CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,

JAIPUR BENCH

Orders pronounced on: 29 . 7- 204
(Orders reserved on: 26.07.2016)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J) &
'~ HON'BLE MRS. MEENAKSHI HOOJA, MEMBER (A)

(1) 0.A.NO.125 [2013' s
T«r"e"‘é '“‘v”_’iant
Chandraveerh»Smgh s/oq’Swayam Slngh aged about 27 vyears, r/o

village and pos}t» Smsml, presently orklng as@ Majdoor in
AmmunltlonﬂDePot Bharatpur
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Mr Kedar mal Mee /o shrle %war Mal Meena, aged about 40
o years "rr/o Parllealajl rﬂmod‘;l pre;ently Worklng as‘MMaJdoor in
A “Amm Uptition D@pot, BHaratp'q‘ ggf & 3_5" Mﬂ“"ﬁf‘?,_;g s
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f HétBhan S|n§1 sfg Bhoo
wuage om n&gary’ natwa;;aﬁ‘ Aty
’% workmg as Ma]d pr |n Ammu ition C
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- SuraJ Nagar learu ‘Road Jhotwara Jalpur, presently worklng as
v MaJdoorm Ammumhon_ Depot, Bharatpur ?:e-;l‘i'a E
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(5) O A%*NO 129/2013 fil o

e a:s"
Ram leas s/o Paltu ‘ram..aged..about” 38 y,aers, r/o village and
post Sarai Kalan’*wteh Mundawer, _Alwar, presently working as
MaJdoor In Ammunition Depot; "Bharatpur

(6) |0.A. N0.130[201

Shyam Sunder s/o Ram lal, aged about 36 years, r/o village
nahgal Babaji, post Badour, teh. Bharatpur, presently worklng as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur ,

(Z) O.A.NO. 131/2013

Sh|pnker Singh s/o Ve]endra singh, aged ‘about 51 years, r/o
~ village Kasoda, post Kasoda, teh. Bharatpur, preslently worklng as
Ma door in Ammunition Depot;: Bharatpur
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8) O.ANO.132/2013 [

Sishu Pal s/o Data Ram, aged about 34 years r/o Gummber, post

. Bal Kesher; Agra presently working as Ma]door in Ammun:tlon
Depot Bharatpur. :

(9) 0.A.N0.133[ 2013

Rohitas s/o Mangu Ram, aged about 27 years, r/o Shypura, post ,

- teh. Deeg, Bharatpur, presently working as Majdoor 'in
Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. ’

(10) O.A.NO, 134/2013
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Baney Singh s/o*“leattj Rainl.,.aged about 36i,years, r/o village and
post Jai Cholf® post ParEi 'teih ,FRbopbas*-"dlstrlct Bharatpur, presently:
workmgé; Majdooni ik ‘Ammunition’ De?agot;! Bharatp*mi;b
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Jagblr Slngh s/0 ; Kls'ban Smgh 1?. qd al:fbut 34 years r/ox Village

and post p Dlstt LMatI%ura,E presen}ly w;_rkmg as“MaJdoor in
Depot F
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-g R&HT Klshore%?s/“o Cfom:f. ‘ years, /5 Vll!age
j MEEha NagaraPoSt  Kos »glaﬂ,fjteh Chha!a distt™Mathra,
’ presently worklng as Ma]door‘l‘ _Ammgnltloqgmepot Bharatpur
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l%Prem Singh=s/0x, Ra%khn]ad:%agedﬁr*%!%ut 29~ years, r/o v:llage

“ﬂgasoodaf teh. ﬁ,\Bharothl gt J‘BharatpUr presently worklng as
MaJdoor m}f)mmumglon Depot, Bharatpur R
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Avmash KurrLar slo Ganeshx Slngh” 'aged about 27 years, rf/o
village and post. kasoda dlstti Bharatpur presently working as
Majdoor in Ammumtlon Depot Bharatpur gﬂ,ﬂ“
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(15) 0.A.NO. 139/2013

Darshan singh s/o kishori lal, aged about 29 years, r/o village and
post Sukka ki Nangal, P.O. Bhandur, Distt. Bharatpur, presently
“working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot., Bharatpur.

(16) O.A.NO. 140/2013 -

Shiv singh s/o Nathi Singh, aged about 49 years, r/o Village and
post Jatoli Thoon, teh. Deeg, Dist., Bharatpur, presently working
as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

{0.2.No.125/2013 ete.-
(Chandraveer Singfi etc. V. VOI ete, )
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(17) 0.A.NO.141/2013

Mohan Singh s/fo Manohar Singh, aged about 35 years, r/fo h.no.
663, Brij Nagar, Devkaran School wali Gali, Near Kakji Ki Kothi,

Bharatpur, presently working as Majdoor in Ammunltion Depot,
Bharatpur.

(18) 0.A.NO.142/2013 ~
Madan Lal S/o Giriraj Prasad, aged about 44 years, r/o Village and

post Abrari, The. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur,- presently working as

Mazdoor in Ammunltlon erot,‘,Bha,ratpur
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{19} O.A.NO. 143[,201 c{:"n; !‘* e o *"‘a-m_,«

Mohanfsmgh slo Avtar Slngﬁ aéed about 47 years -rfo village
and post Lteh Kumbher, presently work:ng ash, Majdoor in

Ammun;tlonwlepot Bhagatpur@ i Lo _f:&
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ged” : 9l yearsy, r/o Vjllage
*? Puraka Post*"mKlqandu [ __"‘,;.-;'Na gar -ﬁB aratpuan;pres%ently

g worklng as hdgaajgoor mJ'R‘--‘ pot, Bharatpur =
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i‘ Raggjhuveer Slngh a/oB.Jamun,gaéa aggd@Bouvso years,{1/o VIII}age
% Gundwa post Bnandor, :I'eh BiAnd dlstt’%’ Bharatpun,,presently

i worklng as Majdoo!:al Ammunltlop Deppt Bharatpur f
(22)0ANO~‘146[2013 r«;“’x’“ o, ;"{

