e - o : » : - , s o o V K/
: - CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH
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REGN. No. O\ 913/1987 - December 10,1987,

All India Association Of Accsunts ' ] _
- & Audit Officers of A.P. Unit +es Applicants
fthrough its Secretary General

. Shri G. Anjaneya Sarma

Vs.

i { . . . ~ . -
Union of India and Ors - " «.s Respondents
Regn. No. OA 914/87 -
All India Association of Accounts seo Applicants
& Audit Officers of A.P. Unit, .
through its Secretary, Shri ,

T & D. Umamaheswam Rao : Vs, ®

- _ Union of India and Ors - <o+ Respondents
Regn, Nb.'ﬁﬁ 915/87 ‘ » |
Shri D. Umamaheswara Rao . eee Applicant

. _ 2 ’ VS ® - '
Union of India and Ors : " ..’ Respondents
Reon. No.CA 916/87 - |
Shri S.R.Chandran Y ..& Applicant

' Vs. '
Union of Indias and Ors o «++ Respondents
Regn. No, CA 125/87 ,
Y\ALL India Association of Accounts eo« Applicants -
5\R Audit. Officers of M.P, Unit B N _ L
)" |Ehroughiits Secretary Shri QG ; Tl Lo A
-/Prakash’ Mahe'shwari * i S
':"L\ . VS °
Union of India and Ors «.s« Respondents
Regn. No, OA 358/87
All India Association of Acoo unts ¢eo Applicants

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

Vs,
Union of India and Ors | - Respbndents
Regn. No, OA 357/87
All India Association of Accoﬁnts ... Applicants

& Audit Officers of Chandigarh Unit .
_ through its President, Shri B.R.
‘Mahendru & General Secy, Shri
J.K. Bhatia Vs.
Union of India and Ors +++ Respondents
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-éhri R Raman and Ors o «os Applicants

= _ clcammne e ow Vselo ;o : .
e Uhlop of, Indla and Qrs, e s J:5??; B’§p°ﬁd°nt5
| Reqn. No. QA 360/1987 y ,

All India Assobiatlon of Accounts ..J Applicants
a2l .. :and Audit, Officers & Ors through .
CLUEL w T iy e-President;” Shri N. Appadoral
(Karnataka Uhlt) oy
LEaERTT D L L

The Comptroller & Auditor General
Catld Bwrs of India and Grs CEn ARy e Irreie gl Respondents

P el
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_ Shr1 S R.Gupta & Ors o : ot AppllcaF%s »
CURLTRS gait#ﬁ:ipﬂ EEVE LT - T fg Frew e T (In ‘person)

e B b Uﬁi°n‘°f Inﬁiéfand,gnﬁ_a_; A Respondents

';f,coamm '
t o T Hon’ble Mr. JUstlce K. Madhava Reddy, Chalrman
L s s e R Hon'ble Mr. Kaushal Kumar, Member
: For the aDpllCants . eos Shri E.X. Joseph,counsel
LT REiue o e ior e 2l E posviool gl d 21 ShTiiS,MeNeRizvi,counsel
. ﬁ\m,Egrﬁﬁthr$§P9n§§n§S‘rw 0t §£é2¢§b;;4M;L.AVérma,:councel

BT 2RO ERTrEiy (Judgment ‘of -the Berich ‘dekivered by ' »
S Hon'ble Mr. JUstlce K. Madhava Redﬁy, Chalrman)
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of th° Adnlnlstratlve Trlbunals Act 1985 the arguments
Cil I TEL LA >
of both the partles were heard at length. However, it is

brought to our notlce thwt a representatlon was submitted
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by the All Inola Assoc1at10n of qccounts and Audit
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OCflcnrs to the then Minlst°r of Flnance and-that the
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Mlnlster had de31red to dlSCUSS the matter. From the

) 0.0, No. C-18018/5/87—:u.I of the Mlnlstry of Finance, (DE)
AT A SO PRI B E-Te Bos SV
dated 24 9 1987 addre°sed to the Offlce of the
- Comtro‘ler and Audltor Ganeral, 1t woold appear that
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”f11°d these applicatlons before the Central Administrative

Trlbunal. As the matter had thus become sub judice, the
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representatlon was not further examlned and a deczslon taken
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by the respondents on 1ts own nerits.‘ In fact
3 sub-sectlon (4) of Sectzon 19 of theVACt declares that where
an applicatlon undervseotlon~i9~has’been admltted by a
tfribunal uﬁ@er.sub;seotion.?gj: e&er;uoroceeding under
" ““the relevant seréiée'rnleséas to“riareSSal of grievandes
 rn relatlon to the subJect matter\of such appllcatlon,

Q‘pendlng 1mmed1atelY Before such adm1551on, stands abated.

W:g:Obviously;having regard to this statutory provision, the.

- responderits did not "fﬁrthéf“prbdééd “to consider the

we thlnk 1t approprlate that the respondents do consider the

representatlon on 1ts own merlts and pass such orders as they

may deem fit. As the respondants themselves were considering
the represontatlon of the app‘lcants Assoc1at10n when this
appliﬂtlon was flled and only th° pendency of this apaTlcat1on

ooerated as a bar to the further con51deration, we deer-
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1t expedlent to remove that bar by dlSpOSlng of £ these
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apollcatlonSW1th a dlrectlon to the respondents to consider
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the representatlon of the applicants and 1f they deem

necessary, receive further representation or clarification.

. from the appllcants and thelr Assoc1atlon and dlspose of

their claim within a period of 4 months from the date of.
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the receipt_of'this otder.

in view of the above directions,‘we do not think it
approprlate to enter into the‘merlts of the appllcants'claim
If the applicants are aggrieved by any order made by the
respondents in pursuance of these directions after=-
con51der1ng the appllcams’ representatlon, nothing said
.nereln will preclude the applicants from calllng in questlon
the said order_of the:respondents._These appllcatlons are
disposed of accordingly. There will be no order as to costs
h | In view of.the above directions,ioe also think it
appropriate that the recoveries ordeped from theﬁapplicants
should remain stayed pending xbe disposal of the

representatlon by the respondents and ﬁor a perlod of two

months thereafter.

Ordered accordingly.

(l{étlShal Kumar) ' . (K. Madha\/a Reddy)
Member Chairman
10.12.,1987 10.12.1987
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