IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.2382 of 2017
Date of Decision:03.03.2017
Sunita Devi ... Petitioner
Vs.
The Registrar, Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh and another

... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI
Present :  Mr. H.S. Dhandi, Advocate for the petitioner.
P.B. BAJANTHRI J. (Oral)
Vide order dated 9.2.2017, this Court has passed the following
order:

“The petitioner has questioned the rejection of her rejoining of
service. The petitioner while working as Stenographer Grade-
I has applied for the post of Steno Typist in Punjab
Agriculture University, Ludhiana.  She was selected on
11.7.2016. She had submitted resignation application on
14.7.2016. Before acceptance of her resignation on 8.8.2016,
the petitioner has reported in the Agriculture University on
17.8.2016. Due to personal reason, the petitioner submitted an
application for withdrawal of resignation on 22.8.2016 that is
much after acceptance of her resignation on 8.8.2016.

Learned counsel for the petitioner relies on Rule
3.12 of the Punjab Civil Services Rules Vol.I Part-I under
chapter Substantive Appointment and Lien to contend that the
petitioner had lien over the post of Stenographer-Grade-II in
the judicial department.

Once the resignation has been accepted on
8.8.2016, relation between employer and employee ceases.
Therefore, question of lien in the judicial department would not
arise.

At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner
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seeks time to place on record Rules and Law on the subject.

List this matter on 3.3.2017.”

Pursuant to the order dated 9.2.2017, learned counsel for the
petitioner relied on Rule 7.5 of C.C.R. Rule Volume-I.

Perusal of the said Rule, nowhere it is stated that after
acceptance of resignation, resignation matter could be re-considered by the
competent authority. Thus, the petitioner has not made out a case so as to
interfere with the order dated 1.10.2016 (Annexure P-10).

Accordingly, the present petition stands dismissed.

03.03.2017 (P.B. Bajanthri)
rajeev Judge
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether reportable Yes/No
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