Bhagwam Suggh slo -yad Ram Salnl,,»aged waboutf 27 years rlo

"Q w[lage Gundwa, ;post“*»Eihanc;lor‘d“"a Dlstt,, Bhara’fpurst presently

workf'ﬁg as‘Maidoomn Ammunltlon PEpot; Bharatp
|

Un
Ty - Pt efgl nd o -,;ﬁ?‘%zj
,l B Q%" WF—""r . f 'r',,:-s!ﬂ"!':&l Yl@sﬂ‘i,
]23[ 0.A.NO. 147["‘201 Tt R it 3R vy

.'g‘.“
Su&esh Chand 3% MlttiaLaI,,,a,agedf*"aESout 36 years, o village

-athpura, post Allopura, distt. Maipuri(U.P.), presently worklng as
Ma]door in Ammunlt[on Depot, Bharatpur
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. Suresh Chandra slo Prahalad Slngh aged about 47 years rlo wllage and
po s't Slnsml teh Deeg, Bharatpur,\presently worklng as MaquOl' in
:-‘Am'mumtlon Depot Bhairaltpur " - 4 ' |
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(25) o A.NO, 149L,013 n oo | -
y _ Ram Veer Slngh slo Klshan Slngh aged fabout|51 years, ,  rfo Vi Iago and
s . post Mandha Post Sankh The and D|stt Mathura presenﬂy working. as

; Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur I'
(26)0ANO 150/2013 .
: Nahar Singh sfo shri Charan Singh, aged about 48 years, r/o vi Eage':and
bost Nangla-Harohano, post Sogar (Bharotpur'), presently wcrkingi as
Majdoorin Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.
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L] s o
Motni wlo,zAjeet Slqgh,J ah%d about 37 yearsfrlo thlage anqrpost Bachmadi,
Fg f’ 4
pres tly worklng as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot‘{ BI'Laratpur%
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28) O. .A' l$’1152 2013 i i %@ - Y IE‘1
Vmodq‘&‘umar Sharma%’é/o ﬁhe C Ean aged abnout 32 yeeﬂ‘s rlo MunNara
éDistt*“?Bharatpurrwlbrese itly 1wo]rklng as $I\ﬂzaudoogﬁlln Ammumt:on t‘iDepot
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(29) 0 0:A:NO. 153/2_013 é“;,,e i e
’% TehSlngh slo shr] Rar‘d S|ng d 4 2 rfo v1llage post Bora:
{ presently working as Majdoofuijﬁ'mﬁ riltnon Deppf Bharatpur e
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Baglch| goalpura Road*«Subash Naga[,gBharatpur presently worklng as

i

Majdoogln Ammunmon Depo‘t_ Bharatpur s, s & _.-f“'”
) : ¥ L5 : .."us‘ ‘;!35“
(31) O.A. NO“1455/2013 L i o L ._;*,:“

Raj Klshore ST Bru Klshore -aged- about 33 years rlo wllage and post

Ajnothi, post Ladpura teh...Chhata,, Dist: ?‘Mathura presently working as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(32) 0.A.NO.156/2013

Hardam Singh s/o Harcharan Singh, aged about 49 years, r/o village and

post Nagla Hathuni Post- Hathuni, Teh. Bharatpur, presently working as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

{OA.No.125/2013 etc.-
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(33) 0.A.NO.157/2013

Bijendra Singh sfo Hidda singh, aged about 44 years, r/o Village and post
Takla, Teh. Kumher, Bharatpur, presently working as Majdoor in
Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. '

(34) 0.A.NO.158/2013

Rupesh sfo Mitthan Lal, aged about 30 years, rfo Chaura Ka
‘Hanuman Colony, Char Sheher Ka Naka, Sharma Farm Road,
Gwalior, presently working=as=Majdgor in Ammunition Depot.,

Bharatpur. " - T o
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Lal Slngh s/o“ Rohan Slngg saged about 34 ygars, wllage and
pgst Jathoh Rath,wan?i‘ !eh AndfﬂE)lstt Bharatpur ‘tpresentty
workmg as Majdoor_]m?%Ammupltl n Depot,t.Bharatpur "_ "4
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eg; BharatpUr presentlytworklng
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. Sunheri slo RammaBabu aged 5about:£28 years, 1o thlage” and-
| aPOSt Mai; Rost Bharalﬁ%tehftyBasen Dlstt{,f})holpur ‘presently
;’ worklng*aSsMaJdoorqn Ammunltlon Depot Bhara,tpuli #i
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S Ja'nveer Slngh i8/o® Mahendra Slngh aged about 29 years, .r/o
©_ village and post’ Kasoda Distt., Bharatpur presently working as
Majdoor m“Ammumhon Depot, Bharatpur .
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§ Bablu S:ngh slo Mansmgh aged about 27 years r/o v:llage and

" po t tak la dlsst Bharatpur presently workmg as Majdoornn
Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur o R o .}
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Arvlrtnd Sharma slo Mc}:_han Lal Sharma aged about 32 years lo”
\n]lage and post *‘Nagla’ madhopur, post Saunkarl distt, Alw]ar,

Lpresently as Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur.
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M.A.No. 291/00202/2014
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(41" o A.NO.165/2013

Rajesh Kumar wchoria s/o Munshl Iaf aged about 32 years, . r/o

3 Gurveera post Dhanders, teh. Kaman, Dlstt Bharatpur, presently
workmg as Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur
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(42) 0,A.NO. 291[0021442014& L l
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Raju Singh sfo Shri Ramu Slngh aged about 31 years; r/o House
no. 43/13, village and post Kanjauli line Distt.- B aratpur
Rajasthan, presentlxgi worklngaasmMaLgigmor in Ammunition Depot,:

Bharatpur. s . i
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(43) O.A. Noazguoozfsé"/ 2014 & L ‘L . 5
M.A.No. 29~1 00201" 2014 R s T
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Balb|r Slngh ‘sl S rrt@n“r.iPrakash*Singh aged - about *80 years,
r/o wjlage and postrKasoda Dlstt£ Bharatpur Ra}asthan presently

? Kuah Pal Slngh S Shrj;ﬁ ";,r[’; . '-S,lngh" aged about 36 years
§ riokDhal Ji Kl,s Havellw Atéfg; ang\“‘lDlsttr@_Bharatpur Rajasthan
t;t piresently worklng as" Majdoon b A mun't’on Depot, Bharatpﬁlr
gt wa‘x‘* ;, E < -
J‘ b 'ﬂ',. 4 @ e i
(45Y10.A:NO.2047 562177301 A
M.A. No 29 _/0019_/2014 7

Harlal S/o Shrl Shl\/lal aged bout 33 years r/o vlllage Achalpura,
post Mdkhara, Distt: Bharatpur RaJasthan, presently WOrkmg as
Mazdoor |n\Ammun|tlon Depot‘ Bharatpur :

(46) 0.A.NO. 291/00213/2014 &8 e
M.A.No. 201/00197/2014 =" ur”

Ashok Kumar s/o ShV’amﬂBabu«aaged about 34 years, r/o Mori
Char Bagh, Near -Sindhi Dharmshala, Distt. Bharatpur,

Rajasthan, presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot,
Bharatpur.

