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IN THE CENTRAL AOPllNISTRAT l\fE TRIBUNAL

PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEU DELHI

DATE OF DECISION I U

Regn^No. Njrag of^the^jgjjlicant
's7§hrl ^

zSo/Ss *HU3A
WITH

OA 2459/88 V. SATYA FlUHTHI

OA 1418/88 K.L. SETHI

OA 1002/88 R.K. GARG

OA 997/88 RESHAn SINGH

OA 1049/88 RAMESH CHANO

OA 2458/88 T .SlUARAr^AKRISHNA

WURTHY

OA 987/88 RAJ KARAN SINGH

OA 1077/88 Y.L. DOGRA

OA 1022/88 R.K. GUPTA

OA 1060/88 A.P. NAKANG

OA 978/89 N.N. SEETHARAM
BHATT

OA 1431/88 n.O. KHATTAR

OA 1061/88 C.L. KAKKAR

OA 991/88 S.P. SAREEN

VS. N«2S_Sl-t!!}S-.£SSB£Q^£Dt£

U.O.I., N.RLY

U.0.I,B/0 RAILWAYS

U<0.I.,[n/0 HAILUAYS

y.0.I.,R/0 RAILWAYS

U.0.I.,n/o RAILWAYS

U.0.I.,G.PIJ4iiAILWAYS

U.C.I.,n/0 RAILWAYS

U.0.I.,n/0 RAILWAYS

U.0.I.,Pl/0 RAILWAYS

U.0.I.,n/0 RAILWAYS

U.O.I., G.n., N.RLY.

U.O.I. fl/O RAILWAYS

U.O.I., n/0 RAILWAYS

U.0.I.,n/0 RAILWAYS

U.O.I., n/0 RAILWAYS

c«ntd«2. •
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D.A. 1005/88,..;.:.. I.S. AGGARUAL MS. UUI, f'l/O HAIlIjAYS

O.A. 1006/88 P1»B.L, JDSHI VS. UDI, M/O RAILUAYS^"

O.A. S88/88 3.C. NARANG US. UOl, Pl/O KAILUAYS
C; in.--;• i bi.;-

O.A. 1059/88 HANUPiAN PASAO PUR0HiT VS. UOl, W/O RAILUAYS

-6'^.'10^2/88''n Ik '"y^. uoi, r/o railways,

-10^0^88^' PrtW NAT'H BIROl' ^^- - WS UOl, W/O RAILUAYS

,p,.A.,107l/88.:e/^LBIR.SlN^ KAILUAYS

'v ovAV"^456/83' '̂ AWSffAO^ CHOUDHA^Y - UOI, Pl/O RAILUAYS

••:J^Q>;Ai.,..?,457/88;;^jC.^,: S^Aan^ ^ v UOI, Pl/O RAILWAYS

O.A. 2460/88 K. GOVINQAN . , U.S. UOI, PJ/O RAILUAYS
s

O.A. 1446/88 S. DAYARAriAN VS. UOI, Pl/O RAILUAYS
ifViv-. I f.?5 'U"! ^ ,j'i ^ ^ A 'M! .'

SHKl Y. PRABHAKAR RAG Counsel for all the

r - i APPLICANTS
SHRI I.e. SUDHIR

W/S. A.Ki SINGLA & CO. RLSPONDLNTS.
SHRI K.K. PAT£L &

>)-f»ls4'rf!lajul§oGup.fcaiii>t ;.; rjoxi c •• ss-J®
for IRCONa

CORAfl

iiJ ::ci} hrn ,j. v i/i :;.

The Hsn'ble Rs. Justics Ram Pal Singh,

"0 an't)ie:?f'lr-i Gi^pta '̂vf8eii)EferH.CA)

ian^ "^1 .'•; Whet'hexriRepSrt'ers^^af:" l«c^:jpapers may b©

^ , alltued t© 8S0 the judgment?
'• iB ".^V-Jr /;3f;;SCJ -M^i. S S

I • '

>• „V^2o T® bs rsf^rred to the Rsparter sr net?
..oyt 0 IhtlB n:iB& ., \

. ^ • O ^

i 'U} ofiS '̂ o tisi'i- „

I s .Sv sijli ria^, la cr^jcvBrf.

