahendru & General Secy,Shri
J.K, Bhatia vs.
Union of India and Ots

December 10,1987,
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R«qn. No.Qk' 912/1987 '
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" i- -.f^ri- .ShEi.R,v^am9n?,a®d.:etes'r-r -iIt Applicants
Vs.

.... STo:;:-d -, ci;:^ . •• t.
union Of India and Ors Respondents

•. -.rv-o oJ^^r^dia)iAs^ciatioa-o^^/^e^unts^' - Applicants
and Audit Officers & Ors through

., i'ts ^r,«sident,, Sh^-i
(Kar^-atakS^' Unit) ; "
; ,, ,. • _ . , ys.; _ ,

->TKfe•̂ oiriptro n^-'Au&i^r
of India and Qrs ..t. Respondents .

reci PJ.
^eqrTV' No/ ^ 658A98t

^^^^"'"^-"^.Applicants '
Union of India and Qrs ,V;« Respondents

'• ' :"i "'^ "•' •''Of':',' i~'' ^

wH^-VCX^O ':0 -.ia£:

CORAM't ;•

cbnrt- HopibieoJVtei' Justice-K '̂̂ Madl^l^&HReddy,, Chairman
Hon'ble Mr, Kaushal Kumar, Member

•{ c;: the'--applicahts''

:'i7 i:?bi2no:j oi ;
For the respondents

'.vn C '> S -'t 'M.'. •:•• .-v • .• " Shri E.X. Joseph,counsel
,,. .,L S.MeN.Rizyi,counsel

•'• *' Shri M.L« Vermaj councel

j -:(Judgment of the Bench delivered by »
^3-: -i: £ •yQ0!ifeie<:Mricjiist£ceyK. toh#^| Recf(3y, Chairman)

:a.rK^xvj>K -Mu thi^^batc:h:.6faapj5]^&^ Section 19

,-roi;j.or.cc:: MminiistrativeAribum'l^ Ac^, ^^1985, the arguments^

cf; ::Jn-->f:Qf-b«?thrfE^^^parties:^^ . However, it is

. -bxo .;:^- ^-?rfcfQU:ght::to,^ur,.notijc^,-th3^:.^-qrepres^^^ submitted

by^,the.^t,Iadi^. Ass;oci;atid^bf :^cfe and Audit•' > j? ; --S ^ •:> .

; n-jv.; -c. j-;: .pff^erstitQ^itheidthfen mhisJt9r:^:c^VFi^^ and that the

t rr. ., %i«im^ter.had^Jiesired to., discuss::the-y^t^r. From the-

• V .nc i-. - :No>^,Cr;liS01:8/5/8f-EGl]i; Of'-^ of Finance, (DE)

-ro p.>z^^>fd:atedy<24>9:ii987;i addreiled to^thg-'Office of the

,-=.Vot 3,;r-ebnocComtr^iler .andtAuditor Gl^ral,-it-^would appear that
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while the matter .^as under ;9>famination,the ,Audit Officers

' '• ^* • ";;^ ^

filed these applications before the Central Administrative

Tribunal, As the.mattfr hadsub judice, the

•' i • . ..

^Tn ;;j;Inw- representation-.wasi noti t-ui^heiire^^ and a decision taken

by the Te^sporid^rfis -ort'/itsl 6wri^^.m^^ In fact, .

sub-section (4),,of Sectipn JQj^^^p^^^^ declares that where

an application under Section 19 has been admitted by a

Tribunal under sub-section (3), :ev;ary proceeding under

the re levante's ervice rules as to red^essal of grievances
jn. nq.j;nu

in relation to the subject matterjqf~:SUCh application.

;-,oO Tv ::';AKP?C>^^ihgf;iinpediatel?y bef02^ 5Such admission, Stands abated.'
.-av-v

Obviously, having regard .to: this-.statutory provision, the
;-3, .,c; . .., .-.a.... -

respondents did not further proceed to consider the

•inir -O ,,:r. -i fl

V f

• . .. ma;tterjcbtcehtert'a±hsd and .considered,^. ^Having regard

s«^§ei?,al:•^^uefStronsTxa:^:se•d Irf^tfi^se applications.

.. ..f f:.-W!?,.3thijr?k ;:js%^pprj3prlate'-Jth:at^the.-p^si5dndents do consider the"

-f. j i^epresentiation :tm itsr.own*;^ such orders as they

+r -i-r ' A" .-• JDftX" -deenr rfi-t-.J'.:riA^.-:th«- r»s'i5ondents"-"t!heiDSelves were considering

, .v-the.;repres-e:nt-aj;ipn of .Tthenapplic^^nts Association when this

..,.a4D^.'̂ ;^tion":Wa5: filed and'.^riity^the .pVndency of this application

/ ,|.r. - VT-oper^ate^dj-a'So aibat-ta. the" fuirther-^-coriisaderation, we deerr;

. .. it: expedient/to-remove., that bar> by-'disposing off th.^se

. , • applicatiorfrwafeh a direction to the-respondents to consider
... - . is- •••••*' " '''

^'dfflinil^^Eepresentation. The Tribunal has, however, powers under

/'T • vH . 9:; ;'-3nv!^ c:;:T .c '-^hat
. tm.\s aid ,.s;ub-s:ectl on ;ito difeoi/a representation ,in relation

•iiy
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the representation of the applicants and if they deem
N.

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 receipt of, this order.

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

appropriate to enter into the merits of. the ap

If the applicants are aggrieved by,any order made by the

respondents in pursuance of these directions after

considering the applicantsV repr^,sentation,, 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
I

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

appropriate that the recoveries, ordered from the applicants

should remain stayed pending. &K5 disposal of the
'• . . • • ' j •

repres,.enta4iipn. by th? re,,^pond.en:^^ |andv^f^ aperiod of two

onths thereafter.

(Kaushal Kumar) (K. Madha\/a Reddy)
Member Chairman
10.12.1987 10.12.1987

Ordered accordingly.

i Dated * Copy I
I I
I . .
/Centrai':'cer
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