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ORDERS OF THE TRIBUNAL

r Dated : 1'6.12'2013O r d e r  S l .  N o .

O R D E R
(ln Chambers)

This review application being RA 10 of 201'3 along with MA

I37 of 
' ,2013 

Srraying for condonation of delay in f i l ing the RA

have been put  up in  chambers for  considerat ion by way of

c i rcu lat ion in  terms of  ru le 1-8(3)  of  the AFT (Procedure)  Rules, '

2008.

2. The RA hi ls been f i led by the respondent No. 8 of oA 10t)

of 2oI2 i .e. Secretary, AGI Fund, seeking review and recal l  of tht l

d i rect ions conta ined in  order  dt .  25.9.2013 passed in  the said OA

so far  aS responclent  No.  B is  concerned,  on the grounds stated

there in .

3 . On penusa l  o f  the  averments  made in  the  MA under

reference,  i t  appears that  there was delay of  18 days in  f i l ing the

instant  RA beyornd the statutory t ime l imi t .  l t  is  averred in  the

pet i t ion that  copry of  the order  passed in  the oA was sent  to  the

respondent  No.  8 at  h is  HQ at  New Delh i  for  necessary
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i * t t r a t * n O : s o m e  t i m e  w a s  t a k e n  f o r

inst ruct ion and on receipt  o f  the same, th is  RA has been f i led

and in  the  process  there  was de lay  o f  on ly  18  days '

15. In the RA, i t  is  submit ted that AGI Fund is a statutory body

and th is  Tr ibuna l  has  no  ju r isd ic t ion  to  pass  any  d i rec t ion  aga ins t

t h e  s a i d  F u n d  a u t h o r i t i e s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  T r i b u n a l  h a s  e r r e d  i n

issu ing  ib id  d i rec t ions  a t  para  67( i i i )  and (v )  upon respondent  No '

B  s ince  such d i rec t ions  are  w i thout  ju r i sd ic t ion .  They  have

annexed cer ta in  r jec is ions  o f  Pr inc ipa l  Bench to  suppor t  th is

submiss ion .  They  have a lso  annexed a  copy  o f  dec is ion  rendered

by  Koch i  Bench o f  AFT in  RA 7  o f  2010 dec ided on  !7 .5 .11

where in  ear l ie r  some d i rec t ions  were  issued on  AGI  and

subsequent ly ,  on  rev iew,  those d i rec t ionS were  reca l led  on  the

ground o f  ous ter  o f  ju r i sd ic t ion .  l t  i s ,  there fore ,  p rayed by  the

rev iew app l ican t  1 to  de le te  the  a fo resa id  d i rec t ions  conta ined in

p a r a  6 7 ( i i i )  a n d  ( v )  o f  t h e  o r d e r  d t '  2 5 ' 9 ' 1 3 '

7 . O n  p e r u s a l  o f  t h e  a v e r m e n t s  m a d e  i n  t h e  R A  a n d  M A '

we are of  the v iew that  s ince some decis ions of  coord inate

Benches have been referred to inc luding the one rendered by

Kochi  Bench of  A,FT in  a s imi lar  rev iew pet i t ion,  the instant  RA

i  and MA should br :  heard.

8. Accordingly, the Registry is directed to l ist both the RA

and MA on any convenient  date af ter  g iv ing not ice to both

pa rt ies.

g.  Let  a copy of  th is  order  be a lso furn ished to both s ides '

(LT GEN K.P.D.Sr \MANTA)
M EM BER(A)

issuing proper

(JUSTICE RAGHUNATH RAY)
MEMBER(J)