'/• OELiyL'RED BY HOW'BLE SHRI I.P. GUPTA, f^EMBER (A)^
tier:;:,. i^f'Saiiiaidis®

1 . • • .
i

j • .il sn^rliqc Contd.S..

.iS rt:5 .;.w Uz-'-ij ••!•'(- 7:;.; «;:<: p3:;;^0

t



, 'c :/ '.v.-::•/•• ;A" \ ::X ••' ,• ;•

• The aforesaid OAs are being disposed of by

this common' order since thf-issues raised in them

-:• V • ,

are simil^ar- in natM>^e«- / The^mpplicapt^ joined
'•• . • ' ; • ' " • " / ' . '

; oIpdian- RaiiuaVS' ^nd' uorke d : iin^ the' Railways -in

: A , 4ifferer>jt.;qapaclW^a>^ Jha Bfliy^nm India

V 5:,:, V. . j 'i ,'•• '"•• «' •> •«̂ ystablished a^'l^blic Sector-' l/hdattaking called

.1^ . .ti.'•' . v.. JJ _ Oni 1ijaii#'V) Indian Railway'Cdnstructibn ^ (IRCON).

^I J ' ^ 'J . • jVj'v i .: C ' O\C' '^ J ,

The applicants uere deputed frpro the Railuays to

ILa 'iu"v • i 7^.v

sT 'rt i .AircON. the deputat4fl^n was J^r, a Sjpec^fied period.

;j: t ? j. -i a ••: 01 -3 "vu4^,3tjatef, the Undertaking H(W?GON)utfecid^ to consider

• 'a jivvAs ri--; •;
absorption of deputatipnistsilnfth^ Hndertaking

itself* The applicants were asked Id give their

pglionS rfo?: getting absorbed. The appliciants gave

the optiJJnj!(«3dirl aost of-thejCasBSr^satsking of options

•' I, '"'-A ., f . .J^n -
i 1 •'i :•: ^ «• •.) /

was doheyprior .tpathe^sexpiry. of the period of deputa-

••-• •-.•••••. , a-•-, V
tion but there, are also «o«8 ^ases such as ithat or;

^ / Pran Hath Birdi No. 1030/88/ wt^re the opt^^^^

was aska^ ^ of the period of deputation.

After having given the option to gat absorbed froa a
\ S- *" ^ \

' particular datB| Jfha applicants later ravised their
/ " V , ^ ^

options in regard to paraanent absorption once or

\ . . . . ^
'"•ore than"onca» Such ehangcs wera



^ ••••". S|--.-- ' '' ";--"-:tv•'-r->; r''-'-"!

•• ' "i ' '••" ^ • ,•• • —r---, ^ •• . _. r-r;-- -. .^5

••"v/-u. :• .--v -:A- • :1
;. -te elaiB^ing ^®hhancad pensionary>@n®^

of Con.fiis8ion

sSyly acsaptasi tey th« Govarnuent of Indie.
"'̂ AS'V- V' •« v'.-i

2o The cantentien of the Lssrned Couns©! of

the applicants is that chenga of ©ption sagarding
1. ' V ': -.

date of absorption could ba road® any tin® bsfere
t. i;' J; ;:;w ?j y;,'. vi'i Tl . k-i'J •:;••>}' j'.t-,' , v:.j'>•}. :'y''•• -l-j" ;••' '. • ' • ' ' ,

aecsptancaaRd in any ease the letter of the Railway
"'••fS'̂ .v ci • •'i-S n

'? :V' :?^ '3 ':i s :•'

:• LX-Jt,;-:

'r'-

•

<•••<•-•• Vvtv-t- .^, .'„,.... . , ,. ,, •
-••••' • " • -f •• ' : - >•' ••-••/;•;:; 1 ,i &