(47) 0.A.NO.291/00219/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00198/7014

Jitendra Singh s/o Devi Singh, aged about , r/o village and
post Sogar, teh. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur,

(Oﬂ.Wo.}ZJ/EDIJ etc.-
{Chandraveer Singfi etc. Ve, VO! ete. )




(48) 0.A.NO.291/00220/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00196/2014

Ashok Kumar Solanki s/o Shri Bhoop Singh, :aged abouf. , o |
village and post Bachhamadi (Noh), Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(49) 0.A.NO.291/00221/2014 &
" M.A. No 291[00195[2014

- Shiv Ram Singh s/o.shri* Mohan Singh;.aged about , r/o Qtr. No.
4, Type-Ill, ;I’elephone Colony, Rajendrahr Nagar Bharatpur,
Rajasthan;* present[y worklng ‘as - iMaJdoor in Am,rmunltlon Depot,

Bharatpur L e ff‘., K
i 4 d‘a ST '&iﬂa‘
' 50 0.A:N0?291700222 2014%&;”"%“?,« S, SR Yy
M.A.Nof201/00194/2084, 7 | P % «
: Dmeshf Kumar@/al"‘fshrm Bpaigviyan’“ Sjn hfébrlo Villagé. ’ah post
t Jaghma (3 SIEya)a,Dlstt Bbaratp,yr,a,Ra asth% present,y.»-wa{kmg
£ aS«%aMadeOFIn Ammunltlo @gpot* Bharatpur: g
Eil n-;-..- ) g'l:a»; - : ‘J...m:: %’
51) O}AINO. 291 /¢ _ | ‘w 9
1} " *‘qﬁ - . . mw }‘ .
“El Krlshna Kuma 4,Sharma s/o Fgadhey (Lal S}barma agedvabout .
fP, r/o Vlllage and® post Gugsarat tetg Kumher Distt. . Bharatpur
5 Rajasthan pr:g_”s"enﬁy;iworkmg;asg Majdoor m Ammunmon Depot
%Bharatpuuw T e i ST 7
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T (52] O l\ NG,291/0022472014 & P g
M.A. No‘h29‘1’/,00 ’_'92[201 B I
Rt J By e e TS sy
' S lhan Lal smeeetamber,.aged about“‘ rlo Vil[age afd post! lVIalah'
. Distt. Bhara;lpur *‘*Ra;asthan presently, Morktng@”as Majdoor m
D'pot Bharatpur i el e A
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. '?‘_Arun Smgh s/o ShnlfBraJlndra Smgh aged about 30° years *r/o‘
‘-’-,._wll'age and post. Burawai-- }Chlksana teh. Bharatpurj %tt. , !
e i:Bharatpur Rajastha'n presently worklng as Majdoor Hn
',"F'?-AAmnjunlton Depot B:haratpurl1 . j SRR N
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(54) 0.A:NO. 291/00226/2014& P [T ;!
.'MA'NO. 291/00190/2014 LT n Crn
".,_ .; i ) i :'.' '|-E . k ; )
Nawai Smgh s/o Shl‘l Ram Slngh aged abcut years r/Q vulage
Addi and- post Kasauda, teh. Bharatpur Distt. Bharatpur

. Rajasthan, presently workmg as - Majdoor in Ammumtlon Depot,: ;‘ !
.‘Bharatpur R . B SR

(55) 0.A.NO.291/00227/2014 &
M.A.Nt’)._291‘/00189/2014
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Kunwar Slngh Slo Shn Bhagwat“Smgh aged:.about 31 years, /o
village Addi and, post Kasauda tethhpratpur**Dlstt Bharatpur

Rajastfian, preserﬁly working as Ma]doqu in.Amminition Depot, 7

x t ! jé
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(56) OA.NO. 291100228/2014} & 17 ’*@% it )
= N ‘,’ 1 1 i ‘;ﬁﬁ }z’ﬁf Eé}i #{:‘ \ #3;
;5 Rajesh Kumaﬁ*sle Shn: Gxgp gh ged*about 3®Myears rfo
VIIlage and !post Ucchhéunﬂ.E

SanjeewKumar s/o§8hn. f\larésh Pratap*JSlngh aged about 32
y‘ears r/ofwyageh Rampur post Jamé]pur Dlstt’x IVIUnger Bihar,
presenﬂy workmg asaMaJdoor in Arn,mumtlon"Depot Bharatpur
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(58) 0.ANO'201/00230/ 2011 ¥ 1
M.A.No. 291/00186/2014, . P
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Mukesh Kumar s/o Shri K&tz Dayal aged about 32 years, r/o
vilage and post Baben, Teh. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur,

Rajasthan, presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depat,
~ Bharatpur.

