CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,
JAIPUR BENCH

Orders pronounced on: 24 .7- 2044
(Orders reserved on: 26.07.2016)

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J) &
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HON'BLE MRS. MEENAKSHI HOOJA, MEMBER (A)
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vnlage and poskt«a: SInSInI, presently\_ worklng as MaJdoor in
Amm‘l}nltlonv«Depot Bharatpur., F3, *‘*J
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Mr. KEdar mal Meega s/o shr| ewar" MaIyMeena, aged about 40 -
years, ar/0 Parh%’!ﬁBa[ajl amod% presently "QNQ rking asﬁ‘Ma]door in
»!Ammgmt[on D.e_‘ot,mBharatpuri ‘
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if Harbhan Smgh s/ A‘_ ighy..aged about 53 years,q, F/o
| vﬁiﬁbe om ”agarm”a-twaﬁf"ﬂg % Dhgli “Pyan¥ Mathura,*Bresently
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i worKing as MaJquprzln Ammuq ‘ -Bba’ratpur ;.. 4
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QLJawaher Lalwyogt s/o Banwar: Lan~Yog|, aged about 35 years r/o

Sura] Nagar N|WarU"‘Road Jhotwara, Ja[put, presently workmg as

;,;,., X

Ma;doo%‘m Ammunltlon Depot, Bharatpur SR &
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Ram leas s/o Paltu ram. aged,;about 38ﬁyaers, r/o w[lage and
post Sarai Kaian‘wteh Mundawer, Alwar, presently working as
MaJdoor in Ammunition’ Depot«"Bharatpur '

(6) [o A.NO.130/2013 °

Shyam Sunder -sfo Ram lai, aged about 36 years, r/fo village
nahgal Babaji, post Badour, teh Bharatpur, presently workmg as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot Bharatpur

(Z) O.A.NO, 1 1[201 :

Sh‘pnker Slngh s/0 VeJendra singh, -aged. about 51 years,; r/o

... Village Kasoda, post Kasoda teh. Bharatpur, presently worklng as

Majdoor in Ammunlt:on Depot,- Bharatpur -
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(8) 0.A.NO,132/2013 L
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" Sishu Pal s/o Data Ram aged about 34 years r/o Gummber, post

. Bal Kesher; Agra present!y working as Ma;door In Amn’jlumtlon
l Depot Bharatpur. .

(9) 0.A.N0.133[201‘3

Rohitas s/0 Mangu Ram, aged about 27 years,_ r/o Shypura, post ,
. teh. Deeg, Bharatpur, presently working as -Majdoor ‘in
Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. s

(10) 0.A.NO. 134/2013 _suiomsstimionines,

Baney Singh S/O*leattl RanL,,aged about 3‘6s,years, r/o village and
" post Jai Ch_oll post Fgar,itehi,FRooplaas’:'_glstnct Bharatpur, presently
workmg#a’s Majdoors,lh ‘Amimunition Deprot{f Bhraratuf)l‘ur%
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Jagb[r Slngh s/o l%ﬁan Slngh aged1 about 34 years, r/o%vnlage

and post Dlstt i‘*\rl‘-flathura pTi'esentIy ﬁ'cgrklng as“MaJdoor in
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g R Kishore; ?g%m%%mp; _ged;ﬂab*out 33;. years, ir/*o' Vlllage
Meé‘ha Nagan;*;%«Post Koshu,g & ‘_ﬁ'; ‘teh, Chhala, distt:*Mathra,

% presently worklpg as Ma]door "[n;gAmmunltLon};lepot BhaFé"tpur
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FgPrem Slnghﬁs/otRarﬁkQI ad| aged»,%gguthg wyears, r/o wllage
Kasooda, ~teh, 4+Bhdrothi, *dlstt’@f’Bharatpu;, presently worklng as

”:"ﬂ.'.";.': ,,.,
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Ma]door w/}mmunu{t;on Depot, Bharatpur & ‘{‘“'-« P &
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AvmaslgﬁKumar S/O’ Ganeshi, Slngh aged about 27 years, r/o
village and posta,.]gasoda dlstti Bharatpu U presently working as
Majdoor in Ammumtlon Depot, Bharatpr. z}}_‘,re”

(15) 0.A.NO. 13972013 s

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] 0.A.NO. 14072013 -

“Shiv singh sfo 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.M0.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs, VO! etr. )
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(17) 0.A.NO.141/2013

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

Bharatpur, presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition 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 Ammunition Depothha,r%pur
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Mohan;mgh s/o Avtar Slngh aged about 47 years rfo vn[lage
and post fhteh Kumher, presently worklng as*‘ﬁMaJdoor in
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E, Razghuveer S|r:§"gh slo#JamLanEaé?aged {10 v:llage