Authorities conveying theif appff®^®! to the acQspf

tanoe of the resignatians of the applieants eonse-

quent upon their permanent absorptions in IMCON

could not ii®v0 a ratrospective effect® It ia seen

T

'•"' •'"• V '''• :•>» 'f '*'. •?•• "i r'- •? •? '• .«

th®t after, the approval t® tha acceptance of resig- ..

rsations by the Railyay Authorities fro® retrospective

date,IRCON issued an Pffice Order deeraing the appli-

eants to have rafcired frora railway seryies frora ra- ^

trospsetiv® dates' a® •iiVen 'iff« the •eommunietetions. of
. •

the railway authorities ©nd paraansntly absorbing ;

the applieas^ts in IRCOW in ^sublie interest from" re-'̂
. •• . •' ''. » \ \ ' -'i • •• •< .••••.••...••. \ '-.

'•• ' ' .'O-;-.5 ' ' -' i-'" •

'trospectiva dat@8e

3. The s©M»f8

|«8y@ @f to

' N ^ ' <.v ' ^
fee feh® appli©anfc9 fff«« ,^hf data

^ ^ ^ '''* 'I ^ 1 ^ "f t ^ \ ^ --
^ ^ I T * ' " j:' - ' ^ " i '-v. 7 - - V T

* c -
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(il) Oeclaretion that the applicants be

entitled to be absorbed from the
'Ul'i -'jsJ ef.0 X:f «..ij Is ' '

date of issuance of the sanction

by the Government,
"t- .j d'f Wi; 5„? •:.fi"':' tO' -'Vs Jru^'', ' '•'

(iii) Issue of direction that the litns @f
C'̂ a:V:.--v^-; --fit j, ^ o y,.

the applicants in the Railways could
s Us??!;; if 5^ "'o

not be terminated without resignations,

A» The Learned Counsel for the applicants conten-

d@d that by the very nature of things the exercise of
••'=;;•y.f ••? .:i2£ C/JJS ®A? "10 i'is--r x,^g, ^ ,3

option by an employee was only an offer of his service
nx anoi iwinner?:-vi- ^?cv:^vp

to be absorbed under the said undertaking in public
-t-as ;s;; ;U ..taaH^s sv 2^5 evSii JCfi b..t=„;oj

interest. The Government cannot fores retrospective
fi- s qs ar'j' £>5

absorption. The applicants have every right to resile

from the offer which they had given. The Government
raXilC ns b':.u:val ;5;^afj

^ could not accept the offer' from retrospective date

to the detriment of the employees.
1« srvi ni i'q gs U3;;iv:-5!--j-v i-

5. The Learned Counsel for'the respondents contended
^ Si 3Sxi vs>s,i;Js-v sjH.S - '

that IRCON uas a Public Sector Undertaking and did
-"•S i 'li&'ll Vr-'aili?;'1.l D1.S.;.1U0 fi •:: >'51?,3Hi .!'}i; ig^ n^vVji''i'--^

not come under the pur«ieu of the Tribunal. Th. absorp-
\\ / ' •• i:^ ;5-d ^3;3s ., .

tion was to be made by IRCON and no diredMon as such
• •" arlt ..f; ' .

could be given to IBCON to absorb the applicants from
•siSiite-fflKri ert,f o# noijs,<sl!5 -je ii) v , j

specified datei.- "•>"•

0



by the Tribunal to the effect that the applican^ts

are entitled for absorption by IRCON from a date

'/.I ....... .. ,to..be_indicatedi,,, ^
^-1 .V .• • '5,w-;,-v-'-j v.- ; i .j". • . '» •. z. . ' • , :

f* T

, , . . „ , tKB Learned Counsel for the applicants, he contended

that the lien .of the applicants qould not be termi-

nated by the railway authorities until they had

•. „ , acquired lien in IRCQN. IRCON could issue the order

' . ' • -1

. for absorption only after receipt of approval from?-

.eyJ si J J .r:i \i'i f ^ 1 U . ^ V-';

the taVlMa'j^'aiu^hbritie^ to of resig-

; nations or ^e^^Btnent6. of; the applicants and such
• >7.-, ^ 'l V

f.Jiet^ospective effect

- v. f ^ ^ tp,,the ,^etrim§ntvpf ,applipants. Therefore, the
... ' • •" -'• v.r .V } 'J.'t ..'.....i' V T*- •' V-.? ;l»•; • • "• •..> •' '-'-A.. . . •