- (0.A.M0.125/2013 vtc.-
(CEand'm'veer Singhi etc. Vs VOI efc. )



(59) 0.A.NO.291/00231/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00185/2014

Dashrath s/o Ram ji Lal, aged about 30 yeafs rfo village Gahlau
post Pichuna, Teh. Roopwaas, Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently. working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(60) 0.A.NO.291/00232/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00183/2014

Naresh Kumar s/o Nirpat Smgb@ aged about 34 years, r/o V|Ilage

and post Ucchain, Teh*"’Roopwaas*“*llstt Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently work[ng as Majdoonlm P%mmunlt '''' on; Depot Bharatpur.
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(61) 0.A.NO:291 /00233“‘[2014 S
M.A.No. 291/00484/2014 Y
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Doorendra ;Prabod%slo*ShrlaKaliash},}Chand aged ;about , o
Baben (Bben) '[ 'h'.i- Kumherﬁ Dlstt &,Bharatpur Ra]asthan
k "ooﬁ 0 : Depot;: Bharatpur

5 mgh]"’agei, Jiabout 32 years r/o

: Vlllage IVIahpura ; e a f-{D|stt Bh_ératpur Rajasthan
| pi‘esently working-4s ; itigh' Depot, Bharatpur
' A R B
[63)40 A.NO.29 1L00235* 2014 &% A
M.A. No ‘291’?00181 20,14 R *%ﬂema ¥
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Hardev Smgh slo Shrl Shyarrr”"Lal aged about 34+ years rio
Vlllage Khanswara post Paprera teﬁ Kumher VIa_ Nadbal Distt.
Bharatpuir;,_ Rajasthan presently worklng as”  Majdoor |n

' Ammunltlon Iepot Bharatpur...-" o
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 (64) 0.A.N0.291/00236/2014 &
- M.AN0.[291/00150/2014

Pappu s/o-.Shri Mahaveer -8ingh, aged bout , rlo Vlliage
Girdharpur, post Késoda Distt.- Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
- working as Majdoor in Ammumtton Depot, Bharatpur
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65) 0.A.NO.291/00237/2014 &
M.A.Né. 291/00179/2014

b
r |
I

N|ranjan Singh s/o Shri Kishan Slngh,‘aged about 50 ye:x rs, rfo
Vlllage Moroli, post Udhyog Nagar, Dls;rt Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
present[y worklng as Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot, Bharatpur,

(66) O.A.NO.291/00238/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00178/2014

y g T
Narendra Slngh»s/o Shri Momrja gSmgh aged about 28 years, rlo °
near DAV School, gGo piita £, Roa_ds Subash Nagar: Distt.
Bharatpﬂ“f ,Rajasthy“ present]y worimg. as *«aq Majdoor in )
Ammu’nltlon*@é’pot Bharatp Ir.

.zzznm._umm i Wy,
e

é 0d fDlstthharatpur Rajasthan
2 R T T 4
VI ,_,.e_l';éﬂs;AmmUmtlonaDepot Bharatpur.
i ] o iy 7 Applicants
% Haad k‘%‘ o s % i‘.% s pF?idean S
;.é‘ e ?!5!1 g i \%., e = :' _\1—{
. "“‘**-\« &g S j
1. i Unlon of Incfla it % s wrs i

hrough'the Séerétary to the Govt. of Indla!r T

Mmlstryiof D*efence, LT

Ne'W DElhl i i’ gy e ‘_:"; K ‘-."'e 4;.5’:

“fm e N -

2, Ofﬂcerﬂpcharg_e, A O C. Records et o

Secundrabgad. ™ L

s‘&m‘l W&l‘m‘h by - s sl . 5 :i&u?ﬂ‘mr

3. The Commanddfit,.,, o e e

Ammunition Depot, s

Bharatpur.

Respondents
Present:  Mr, P, N, Jatti, Advocate, for the applicants.
Mr. D.C. Sharma, Advocate, for the Respondents.
(O.ﬁ-Wo.IQJ/éOIJ per.-

" (Chandraveer Singfi etc. ¥s. VOI etc. )
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ORDER
HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK . MEMBER (3) .

The facts and the questions of law involved in these cases
are common and as such these are being disposed of by a
common order. The facts are being taken frem 0.A. No.
126/2013 - Kedar Mal Mena Vs. UOI etc.

The applicant ha syfqled?thxsro A W|th a prayer to quash the
‘,ﬁxs .
14

i

g,
order dat'ed 2. 012f read with order dated 12.1.2012
}sg_:-E*’ o 1¥ ;31 & 's;-i5 .x., gg '§ 1;§3 o *iz

i ‘ﬁ

qde V\ghleﬁq %he was informed tha,t }@the emstlng Pension

E‘;ﬁh i?'

T £

}lpté 31,.412 2003 hand new pension

1:?;3’ %.' }l ? g:'lg. ;a"b ‘{3&

mScheme w@r@%c ed w egfé 1. 1 2005?3,]5 applicable to 1all the

Iﬁrt; E'l;f‘h 'Yf; “_'1 ’? hf%j R‘ ¥ A,

‘Central gGos\?em menatxa'i Seré\;a‘nts,ﬁwappmnted on,e or\%iafter
’%‘é""' bz r‘"”) gt g l,,}gt sg

"t filljg of 0.A. agl?é?thaifé‘the

kK

;*3",‘_"‘
Ammunltlon lfgép

*1‘-

l_ct]lated a notlﬁcahon |h the

! Bh arat L: r,

g o #

e L aﬁ%ﬁﬁ*w st i"' T,

menth of%Sépte;nber, 2003 1nv1t1ngxzapghcat|ons for the posts
13, Ty, {r’ % ] I;F,rr - 1:%,& .}

of %Mazdoors “Hhe appllcant clalms that’t the procees of

V;n»

Jh?‘%c*“zf;ruet
aprpomtment "was fmallzed and* abpomtmentﬂ""/ -selection
e, 3 ,f © ; Iy
S i § PR 1_
lettersawere ‘issued in the month of November 2003, 1Itis
*;% ) Rt o

submitted thét‘*the,cGoverngnentﬁ’éervants who have been
appointed / selected prior to- 1.1.2004 are to be treated
under the CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972 and those who have
been appomted / ‘sélected on 1 1.2004 or subsequently are -
to be governed by New Pensnon Scheme. The clalm of the
apphcant |s that since the applicant was selected as per the

| : " (0ANo.125/2013 ete.-
: i (Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs. UOI ete. )
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i
i
I

notification Issued In the month of September, 2003 and
_ S T B
appointed in the month of Novembér, 2003, he is-governed

by CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972, The representation"dated
' 12.9.2011 filed by the applicant for being covered under the

CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972 was declmed by Annexure A-1,

Hence this Original Appl:cat:on

mh% Wi

4, The. respjﬂgenﬁ‘éwﬁgve opposed e ‘“-.J_% by filing reply. They

sub ftﬁtrha%tﬁ, %!Z,pdtlfcﬁloa fﬁf‘or@ﬁse"hectlon"‘ﬂtl;% the post of

&

azdoo‘i"p lWas publlsh 62?{'p,news papersﬁﬁp September, 2003 " .
1#%’5"{%* 12
fcompetl hfe‘*&phys:ca te