Gundwa, post’ Qhandor fTeh rAnd dlstt"i Bharatpur,m presently

i; wo’ﬂ‘(mg as MajdoorﬁmfAmimunltlon Depot Bharatpur, k{a
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(22) o A. Nq‘”14sjzo13 " , n::" S ;

-Bhagweg Slqgh s/o.hYad Ram Saini, aged ab0ut527 years r/o

& worklng as Majdoorém Ammumtnon IDepot Bharatpgﬁﬁ
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(23) 0.A.NO, 147 &2013 e it gt it

' Suiesh . Chand slo MlttlnLal,magedi‘fabouf 36 years, rfo village

-athpura; post A[Iopura distt. Maipuri(U.P.), presently work!ng as
Mafdoor in Ammunltlon Depot, Bharatpur. ' :

i
. Suresh’ Chandra slo Prahalad Slngh aged about 47 years rfo wllageaand
erL Slnsm| teh -'Deeg, Bharatpur presently workmg as Majdooir in
'Amrnunmon Depot Bharatpur : o A1
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vrllage Gundwa gpost“'Bhandor Dlstt Bharalpur,ﬂ presently
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(25) 0.4 NO. 149[2013 L 1 c ;
| Ram Veer- Slngh slo K|shan Smgh aged fapout|51 years, In'o village and
post Mandha ‘Post Sankh, The and DIStl' Mathura presently working as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot Bharatpur ST

(26)0ANO 150[2013 :
Nahar Singh s/o shri Charan Singh, aged about 48 years, rfo village :and

., post Nangla- ~Harcharid, post Sogar (Bharatpur), presently wdrkirig% as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot Bharatpur. '
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Motni wisc}a»Ajeet Slngh ahed about 37 years? r[o \rlllage anq‘ post Bachmadl
prese?ntly worklng as Majdoor in Ammunition DepotFﬁBt}aratpurﬂr
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\/’Lnoduxléumar Sharmat‘s!o iiheq'lcﬁland aged about 32 years !o Murwara
a:‘ £
‘Dlstt“‘i’Bharatpurﬁg presently %\workm g :

& d Jas ;Majdpe”:_d n mmqmtlon aDepot
ﬁ Bharatpur e _"#?ﬂﬁi i:ﬂ,; !1
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TeﬁSmgh slo shr;ﬂam’ﬁelhgh *agecf‘about 36 years"" rfo wllage post Bora|
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Yogesthharma sfo Rajendrad Prasad, aged about 27 years t/o Jamun Ki
Bag;chi goalpura Road%Subash Naga[J.JBharatpur. presentlyﬁ.\florkmg as

M

Ma]dooyn Arnmunltlon Depot Bharatpur - 5.'.', ) ﬁ
(31)0AN01=55/2013 A Rt
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Raj Kishore slonBru Klshore aged- about Kk years “to village and post

Ajnothi, post Ladpura teh..Chhata,, Dlstf“"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.

{0.A.No.125/2013 ete.
(Chandraveer Singf ete. Vs, 'VO! etc. )




(33) 0.A,NO.157/2013
Bijendra Singh s/o 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 s/o Mitthan Lal, aged about 30 years, /o Chaura Ka
Hanuman Colony, Char Sheher Ka Naka, Sharma Farm Road,

Gwalior, presently working=as=Majdoor in Ammunition Depot.,
Bharatpur. = 4 o

Lal Slngh slo“ Rohan SlngQ! saged about 34 ,years vrllage and
post Jathoh Rat Wan@ﬁ ﬁTeh'i AndﬁBlStt Bharatpu; Jz”presently

wortg{lg Ss Majdoo; rn*Ammunltlgn Depot* Bharatpur., ™ '*%;j_
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ﬁ Kunwar Pal Smgh s/o Rames Chan agednabout 46 years rfo
. Garroly, postﬁ.ﬁ eq, 3 presently*workmg
rt as“MaJdoorl JAn Depots, N ‘i
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‘t Sunheri s/o RammaBabuﬁ aggeda bout¢28'years r/o Vrllage and
’Post Ma[ f*Post Bharah%%ntehﬁglaserl ilarstt Bholpur, presently

workmgt‘as:Majdoors N Ammumtlon Depet Bhara,tpur; g
by R S *ﬂi A
(38) 0.A Noﬁszezm Ly S ;,e'

llllll 52

T Ra} veer Slngh slo Mahendra Slngh aged about 29 years, /0

vill age aod post' Kasodd Drstt Bharatpur presently worklng as
Ma]door m*Ammumtlon Depot Bharatpur <wgg;==t’" |

‘0.A l NO 163 2013 hﬁﬂ*"‘mhm'wmwﬂ““ﬁ . : '

