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IN THE CENTRAL Art-1IHI2TF:.ATIVE TRIBUHAL, JAIPl.R EEH:H, JAif'l.iR. 

rate c0 f c.rder: io.n • .::ooo 

Chhc.tey Lal M.Sharma, 8.,'c· Sh. Mangal 3en Sharrra, Chief T:·R, 

Carriage & Wa3c.n Shep, Ajrner. 

• •• Applicant~ 

Vs. 

1. TJnic.n c·f India thrc.ugh General Manager, W.Rly, Churchgate, Mumbai. 

Divisic.nal Railway Manager (E), W.Rly, E:c.ta Divisi0n, E:ota • 

Mr.S.K.Jain - Ccunsel fc·r Ar;plicant. 

Mr.M.Ragiq 

Mr.Herrant Gupta) 

CORAM: 

- Cc0unsel fc.r respc.ndents. 

Hc.n't.le Mr.S.K.Agarwal, Judidal Meml:er 

PER HON' ELE MR.s.:r.AGARWAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER. 

••• :Respondents 

In this Ori9inal ApJ.'.:.licatic·n urrler Sec.19 of the Administr.:ltive 

Tribunals Act, 19.s:., the api;:.·li·~ant ma}:es a r·1·ayer tc. quash and set aeide 

the eorder dated ~8.9.qiE: and c·rder dated 1Q.3.q19 and tc· ~ant all 

consequential benefits regarding r::·ay, reinstatement, pensic.n, arrears of 

pay, etc to the applicant. 

2. In brief the case c·f the ar;plicant is that he sutmi tted a letter 

C·f re:1u.est dated 2.0.f..9!.?. for voluntary retirement. '!hereafter, the 

apr:J.i.::ant eent letter elated 11.9.98 through J.'.'.l"C·r;:er channel withdrawing 

his re::iuest fc.r vc0luntary retirerrent. It is stated that the reepeonclents 

issued letter dated ~8.9.'.:18 (Anm:.Al), retiring the ar;:pli.::ant in tht: 

afternc.c.n c.f 29.~1 .S-i:3. Against thie c.rder, the applicant fil~ 

representaticn tut his re.:,rueet was disallc.wed by im1_:ugned order elated 

10.3.99. It is, stated that the vcoluntary retirement scught w.e.f. 

30.'.:i.9:3 can be withdrawn by the applicant at any time t.efore it is made 

effective but the reei_:,(•ndente in epite c·f his withdrawal fc.r ?.:0luntary 

retirement tefc.re it was made effe,:tive, has n..::·t accepted the request. 

'lherefc0re, the api:·licant filed this O.A fc.r the relief as mentic·n~d 

above. 
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3. Rer0ly was filed. In the reply, it is .3tated that the applicant 

re::iuested fc0r cam::ellatic,n c.f his vcluntary retirement and the competent 

authcrity was c·nly em1_:.:.wered to accept the withdrawal c.f the voluntary 

retirement, therefc.re, his request cculd not be ac.::edect ·to and the 

impu911ed orders dated ::.s. ~'. ~12. l O. 3. 99 were iseued. Accc.rding t C· the 

re:i:c,ndents, the ari=·licant has nc· case fc.r interference by this Tribunal 

and this O.A devc.id c.f ar?}' medt is liable tc t.e dismissed. 

4. Heard the learned cei1.msel fer the rarties and alee. perused the 

whole record. 

:.. It is the settled position that nc.tice for ·Joluntary retirement 

can be withdrawn befcre the vc,lunta1~y retirement is made effective. In 

E'harrbhu Murari Sinha Vs. Prc.je.:t and rievelcpment India Er. Anr, :'.(1()(• SC•: 

(L.'.::E'.) 741, Hc·n'ble E'upreme Court held that the c·ffer c·f voluntary 

retirement can t.e withdra\·m befc.re it is made effective. Hco'tle the 

Are:·: cc.urt fc.llc.~d its earlier decisic.ns in Ealram .:;upta Ve. ll.:•I, E187 

::upp. &:c 2:.s, ... 1 .J:l.Srivastava Vs. u:iI ( EiS\~.) 9 ECC 559, and Fewer 

Finance Cc.rpn Ltd vs. Pramcd I~urrar Bhatia ( E1S•7) -l sec .:-::30, and reached 

tc· the cc.nclusi.:·n that c.ffer c·f vc.luntary retirement can be withdrawn by 

the persc.n cc.ncerried before it is made effective. 

6. In the instant case, admittedly, the ai;:plicant made applicatic0n on 

20.1: .• 98 tc· e.eel: vc.luntary retirement after e:-:piry c0f nc.tke. It is also 

an undisp.:Ited fact that the applicant vide his appli.::atic·n dated 11.9.98 

JrBde a request tc• withdraw the c0ffer fc.r his voluntary retirement to 

which the resr;:.c,ndents' department interpreted tra t it was an application 

fc.r. cam::ellatic•n of vc0luntary retirement. It was incumbent upcn the 

re.spc.ooents' dei;:artment t.:. ar.:rc~·edate the intentic0n c.f the ar:pli.::ant 

while filing an application. But the reepc.ndents' dep3.rtment withcut 

considering the intention c.f the arplicant, rejected his applicaticn fc.r 

withdrawal c.f voluntary retirement withc.ut any rhym or reaeon. Therefore 

in view c.f the settled legal pc0sitieon and facts and circumstances of 

this case, I am o:.f the considered q:1inic.n that the ai:pli.:ant is entitled 

to the relief sought fc•r •. 
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7. I, therefore, quash and ~et asid.: the order dated =:s.·~1.98 and 

10.2 .• 99 and direct the respc0ndents tc treat the appli·::ant ccntinues in 

eervice and tc. allc.w all consequential benefits.· 

8. No c.rder as to costs. 

-~~ 
(S.K.Agarwal) 

Memt.er (J). 
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