Ty
i i t ntervnew wais é’onducted

ﬁé ﬁt{urmg the;ﬁper%&d 9 9.200 2003 The sapphcant
i } ol

N l.
"W as one;aroﬁua.t:[gew Se eet‘ i

g 'ifl‘*-sz;i
§ Ay a % Pla ESRad eas
3

3 ar—lfq fF‘-"‘ i
il ndldates Select:on Jetwter “(Not

R Fum"gn 10.11.2003. 'ghey

nz;ﬁn

b Dpomtnle“t Orge@);_ i
m have Sgbmtted

‘ef

sele‘ctlonﬁgiletter enqll'”}sedl as

-x!' PO

H

4"/ signed bysthe Depot &

:“ y. H# ég. N -i »-i-ln.l'i @

5 e a«t
and |sr¥a forg ed cﬂ‘m t As=‘
o T e%t A

per the orlglnal Ietterggssued
”fb‘ g ppp}rcan %selection was prjowlslonqle_lan#g st:Pject to
E' é» Ay oy o KA
f%%4autherllkt|c1ty of d‘“‘ct,lments»r ‘Accorqlngly, after qonflrmatlon
1}' N
“ i
of ne;muthentlmty Of“thS document appomtme"'ﬁt order was
"‘m a*"y

.m..._

-&&;Mﬁww ma‘g&ﬁéﬁ‘“ﬁ
his duties on 9.2.2004 and formal appomtment order was

issued on 9.2.2004 (Annexure R-2). Persons who joined their
duty prior to 1,1.2004 are authorized for pension under CCS
(Pens‘ion) Rule, 1972 and the ca_ndidates who have joined
duty on or after 1,1,2004 are to be covered under the New

Pension Scheme. The applicant having joined his duties after

. (0.2.No.125/2013 tc.-
: ' S (Chandraveer Singh etc. Vi, VOI erc. )
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appointment on 9.2.2004, he is not entitled to pension under

CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972. Copy of selection .order dated
10.11.2003 is enclosed as Annexure R-1, New Structured
Defined Contribution Pension System Is applicable and
mandatory for all newly. entrants to Central Government

service with effect from 1.1.2004. Copies of Govt. of India,
w;ﬁﬂﬁhfﬂw"%%‘%
Mlnlstry of,,ﬁFmance,, Not|f|%cat|o ‘No 5/7/2003 -ECB & PR
{7:; d': i uﬁh .
dated?’zz L2«20Q3 %Govt ogf ]%nd|a§ Ieptt Of. Pen5|on & P.W.

“1

.‘*'-11.10 2006 and

fdm No 38/58/06 paPw - (A) datsd,
& Borg ""

f;%‘- 5 31;2008 are plé‘f:ed on rt‘ecord as‘f* nexure R- 3 f:'i. 'r-‘é?;,
‘f ‘i iﬁ Pr‘- E E S A i‘
I ™ 3 i
¥ .85, e Qara 2rof order dated 11 10 2006
'* % _"? ,'j f—zr" f ﬂfﬂ"f* ﬁ
i _‘,,e @whow\gere put on: mductuon
s . i Tnssas " S
£ 4 *"’“tralmng after th i a o 1.1. 2004*"‘and* are
,;’ 'i i J‘U gD ¢ AT AT o "
; I pald sal%i{-y

u

f =" ‘., ’ ﬁ: %
“’“ o ‘S‘é”f i ST .,M ,q,.f-?"
2 Foae & 5 - i ol
[enngh " SRR TR o o
iy e : - o
l?'l-‘-'st ﬁ""‘m—r e ﬁ’p

8., Mr. P. N :Iatt:thearned counsel for theqapphcant argued that

| *‘""i% wrm:jh
gt mm
the recruitment process had been |n|t|ated in 2003 itself and

| the applicants stood selected in 2003 and, therefore, they

would be covered under the Old Pension Scheme as the term

“appointment” would take wnthin its- sweep the process of

1

i ' I

recrwtment ‘ also and |t cannot be separated for the pu{rpose
I 5‘

timita

-l'-,

of denying ] theibeneflt .of | old pen5|on scheme to the
' [ .
I

{C.ANe, 125/2013 ete.
{Ch and'mwer .S'mgﬁ etc. Vs VoI ete. )
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|
l
._1

i
I
I
|

N

appllcants This. was hotly contested by Iearned counsel for
l

the reSpondents stating that the term appointment fs

~Independent of recruitment process an'd one does notlenter

. : !
into cadre, unless a formal appointment order is issued and
in this case the appointment has been made after 1.1,2004

. and aa such the applicant would be governed under the New

N ’”

i AT g
Pension Scheme ) . """""“““w% i
“yl» ! b s % g-: ‘f‘ u e .f.
9, Mr. ,ﬂfléttl, o %@, é‘}écouns [ forzt the@ appllcants vehemently
,:il" O ¥ .
-’ﬂé&_ ‘- d:' " {;
5a}w‘:lrgued lthat by the trme_ the apphcants were given -’
1}% f‘ﬁs&m o T
ﬁ;}ié apﬁfomtment 0 thment, the ‘gs_overnsment of
% .. 4l )

ol

,n_?’

iggl:ecf 12'5 1,2”2003 approvz*d the

¥ jb
; neww*TEstructured* deflned

! g5 Ja—«:.‘.;awlltrrw o Lot .:'é%n-am}lﬂmi;“ ‘ g

i Contnbutt n Pensio f@ r%the new recruitsitg Central

b Wi ,,am; el w%t i ﬂa i g%

*} !’pm Governm‘f R.-JGIHIDQ;S ‘r\gcégloniuo{*"afterg‘;wl .01, 2004 "l‘he new

B & hs ,;_:l‘i“ o 2 o, if‘ L.* 3 \l

ig %M,l Pension Scher{le rfeplaced theath Jexisting CCS (PenS|on)~f
L " '

'g;*%_ Rule 19'721, W.E% ..5*50;;4&0}1#2.0&4 ﬁThe ces., (Pensnon)RuIes
tz ’ i uﬂar r 'ﬁh :’f kA 1’» "

