REGN, No, QA 913/1987

'Shri G, Anjaneya Sarma

Regn, No. QA 915/87

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

PRINCIPAL BENCH
' DEIHT

ALl India Association Of Accounts |

"~ & Audit Officers of A.P, Unit

through its Secretary General
- Vs,

{

. |
Union of In_di;a_ and Ors
Regn. No. OA 914/87

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

Union of India and Ors:

Shri D, Umamaheéwara Rao

- - Vs.
Unian of India and Ors
Rean, No,.GA 916/87
Shri S.R.Chandran

Vs,

11 India Association of Accounts
Audit Officers of M.P. Unit

!

Vs,

Union of India and Ors

Regn. No, OA 358/87

All India Association of Acco unts
& Audit Officers of Gujarat Unit
through its Secretary, Shri

M. Rajendran Vs

Unisn of India and Ors

Reon. No. DA 357/87

All India Association of Accounts

& Audit Officers of Chandigarh Unit .
through its President, Shri B.R,
Mshendru & General Secy,Shri

J.K. Bhatisa .

Union of India and Ors

Vs.

through its Secretsry Shri.om *Ed.ﬁé
Prakash Maheshwari R . PO

December 10,1987,
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.. Regn. No.OA 912/1987 °

Shri R.' Raman and Ors | ... Applicants

e ﬁi" R O AR

‘Uhion:of'xndia and cms-=_ut .: . . wwsd Bespondents

i 7 i
3

,*,N,wAll India Associatlon of Accounts s .:ﬁ_Applicants
. and Audit Officers & Ors through ... <
its President," Shri N. Appadorai
v - (Karnataka Uhlt)
CEm LA 10 ¢ i nVse T
. ' The Comptroller & Auditor General ' )
T $~of India.and Ors: j“r.*A siuiEe g, ‘Respondents

U ke gn. No.' OA 658(1987 ,.1;fiﬂ%",5

P Shrl 'S R Gupta &'Ors f  ‘ﬂ'; o UH..a Applicants. ‘
"j:?ﬂ; CRo s L e AL e yifvgtfk'“ 7"7% (In person) ,tg‘

j%)
¥

ﬁ;l?Unlon of Indla and Ors i_; ;&;whjﬁ;,;¥ﬁ. Respondent.
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:ﬁu:_,wj::f- a!Q% ;ﬂ Hon'ble Mro Justlce K. Madhava Reddy, Chalrman

o L Hon'ble Mr. Kaushal Kumar, Member
":_gw“ror ‘the aopllcants o  Sth EoXo Joseph,counsel
& AR R S e +: Shri~<S.M.N.Rizvi,counsel.
: ilf.fiéérlﬁhe résponaents - .w_'}§€~*§b?l-M’L’ Verma, councel

'f‘t

ﬁe;ﬁg ﬁ%rmtf {{H;; (Jhdgment of the Behch~de11vered by ' »
e Hon'ble Mr. Jhstlce K. Madhava Re&ﬁy, Chalrman)
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In thls batch of appllcatlons under Sectlon*»9

EETES LU Fe fe iof both the partle;;Wéfe he;ia-ét length. However, it is
- - ﬂ:fggoﬁékflgé.gur notlce that a: represen%at1°n was submitted
A,by thé Ali Incla Associat;;ﬁ of qccgunts and Audlt
: M — _‘EZO‘flcéf;nf;.thew;h;n Minlstar ofﬁ;iﬁén;e and that the

et f%}yini;;eflﬁgdnd;;;r;; ;;ﬁAigﬁuégythé Qatter. From the

: L0l ey C—18018/5/87-LG I of the Ministry of Finance,(DE)
- %.”datedjziﬁé i§87 addrecsed tov£h;‘0ff1ce of the
ISR Comtro1ler a;é Audlt;rwé;ge;;i; ;t would appear that
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while the matter was ﬁnder examination.the.Andit Officers

RN filed these applications before the Central Administrative

- ,\ N

Trlbunal. As the matter had thus become sub judlce the

represantatron was not further examrned and a decrslon taken

f : :

by the respondents on 1ts own merits.z In fact '} N

' sub-sectlon (4) of Sectlon 19 of the Act declares that where
an appllcatron under Sectlon 19 has. been admitted by a |
= B 'Trrbunal under sub-sect:.on (3), every proceedmg under

"“-ﬁ335 e the relevant servrce Tules as to redressal of grlevanoes

in relatlon to the subJect matter of sush appllcatron,
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:pendlng 1mmed1ately before ‘such admlssron, stands abated.
ufi}wgiﬁji{- 0bvrously;havrng regard to thls statutory provrslon, the

Do gemEEd ~'respondent5'd1d not further proceed to consider the

repPﬁsentationa The Trlbunal.has however, powers under

: 2 7 " Vhat
e :'\fhe sald sub-sectron to dlrec a representation in relation

N "
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j )f dhe matter b° entartalned and consrdered Havrng regard

oA " ,t‘ ,§j:, v,‘x‘ ’ 1"-7é e '1}“3 o
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representatlon on 1ts own merits and pass such orders as they

N . ~r-‘

may deem fits As the rospondents themselves were considering

the represontatron of the applrcants Assocratvon when this

appliﬁilon was flled and only the pendency of thls application

ooerated as a bar to the further consrderatlon, we deer:

it expedlent to remove that bar by dlsp051ng of f these»

apallcatloﬁEW1th a dlrectlon to the respondents to consider
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J'fsxrepresentatlon by - the respondents and for a perlod oai wq
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the representation of the applicants and if they deem °

necessary, receive fuither representation or clarification

- from the applicants and their Association and dispoée of

their claig within a period of 4 months from the date of 
-the'receipi of this order.
| In view'of‘the,above directions, we do not think it
éppropriaté to gntefrinto the merits of fhe applicants!c1aim.
1f the applicants sre aggrieved by any order made by the";”-
respordents. in pursuance of these directions after Vo
considering the applicéﬁs"repreéentaiion,_nﬁthing s?id=é§“3
heréin will.pre;lude-the applicantsnfrom paiiing in éuestion
the said order of the respondéhts. TﬁeSe ébplicationé are
disposed of accqrdingly; There will be no order as to costs
In view of the above directions, we also think it
appropriate that the recoverieé ordered from the applicanfs
should remaln stayed pendlng tbe disposal of the
h

months thereafter.

Ordered accordingly.

(Kgushal Kumar) - (K.'Madhavé Reddy)
Membar Chairman

10.12.1987 ‘ 10,12,1987
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