Fc"?®case uas against
»

their lien could

lM/

i,: .'-j rP.^ . respondents brought.^-

• "-J enhance^tpensionary

'ir^i-i.: vi V j^frpa ^f t^ the Fourth
1o'.^c;. . option' ^

' th'^date of 'permanent
i I. . - , ' • _ ' ' • - . _ • ' " •
i - o<' ri'r 1o • • • •

•.,U.V^ u: ::S^ flivefi-in the- firet.
: a.'. -a . ^ . • • • .- ,• ,

; :. "• -v:i j..i:;rr x;-,.: ^cj lv-SD,ii ^ •; ' >*®., •

i • , ..' .• •". ' ' . •



f 'j

instance their clear bptiori for iabsorption from a

specified date® He alao said that option once ex-

'e^c'istd'^'co'uld'no't b"e''eHanged and""ua8 final* In

lihi% cdnnect'ion ha q of IREM (Vol,l)

CR^vi^ed Edition but ue must say at this stage

^ ' i t§eif that ""the ru is no^ relevant in the present

'• •••'"cases "'because''tHat'Vuie'''rBiaCe8' to fixation of pay

^ ~ " of "£>(-Combaian^ 'cieri<i the other r quoted viz.2023(7) of
IREf»i(Vol.Il) is also not relevant as that relates to exer-

. ^ i « . -ApU^on; ,fpr, .;drawal, :ofl paXi .on deputation,
' a. The Learned Counsel for the respondents further

' argulfcl''that'the clarified that per-

f , ;j ? Wfesbrpti'oh br ^aiiuay empfoyees in IRCON uould

j: corttiiiu^'t^i'Be effeci!i \i/0 l^rom'the date of completion

. 54v •:j;:n.a -|h peribS'unless competent autho-

v.uja:; n9l..:. ''uals'''obtai'fteBffor'extension of d.eputa-

tidi^ pfetibd a^ per'tfte eMsting p In this

o.-»a-•. iftvit'e^ 'attention to the Ministry of

yr.Xi.1 V-- •'•<•••• 1972 some ,

^Msd to invit^^he
rh';i.;iqri attention of the administrative fliniatri'es/

1o «3ab\®.ii ttf ^^liKftrtf'laeuad by the Bureau
I

of Public Enterprises from time to time, stipu-
'f.viil a-.i5 hi mvls ti^VliwitV^ of option betueen

reversion to the parent cadre and absorption in the

concerned enterprise^ by the daputationists

"from th8 Govt. service to various public gntsr-

priseso As the Winistries are auara, the time-
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liraitsi have been
prescribed on the basis of the decision
t̂aken^atiithift^liighta-jt there
fore, imperdLtive that the option orders are

iIod;ini-p4::em;ent«d.!,pq;^, :8;tr'4P-^lyi^,,^d requests
for extension of deputation beyond the pres-

i o.ritJ'ed 'l^miit'U;nd^j5,'^th.e jOrrdsirSe as a rule,
turned down by the administrative Plinistries."