;,;,1&‘ 19{2:§or;t|nueil* to govern all the employees selected,I prior to
aéi i & ey

ll“31 1*2%2003 He submltsathat*the appllcants»cannot be made

to sqffer“‘ddﬁsﬂto dglayedgprocess of appomtment However,
i‘l%.‘ -;_5*‘

they a gJ'abemg arﬁlti‘arlly‘ and |Ilegally compelled to be
LT,

g Bt g s S ‘\W

governed under the new scheme which has come into force
w.e.f. 01.01.2004 under which they have to contribute 10%
of their basic pay plus dearness allowance which is being
deducted from thelr salary bill every month. The CCS

(Pension) Scheme 1972 is very much different and more

beneficial to the employees. Had theAApplicants been given

_ (0.A.N0.125/2013 etc.
) . : . (Chandraveer Singh ete. V5. VOI e )
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appointment letter in 2003, _they would have -also joined
immediately and would have been governed by CCS(Penaion)

Rules, 1972. This was resisted by the learned counsel for the

respondents.

10. Mr. Sharma, learned counsel for respondents reiterated what

has been stated in the written statement.
_,,.xammw.,.,_‘m

11, We have grven our. deep con5|derat|0n to the respective
i . i,
. su,gmssmnse}rnadeﬁbir ‘-Iearntad{_qohlél sgl %mrthe parties and
. i A '1 i %
“““ ! 5,=|:>erused tﬁe materral on file J J{,,- e
3152 This so[e issuge that requifes o Se&"e ,amlned andr*answered by
i e §§ k% % l;'a " Jf(‘“ %
é fmus is, as tey;whethemttl"e aipp cants ‘Q,y"l’ose se]ectlon process_
r;v g'fr‘
‘# 3

Rz 24
u- }i ""’ “‘

had sta FtEd*’IDEL'é&%tﬁan

h‘{‘ e 1

5.11 wouIcL‘,be governed byqthe

iy *‘%ﬁ: T e _h,w’ ‘-":
75 Yo FN&wspension which"'has been
; A A fi Lo i g
Iy e.,rj lntroduced fe%pers a!pp%lnted orl;,or after 1,1,2004, =

i i 4 i
% 13, Evep. thoughﬂnﬁthe’ a'htheﬁqt;gltw@ofpghef‘lwtterkdated 11, 1% 12003"
1"‘ "X:“* am* ’

i z% (&nge'xure Az 3;) is disputed by thezjespoqdemt?i} yet?}e%/en if |t-
-} .7 '}5 .“ t
: “ﬁi :C:cepted tone trueufdrﬂthefsgﬂe of argument only, it would"
; e B ~
‘ make clear that the‘ samé waS‘ in' furtherance of recruutment
& %’-‘vs. T o ,m’""“" : é*f

""Wv.r- s
g vﬂﬁuﬂ-ﬁ‘,’""ﬁ

before actual appomtment s made. It indlcated that the
apphcant had been selected for appointment (not appointed)

- as Mazdoor |n ersuance of advertlsement dated 6. 9 2003-

___f___and 19 9 2003 It was made ciear that the selectlon (not

t

appomtment) lé' provrsional and , . shall =be subJect to
g I

i ] A :
. verification iof date- of blrth to'ascertain age as on last day of
y s~ . i . L 3 t ] o
AP -; o i oA No.125/2013 et
1 (Cﬁan{mvecr .S‘mgf ete. Vs, 'UOI etc. )

E

i
]
) -
1

e

e i T g e
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e e it d

=
1
i

submlssmn of applxcation, educat onal certiﬁcate a'\d police

verlﬂcatlon as applicable and blan< form for attestc tion and
I
medical examination, were also forwarded for campletion

and due attestation. which we:ge to be submitted b& the

applicants to the authorities. 'The applicants have not

enclosed any appeointment order. However, a copy of same 3 l

S | -
has been endl8sed LDy the reSp’é’ndents at Annexure R 2
ﬂi&n

i o i Mr‘l%‘ B

: % = dated“3.2.2004§\§hlch gffers: tg'ue@appmigtmentgto the appllcant
|
{

. Y

o
Jnvitmg hlm to join the post if the terms agd co‘ndltlons are,
", ﬁ‘ﬁ‘(& 7&"“& Eajm.s :

g’! ac%e?p?able Eiojhf’m The selectlﬂ‘ﬁq’and appolntrpe‘nt |s%to take

o
r?’t:u.

iueffect Frodiid he ez of ;oﬁi

“’!
tpg ‘Lﬂ'he\ffﬂerms and condltigns of
WAL e

*’&eappomtnyentsare*’hﬁl%gl Edgl ;-the lette%'/z order ’l:hus |t can
F%}FW
%B-auy £

g
| § gf T safely b%l conclﬁ“deqwt?gf: her
' i
%
i

i
F

o

oty e
21603“"?‘**%‘:1%mg to an l:é"l'%d thh

g
: WAANN i
‘ uappomtmenmofapﬂhc nts et’i’ruaf-y,ezom The “recrwtment
%‘ﬁf‘z}‘i } *l e

"‘,'; , Ins'motion ¢

ASEES

m ? “ I
proqes anda.,“recruitm“eanla’a’ﬁorﬂ“‘ appomtment’ are different
(. & 4' S\‘A{{{ *(ﬂ .?" . i %4
- y ‘ o i

Yy agd, ﬁdIStInCt .conspectus which the apphcants are trymg to
LIRS RN

p Vi
‘%inter'rqlngie to, create~a .confusion.” The recru;tment process
W 5 FL Ve

'ma have.been mitlated i 2003 but the’ actual appointm
] ‘/f‘% Ser d_“,h ppointment

13

Fhny v*
came to be‘“@ifje m“Feb‘ru‘éry, 2004 ard it cannot be relate
X :aaﬂ‘?““m}a

% .
back to 2003 for the purpose of claiming benefit under old

Pen5|on Scheme.

