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PRINCIPAL BENCH

 DEIHT

REGN. No. QA 913/1987

All India Association Of Accsunts

& Audit Officers of A.P. Unit

hial R 4

- Shri G. Anjaneya |Sarma

- through its Secretary General

1

Vs.
3 ) ° ‘ .
Union of India and Ors
Regn. No. OA 914/87

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

Union of India and Ors"

Regno NO. "j& 915/87

Shri D. Umamaheswara Rao

Uniaon of India and Ors

Reon, No,GA 916/87

Shri S.R.Chandran
' Vs.

ion of India and Ors

. No, QA 125/87

Al&ﬁ
& Mydit Officers of M.P, Unit
‘thrplgh its-Secretary Shri.om
wEﬁ?@ﬁash'Maheshwari ‘

<

, 45

o -

Bench ™ Vs.
S

Union of India and Ors

Regn. 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 Ors

Regn. No. OA 357/87

All India Association of Accounts

& Audit Officers of Chandigarh Unit .

through its President, Shri B.R.:
‘Mehendru & General Secy, shri
J.K. Bhatia

Union of India and Ors

Vs.

ys."

Vs.

3
\ .
xIndia Association of Accounts .

Deqember 10,1987,
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. Regn, No.OA.Q12/1987 °

i Shrl R. Raman and Ors e ,ﬁ;? Applicants

- e __53. S ol _i"_.',y;k. -'f;;'_;;‘/ X B o ] Vé. SN ,‘
LRy zaeA PR itiUNion ‘of India“and’Ors 7 777 © U5 Respondents

:,-'*'42"1‘ I

' . - All India Associatlon of Accounts*_ﬁ»Jﬁ Applicants
Coecomline o Eor Dand TAudit Of ficers ‘& Ors’ through ‘
a its President, Shri N. Appadorai L
- (Karnataka Unlt) s “ri
' VS.
ot oweuiowe o-The, Comptroller & Auditor General="i*3
T mTE e of Indla and Drs - ooe ReSpondents

Nr ooyt huofk ggn. No. @mv6§_/1987' G TeE ks
Bt o --M:Sh(rl S+RiGupta & 91‘5 Ty Fuorsl BN Appl(i\canfs
Jvmbiaw onho SRR S Veo. < (In person) ¥

1;n

sy ive e LR2ddndon of Indiaand Ors YT ¥ 145 Respondents
T :L RAM::?? F Al eR B S ; 5'“7‘:2‘5"’.“ fomr

= Hon'ble Mr.,JUstlce‘K. Madhava Reddy,. Chalrman o
ESE NS LA A A * Hon 'b1&" Mr'.” Kaushal® Khmar Member

4

ufpﬂnw\squQPuﬁhQ‘QQPliFB“tSJT*‘:V?Q’ . Shri*E,X., Joseph,counsel -
; B » : - Shri S.M.N.Rizvi,counsel &

T ﬁebieftuFor1thé%rééboﬁéén£§ “”?;Aiﬁ;iﬁ “Shri .L. VErma, councel

Rt EE R i (Judgment of the Bench dellvered by '
N * Hon'ble Mr.,JUSIlCC~F§ Madhaya. Reddy, Chatrm
¢ o In this. batch of:appllcatlons under Sectlon Jo
2% LV \, 1 % e ._‘_;;-‘ h;] i% e ‘ « P
. _of the Admlnistratlve Trlbunals Act 1985 the ar - <

A /
N

of both the partles were heard ‘at .length. - waevef cis

brought to our notlce that a. representatlon was suomitted

,Q et o by the All Inélf“A55°Clat1°D .of ACCOunts and Audlt
| , .. Officers to the then Minister of Finance and that the
S ;;:. i MlnlSter h3d desired to discuss the. matter.4From the
; v& ‘i . Y.C. N°' C'l8013/5/87-:u.1 of the Ministry of Finance, (DE)
~ ~ ) S da ﬁed 24 '91 98 7. Addressed ,'f'tQ'::‘t.haﬁ. -Dffice. of the
-=< ‘Comﬁrpile? é?dlﬁuqiﬁPF.G?Q?r@¥-&it;WOU%d appear that



S R P i E
e

Sl e ‘while the ma-tnr was under =xam1nat10n,the Audlt Offlcers

-lecd these applicatlons before . the Central Admlnlstrative

Tribunal. As the matier.had thus become sub judice, the

m

*repreSbntatlon was not further examlned and a dec1510n taken

by the respondents on 1ts “bwn merits.z In fact
sub=section: (4) ‘of . Sectmon 19 of the Act declares that where

an appllcatlon under Sectlon 19 has*been admit ted by a

- A e S e

5W1¢,,:,;:‘I;ibunal under subJSECtiOnfléﬁgﬁébéffﬁbroceeding under

,the relevant serv1ce :rules: as to~rpdressal of grlavances
in relatlon to the subject matter—ef such appllcation,
TS I fi“?iggng;ng1;mmeq;§§glg;bafcreasqch'admlssion, stands ‘abated.’

'QbeviQUSly;having regard to-this siafﬁfbry provision, the

Hrespondents_did not f@;the;fp;bc@ﬁthOQcpnsider the

_representatlon. The Trlbunal has however, powers under
e » :

hat ;
a representation in relation

nasconsidered.s Having Tegard .

tq)éﬁe seve*al questlons ralsed in these app1lcatlons,

")‘0 //

we thlnk 1t approprlate that the respondants do con51der the

ZnE TT"?represeﬁfation oh its‘6Wn merits’ and pass such orders as they
Shayp T emayfdéém:fiffdsAs‘fhé.réspénd;nfs‘énenselves were considering
?fhairépf§s§n£ati5n of'fnéiapgfiéanfsfﬁssociation when this
- Y*apgliﬂiinniwéslﬁilédﬁandﬁbniy{ﬁﬁéﬁﬁénégnb§ of this application
"“bbéfafed'agﬁatbéfﬁféﬁfﬁgffnf%ﬁéf'Ennsiaération, we deer-

fert ot i expedient” tO'rémove ‘that bat by dlsp051ng of these

apbllcat10ﬁ5W1tﬁ a dlrectlon to the respondsnts to consider



~*

o representatlon by the respondents and for a perlod of tm

.
the representatlon of the applicants and if ‘they deem

necessary, receive further representation or clarificatlon

- from the appllcants and their Assoc13tlon and dlspose of

their clalm ‘within a period of 4 months from the date of
I
‘the recelpt of this order.
In V1ew of the above directlons, we do not think it

'approprlate to. enter into the merlts of the appllcantS-claim

.If the applicants are aggrleved by any order made by the

respondents in pursuance of these dlrectlons aftern_
‘considering the applicads‘ representation, nothing said
herein will preclude the applicants from calllng in questlon

he sa1d order of the respondents. These appllcat1ons are -

i8posed of accordingly. There will be no order as to costs

)

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

months thereafter.

Ordered accordingly.

~ (Kaushal Kumar) | o (K. Madhavh Reddy)

Member : Chairman -
10.12.,1987 . . 10,12,1987
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