I'. .V;;-: t rsr-r^y'-r; k; •ii?.'- ir; :.-yi 7 i ^

9, The Railway Authorities had also by their letters
•.:vr ,1 I-?- c.L 'Mjoo '"M:. sqo

dated 30th 3jly, 1985 and 10th September, 1985 made
h,.*b zi s %v,1 ••j-y.j I >rr-^

it clear to IRCON that they would be unable to agrey
;.;Sj na:; .;:a,--^u: v-j' • ' ,

to the extension of deputation of railway staff* The

employees should either be absorbed permanently in

IRCON on completion of three years deputation period
: • •• £ J C'^Es -'"OS"i

with IRCON against 30 per cent of core posts or returnsd
s •!?X'~'v ''il. Xvy ••?Jt i'-'.loc "j TC-.-.i"-!: '•~v\T

to their railway departments in exchange of new

employees who should be deputed now for a period of
^ Hi 3;''p-jQM (ftK.;; oi \ --.Zn , •' •

three years only. In the letter of 10th September'! '̂

U -Jsc o ^1985: i^ti/Was also added that in case an employee was ^
-5 .Ss y;"\- V: ? V! i -i (J j: Jf;\ ,J. V •H;':? '''i'f!: •; "i;"''! )•• •• '••

not willing to get himself absorbed in IRCON from
^^..1 j:p rc-:j. 3 •:

y r 2Uc the date of completion of three years' deputation

period, he should be repatriated to the Railways

immediately and the qMestion of regularisation pf

w it. TC/riv?

the excess period of deputation would be taken up

suitably with the Department of Personnel. The

..9
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,r> <''• • 1 • '." ^ «.v • - - 'J. J

" Learned Goeihsil^^for-tBe'tespQndants, therefore said

nc t -c I-^ u-

that'thi aware of th® fact
.;-.s .s7;,;.;:;vo oo::?ar- is,,--' v,i:i

•" ^ '••"5 'J >* a '•'. C- ^jii. ,fitWfeyVou'iy-sbe-^a^^^ completion of depu-

' ii-^iidh V^ri^d- they had tendered

their unconditional options for permanent absorption

!! ..

from a specified date and such dates could not be-
ICS., ?95f rijsr u..,; ess,

altered. Uhat the railway authorities did was only
-i h.u.c;^ ;r.sny V? J J

to convey aporoval to the acceptance of the resigna-
' '' 55?s:-.:.:: V e. .; i ; w:-; •;. h ''u: r-i -i.: ;5 ;•

tions from the dates for which the options had been
:1 -v V r-iv r,:- r; ?;•;• „: i;r;. i c;;;<•=»

Qiven, Therefore the retrospectivity was with ref-
-"k. iJ 3.:^uc5s b s-;.oSv r^ci q^?D:j :^c :'2C3RI

erence to the options of the:applicants.
-o oirii;; 'TO 03 hGDV",;" n j

10, • The short point involved in this case is

whether the letter of the railway authorities

according approval to the acceptance of resigna-
'•A -'•oK'-sJqs'vi •"'•jO'' "c ••("iy'-vi

tions of the applicants or their retirement could
^ nr -hvj-i t-AkbB ^mcc.brdifjQrto the date .of first option

be done from retrospective dat^notuithstandinS tie fact
"•oil m-:im icn /•

/the options given by the applicants .uerte later
r>:.:£n^ot; ajaa such changes-were

changed by them once or more than once bu^before
i a rl'S QS C-3-f » SQ3 1 3d ./0-O'i''S--c

the date of according of approval by the railway
z. iSi.UQts i "to ^lolianJ'' bpfi vis J•e•i.b3r•^^a d.

authorities, :/•
qu rtic l-p ••

10. The Learned Counsel for the respondents

cited the case of 3. Shar^ v/s Union of India
' ' I .

..10
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J>
^>l«diia ^Tecftriicaiian^J ^economic Services

-lOih •

r. 364/86^^1^ a;ijnj^lar case

r v; 'ttf AfttftKet ^PutrlicsSBptpr iiUndeXitaking

..e • •-:;:> -nn

• ' - '-5

, •: ,^• . a

^•:l
i

. ^y«i:;sL£,^itid:'(Rlt£S)i-^ Itniiasi obsetved theiSein that the

•sI" ;-';i:.i '̂ r-iiafcing '̂̂ -t'O'-'th©-'absbrption- pf:3'thii petitioners .