- 14. Hon’ble Apex Court has observed that appointment to a post
is made by Issuing a letter of appointment indicating the'
terms of the appointment and requesting the candidates

concerned to signify his acceptance of the same, In the

-

{OAND.125/2013 cte.-
(Cliandvaveer Singh ete. Vs, VO ete.)

i
ﬁé&im%nf‘ process”which?%ha%
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absence of any special statutory provision, etc., contract of

service must be preceded by an offer and ac'ceptance.' The

agreement in respect of appointment on arid from a
particular date would be binding on the parties. There cannot
be any retrospective appointment in direct recruitment. The
service rules and regulations which were prevalent on the

e g te N s-wm.m,

date of appolntﬁ'lent of the appIIcant w1|1 govern his service

e i kL ': "“:-,_

. under the respondent authorltues o e

P P Y
- 15, gLearned counsel for t% ,ﬂppllcant vehemeptly argued on the
# bas;s of mstructlons dated 1,‘L ' (Annexure‘*A 5) issued
§ prunder N Y Pensmn%Schemeéwhlch nastbeen |s§ued on the

£ 0 W e, PR ji,t'.ﬁ o R

' _‘ i I el #(Rensmn) Rules, 1972 in

il

s {i

"-2004 and put on

e

2 }‘n- ﬁi»«nﬂfea{‘ams‘!‘n
respectzof those,.app |

r~

LI

v

1o A T L

4

rjr,l induction ralnlng ahfd ift lQ been cIarlfled as under_ :

£ gy Ty, I
: . it |.s«clanirfeg? t? tﬁthe empJoyees who wejre p;lt on
‘ gi§ f'dggtlon ramlng‘aftef-fthelr ap) u_‘_fntment prior to 1-1-
T %‘i a‘,v*,20;64>awri% are paid salary’ifroml?‘that» date would be
' oM ™, f:fvereg Hnder €Gs. (Penslclnzwl}ules 19727, o ¢
;'16 ﬂ'\%perlzsal “of ! the qole;tfcat[on v:.'ould make |t_am:Iy clear that

. & T
| the sam'“’-‘does not*Help-the” appllcants~'at all as It relates fo
e”'ﬂﬂqp PP M,?,,,ygﬁ\ . x
persons who i are put on “induction tralning after
ks |
appomtment" prlor to 1 1- 2004 and are paid saiary prior

n

m'

s

thereto are ]to be governed by old Pensuon ‘Scheme. In this

; b
case the app‘hcants have not been put on Induction tralning

i
nor their epoointrnent has taken place prior. to 2003 and,

o . ‘ " - . ) : (on:rvuz:/gom::-
" l ’ ! 17 T : (Cfrand'mwer Smgf erc, Vs ’UOI etc. )

ke

Y
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I
|
|
y
i
|
l
!I
therefore, the rellance place y;i{thefln on thls clarifigation
L ? .‘

——r
m—— - ﬁ,._'—-.,_——f—v—ﬁ'“""”_'

_is also misconcelved.,

. H
:
i .

17. It is well settled proposition of law by the Hon'ble Supreme

1| Court that merely because a candidate is eligible when the
|
advertisement was 1ssued or that the name of candldate is

|

included in the select list, would not confer any nght on the :
li SR T e
: . ‘] candldate toibe appomted!but theeappomtment would take

- .,,u‘ . ?& 'fam" E,w il ﬂ"s:_,

; P effect rom theﬂ;d%t‘é‘ of‘appointmenﬁ and not from the date of

i 3’1 ; t

i paseirgn pthe examlpggier{‘%ge Hon_bfefj\pex‘& (’:ourt has

|

i con'dlstent!y hé’ld"sﬁthat evensj1 if %‘F\umber of va‘can‘tétes were

%,
%Fn ?tgandé,)adequate;number of cand[dates

: “'p *I
,eywwouid« not a‘cqmre any

r

,g-us....)-.q- ,&-:-...12%

VR t d t t t .
’ g p len e ; aﬁgams he _ﬁexw:;:ng/l _
; : ,Relianceilnﬁhls regard Ean be placed dpon

V { ; :I‘: "h;_ .Sll \
%, M}Shankarsagnwbasﬁ "%. Uniortof zilbia , (1991)3..SCC: 47;
"tt "ﬁapwﬂ | ﬁ F ‘A

A B 1 ]
3! Ashaai(‘aul v. S aterowa&l( i 993‘)2 Sec, 573; Unlon of

3 %‘ .!\ “ﬁr \.“Lr‘:: f .sb'rt#_ ‘
- li"x, Indla.*\I S: Sfa’UDna! (1996) 2 SCC" 168{ and* Hanuman
"|A|L 5‘.@ -l‘ 1“
Praszifl v, UI]_Dn ontndla.~(1996)10 SCC 742 J,@”
P 4 - ;’f‘;" L AT s __L,ft»“'
'ﬁé}:&.‘ “L'M“"‘-e.-.. o el r,.e" w?" a
18. We also® notice that the" appllcants have failed to challenge
& s!:..%&u . _'-_‘:-.._iq.

the validity of the cutoﬁe date of New Pension Scheme and as
such they cannot be allowed to ciaim that they should be
governed under the old Pension Scheme when the cutoff

date does not help them at all so as to make them fall under

; o that scheme.

{OA.N6.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandrqveer Siugh er. Vs, VOl erc.)

\e—'}
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19. We are fortified in our view from decisions of two Benches of
this Tribunal. The Chandigarh Bench of this Tribunal‘ ha.d
occasion-to deal with the issue in 0.A.No, 751-CH-2009 titled

Dinesh Devgun & Others Vs. Union of India & Others,

decrded on 27 10.2010. The Court has held as under :-

"2, The pProjected..case, of" the applicants is that the

processrto fill up the. posf’f‘“ofﬁ_CIerks was initiated by

|ssuance of. angadyentlsement dated 28 3.2001. At that

) . “’tlme (EhE GPli Scheme’ WLJJ“ PerLsmn ‘Wgs in operation,

o ' 4 HOWéver, a lot of time was copsumed lns.tcompletlon of
T ,,r.’-"‘g {the appomtment gocess and thé*h pglcants ultimately
F R, “tame to bea‘:appomted i, July, 2004 only % .by which
F ‘rf' time therniew;CPF Schemeztof 2004 had chme Into
& M=, operation wie.f, 111 2004 ItSsfurther th%.case of the