'̂'>;ts.^^;^5yoyia:^b'̂ ^-o.p?Bra'ti^& ii:hX'i:t»'noun:'>'ectJrde£iJ^om the date

^n^i-yhrch 1l>t jpuj'eily:t an' adminis-
«

• xotjld '̂-tt'dt;<:ispe»a^tavrteJtro8pectiv/8 /

b;;v 'r pr e|udic-tf/^ of vtheupesfci/tioner who

tG .,q2'i:g ,jff|Hr'jRiTES^?4itt-3hl.#'-fiwalsiabsaEp-tiO0sl:f The Bench,
• f .

aiVr ...^^^:fiifyj|»6ifef®h8idvtH^tstft«. jjiiieh-fofathedpetitioner ' .-

pl«t-^in5 th»'.p-aranis^diSparitment stood .

|;:|i.^f^.^t%dt:yi?tte^f^etr^.:ftvom^iijhsr d®t®:.of the .Presidential
' • : -.i/

- i^:.sy??^dir-4ka-^twaS5iid^9^1«r¥d^ rilKi eh^iti conaequen- •

an]d pension etc,
\ ' ' . .

».'••):3V«• vinpp.i ;U -^gli; |̂Sjig(jA&duni^iili^fo^-''th!a^-respondents said

. snol.yq^ i{|pl;fccSt^onBuaisndiSfiingui8hable as .. in

. %hSt-^aa8^^*itriMi«@n4«iSl®d«®,^sk'edifoi«for absorption'^

' -^m V!3' ^Fh^.'^.g^BiBlf^afo^hBiopftiofl -constituted merely '

tb Islp. te«w«s4ifer^wjIq these

•; ••• '••ti /'••
S « ' ' ' ' - •
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^5 i?ca '̂B8: thriII^,CQ;W^\h«d\d-^i^etr^0r'S;b&Qrb;}!-jbh8 applicants

P -v

:>'̂ 'i.:-i!!.;and>;i;;hBy:!Qiau8iiUrtc®riditi-Qri^,i permanent

oab»oi5ptidn.j?in^Jfee0l!i(sfrQ®i 3lr ?!>tEO]spa^tliW® data.

. ' rs-v/ ye.,;do>in43tsfinjElrany4iJ|.-fferei:ic;0ii^jsituation.

^ ; ^,;q Tfee^/ety fac.t:;rth.at-5thieiO;rdteyr; &f« tfte-Ra^lu authorities

5;ri.5 -KC w^53 48«iu,Bd':^c;oni\/eVif^-9 ap:pir#«#l<; tPj-ith&^ of

ne? r^fei'Qfi^ti^onaj^r jc^3^iti^®P®pf showed

'\ ^Isv i:: j-^>i:a;; ;:jthat;ithBi ?absio,^pti^Jn>;ua«ijjno;t tajfj^cp,^tip5 or else there

0j1y L:iW^scno;'Weed fo?*;;rap;pi^afcl;<need for

. , =...; : i. apRroval it clearly implies that the resignation or••ij i •<•• t „• u-:..; ".j (?<;- fl'" a.) i, .iJ-!' D:'v r?< '̂,'fO 'SVoi"' 0S'Sy 5; !'.S SC"; '1

«-'anise srfT thgOR^tirjementscrqialdihiavfi^BgCi!also. Or else

iTr:ici:5.:'.?.9the*"'acsordin§ 9;f?j-app.P0Vgl-i,waf,3P§d«ndsant« The point

• boa:T^'if:si;n;tbBb#iii8»«fi:?i:s ®sj t:Oi;wh.e!n;? theh^ppliqap^s sewered their

Is.tJnwfc.UaiK urii '^feo«n®^tiofl»i>vwith:^th^l:^Bi3.May3#Wthor4.Jt4•e8. Until th®