N I ;‘; . applrcants,ﬁthat ﬁthﬁe}new EPF §cheme Has,.comg into
k A V. % *efetter dated 115, 2009’ was

tlonal and¥; as such they haye to

f Tt an agpomted under the, old
G t*- 2
i -m% o j :i-l
R 3. ut%l‘sjgearespondentsi have filed 81 reply to conteste the
Lo on clalmgof the appfrcants”%,TﬁeLr plea is that thlS Jissuel has
i ;.,k;wﬁi‘ alread’yfbeen settled by” thls“@o’ﬁrt in the identicalicase
L of, NazaruKumar & Others :(s Unlon of India & Otl']lers
- :J.'}“- . ‘i‘uﬁsﬁi rm’.vl-*« %fh F}_‘;ﬂﬁ”’{‘ L,;m
i h fsn 4"%We te not reproducmg therp*lead[ngs of the;partles
Sl y i .
LN k ,, Fin detajl as the issue is no: Jlonger res integra and
N :, s“ d stands settied by this very Bénch ofsythe ﬂ'rlbunal in the
’ ", 5, case of Nazar- Kumar: & Other ¥s. Unlon Of India &

“*"‘% ' ‘Others etc (O ANO; 338 “CH; ‘200&- and -10 A.N0.408-
_ "5 CH-2008) deqded‘ on10.06. 201r0 Rara 15 of the
Ao 'ﬂgudgment belng relevant is, reproduced as under:

e _.2.,,,W,,_m,;,;ﬂup.. e 3“14

_ ‘fSwInTwew of the,abo'ire proposrtlon of law laid
" down' by the Hon/ble Supreme, Court the U.T.

Chandlgarh while adopting thé notification
- dated 12.12,2006!(Annexure A- -3) issued by the
State of Punjab: mtroducmg new CPF Scheme for
|ts employees;wie.f.-1.1.2004° vide .order dated
14 2. ,2007 (Annexure A-2) and also making’
mecessary amendments in the relevant rules
w e.fl 1.1.2004, ¢ould not make: it leffective from
any other date as the completej scheme was
r|nade effective and the said scheme takes effect
lw.e, ﬂ 1.1.2004. We do not find anyillegality in
the order dated 14 2.2007, Annexure A-2 or the

Sy - , (0. AMN0.125/2013 etc.-
B E * B '(Cﬁand'm-vec:{ Stugh ete. Vs. UOI ete. )
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| i[ [ C:rcu[ar dated 12. 12 2006 (Annexure A-3) as it
N - 3 ;

does not make any1 am'endment to the basic
| - scheme. The date from WhICh the Schemg is to
! take effect is mentioned in the Scheme itself. We
do nat find that any grounds have been |made
out to Interfere wlth the date from which the
new Scheme has been- made effective inj U.T.
Chandlgarh i.e. 1.1.2004! In so far as clgim of
, é ante- datlng of -their appointment is concerned
b ' that cah also' not be accepted in view Of the
rejection of such claim in an earlier petltion
Under. ,nsomemmlwconceptlon, the apphcants
| ‘ conf?lbuted towar:f%‘"""GR@ Scheme and such
| ,gsi.!#'-*'”“' amount IS rLov\ii'bemg refunded to them and they
r th Betrhade members 5t CBF.Scheme, having
: ‘ - *.,;f?r m’;&%\b e
# i, " This can also not be faulted" w:th R
A %"‘-wh il ‘J'bﬁdgm%ji&?g .,
a@’e f 4. Fmc!ln‘j"‘ttpal%gthe‘s case of the appllcants |scovered on
 all foytSwith the deciSion afpresald thig Orlglnal
g A;:J[:)hcatlon,,|§‘V‘d1§n'fnssef31a ”ﬂg Evﬂ R i.i.
“ % %. BEEF 0 o & T ‘i'-;,
\ZEEwSlmllar[g‘gm»almost»;g.‘;%ntif?a“lﬁiﬁﬁrggtan%ds Bombay&Bench of
£ this TnB’Gn“ﬁ;"j AiNobD67/2010 " Shit Atul Pande\n Vs
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lssumg%ﬁthe ¢ offer . oﬁwappomtment His  first
o4 representafl nzis; of thé ‘*ﬁear 2004 Whereby he S|mply
W

.....

) 7 P,req’uested the authorities tg.coVer hima under the old

LT ;“fPenstﬂ&J Scheme of 1972 ~"He s made h|s next
'y

" A3 representatxon in this regard in the" year 2008. It is
" ‘*‘a.%‘ewdent froffi=the.chart-glven at’Para4.6 of the 0.A.
“‘« that thé' épphcant had. notbeén singled out in respect
of"Issuance ‘of thenoffer of apgomtment in February,
%2004 “@ng Mr. Pankaj KumarrSmghﬁwas also given the
offer,of appomtment“ih“‘March 200%. Had the applicant
approached,_%a,vco“rn#petentwf@ourt of Law challenging

denial of the offer of appointment along with other

similarly  situated candidates who got their
appointment in 2003 at the relevant time, and had the-

Court of Law granted the relief to give retrospective

effect to his appointment from the date others were

appointed, he could have claimed the benefit of old

Pension Scheme which was in force till 31.12.2003.

Having not done so, it is not open to him to claim any

relief to the extent that he should be covered 23 QA
NO.267/2010 under the Old Pension Scheme which

.- -~ was not available at the time of his appointment. It is
also surprising that he did not even challenge the

(0.A.M0.125/2013 ete.-
(Chandraveer Singhi ete. V5. VOT ete.)

een substantxvely appolnted after 1,1.2004._
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5}%1 “20. Tihfe appllc'g’n@ has™ never challenged the.deldy m.
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communication made to him dated 19.01.2006 which
is only impugned in this O.A. in the year 2010.. The
plea taken by the applicant with regard to question of
limitation is that his representations dated 22.09.2008
and 09.09.2009 are pending with the DOPT and he has’
to compulsorily contribute every month from his salary,
bill certain amount towards his pension in terms of:

new restructured defined Contribution Pension!
Scheme, 2004.” ’

21. The applicants herein had not even been appointed in 2003

i.e. pI‘IOI‘ to S 2004 andr as'suchethey cannot claim that
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they “have o be govérned by*old Pensnon Scheme.
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make them ellglble for
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3pensuon under CCS (Pensmn) Rulesj" 1972 and asﬁtsuch all
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