-nfeupcanos II® ippfeb^^ af« ^it cannot

y applipant
^aif? fcbie; prjesyiBsedctlitft'f^llie^^/rl^tjfel'W^^Mi^ .from theiit

office- by itself

bise i5inebnot^cc:OBdtngeto.i»iiyti,®iil?j€.M§9tl ^^orp^-on:. in IRCON as such,

ni sidanalbgnlltiiuchwanBiaBirsgqis tP2)b#-s«8§i9n§dj^l|o their options

^ • i.
^fr'olvtq'?osd0 -urtl^^'TtbeiiCtOniro^BifraiiiJay

•:ri':?i-3R bftiuiliRJiiC'u 'aath®®iti;iBs'mndgfMb.s:es|U#«i^ ifMeiof-fri order by IRCON

3S5sdi nl :.m;i,dJ^Binifi§ -.titfe from railway

• • 12
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service from a retrospective date were ineaningless,
iV'fact in these cases

The optioh/did not constitute a complete and opera-
/ ' - • * " ^ "
« V:"-'-- ' ',1'if y.ift "'a; - 'V.v XiVW j. ^ •. ' ...

I tive termination of the link with the railwayajln the

absence of any rule pi? instructions to that effect.

The general principle is that in the absence of anything

to tie contrary in the provisions governing the terms
. ''ti ^ ri? •J.'i "rn : •: 'I'D " U-s J'f •

and conditions of offic^.an option in writing sent to

the competent authority can be withdrawn or altered a^

any time before it beaomes effective that is before

it effects termination of the tenure of his employment,

vi£ sv5\;i.Us nn: ^^-thiid-1aI . '

Any such termination cannbt^be from a retrospective date

to the detriment of applicants*

•v6i.;-:cc -isa'?•:? -r? r-:^ liy iy-Ji}' ' ' .

13* The arguements of the Learned Counsel for the

respondents is that the deputation was for a specified

v-.^^?rvP^jil!!d-^and the appli-cants s^ould hl^ii either reverted'. ^

to the parent cadre or got absorbed and the deputation

could not ba extendec^ tt^ also not tenable since there

,/•! ^flr;,ir€p'atri-8|tihg
were no specific orders relieving/the officers on

expiry of the period of deputation. In fact, the

organizations where they were deputed continued to

utilise their services.

14. The law having been well-eetiled in the case of

..13

• •

V . )
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• sai i :?•-•: ;;'r; ;•-^.? 3:- :n."-r'? -.5

v\::-::s i r^;: 4-f-,--'^1.-3!r

s >a \ ; ••••0 .'̂ >0 ni'r •:; i ''ic ?= rff

Sharan (Supra), ue direct that th« li@n of th«

"Xi'fM '. iti'l v.; V-f'si,! "?<; i'iCi i a i :-J." -.i '-.i

applicants in the parent^ department cannot ba

, .-SSi V'a O:' 1-e it: i 3 vjsa sar-"-jCi's;

treated as terminated from a date prior to the

date the railway authorities issusd their approval

.t-lw ov'?-Jii 7c d .•:j. a,: v is j; ::- -•;••:/ 'S€-.j fS::'

to t he acceptance of resignation or retirament of

;v;, r!oio^>v2 I ?i 'tO' ;.;i 'i.-ifc;

the applicants.

b>91?!..? £il to aa jn-s! ;;:;n;;.:;

15, The applicants will be entitled to all
•,':5o1©Ci at s ;-i sv ii •£: ::i 'is

consequential retiral benefits in so far as the
MV ,71:;; -^irl '• c •5 Crr.i ' i i .i :h n ii-i .i .r

liabilities lof the railways are concerned in regard

to such benefits, Uith this direction tha cases

.s-J •••"fi 5i, o;?

are disposed of with no order as to costs* '
virfi J la v?Jhiss's & ^snT v-Cr

()i eaw' iadi s.k e-?-'UjDi'ivosi^'

_ , , . Ram Pal Singh
'^ificPchilrffian (3)
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