: ;;"Ba Iu Srngh sIo Mansmgh aged about 27 years r/o village and

g‘;";:",post -fakha, drsst -Bharatpur, presently workmg as Majdoorun

o ..-Ammumtron Depot tharatpur o e
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o : :.'Arvmd Sharma slo ‘Mohan Lal Sharma aged about 32 yea’rsl o
: vrllage and post Ncg]a madhopur post Saunkarr distt:, A]v?rar, -
presently workmgt a=% /Iajdoor in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur. o
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Rajesh Kumar vichoria s/o Munsh| laf aged about .32 _years, _jr/o?
': Gurveera post Dhanders, teh. Kaman, D:stt Bharatpur presently
worklng as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot Bharatpur

' ' R ! :
(42) 0.A.N0.291[0021:4[2014& D

Raju. Singh s/o Shri Ramu Slngh aged about'31 years; rlo House - -
no. 43/13, village ‘and post Kanjauli line Distt.- B aratpur
Rajasthan, presently worklngdasMMaJ“%igor in Ammunition Depot,:

1156 "ij!ﬂ\ o
Bharatpur. .o+ t o B R
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43) 0.A.NO:391 /0023 A |
M.A.No. 291/00201"/2014 - - 3 "*"—*q;{ o

Ba|b|r Slhgh slo Sh lzt@m Prakash‘ﬂ§nggh aged - about 80 years,
r/o vQLag% and post asoda Dlstt* Bharatpur Rajasthan presentiy
worklng as Majdoorwn Ammunltlon Depot’l B N

,‘i_ Kush Pal Slngh o Shrj,H rendra “-Slngh“ aged about 36 years
% t/bkDhai Ji Kl Havellw é\tal g‘Band D|stt iwBharatpur Rajasthan
] preS§ntly Workmg asf* Majdoor n‘l%Ammunlt]on Depot, BharatpUr

*’sia..._.;

M.A. No 291/00199/2014

Harlal S/o Shn Shlvlal aged bout 33 years r/o V|I|age Achalpura
post Mukhara Distt™ Bharatpur Rajasthan, : presently WOrking as
Mazdoor i Ammumtlon Depot Bharatpur S F
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(46) 0.A.NO. 2"91/00218/ 2014 & e o
M.A.No. 291[00197[201 I

Ashok Kumar s/o Shyam* Babu«ﬂaged about 34 years, rfo Mori
Char Bagh, Near -Sindhi Dharmshala, Distt. Bharatpur,

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

J:.'-‘

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

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

(0.A.No.125/2013 ete.-
{Chandraveer Singhi etc, V5. VOI etc. )



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

Ashok Kumar Solanki s/o Shri Bhoop Singh, :aged about
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.Nc. 291/00195/2014

- Shiv Ram Singh s/g.shr" Moﬁan Slngh,taged about , rfo Qtr. No.
4, Type-lll, Telephone Colony, Rajendraw Nagar Bharatpur,

Rajasthan »fpresently woyklng ‘as 4Majdoer in Ammunltlon Depot,
Bharatpur 5 5 F
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I?Dmesh» Kumar»slo 1xshn&e Bhagwa " Singhi -,,ﬁrlo Vlllage an post
e gJthl‘Da (3 s%a)%Dist’%Bh%raEplfr saRajasfh n,. preser;uyyn,werkmg
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iy : :
T}' Knshna Kumar},,Shagma §d Radh % .Lal ‘Sharma, agediabout

e

Egﬁjasthan [:'>resen’dy£§;a ‘or_klngéasﬁ; Mgdoor 1n!__Ammun|t|on Depot
”éﬁ aratpur wE Ty By - L,“;&;;. .
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r/o ylllage and#%post Gunsara*«teh Kurﬁher Distt. ..Bﬁaratpur

= - ‘ i,’:_:"%‘ ; . ‘j;’i
Co LS han Lal s/oiPeetamber,nqged about“ r/o VJIIage and post Malah‘
; - Distt. %Bhanatpur""RaAlasthan present[y zWO['kII:I'g“E’ S : Majdoor ln
N D‘pot Bharatpur . ;”"-‘T"'fm'-mf*"’f‘ i o _1. ‘
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f‘,-'%..-}’Arl.tn Slngh s/o ShuJBrajlndra Smgh aged about 30- years '(!.o~ |
LN v1||age and post Burawai- [Ch[ksana teh. Bharatpuc, Distt. !,
B T A gt b
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: Nawal Slngh s/o Shr| Ram 8|ngh aged abcut years r/o village .
 Addi and post Kasalda, teh. Bharatpur Distt. Bharatpur :
. Rajasthan presently workmg as IVlaJdoor in Ammunltlon Depot, :

._Bharatpur o L _. Lo

;«;

(55)0ANO 291[00227[2014& :
M.A.No. 291[00189{2014

IR Wiz, -

Kunwar Slngh slo Shn Bhagwat“Smgh aged .gbout 31 years r/o
village Addi and, postFKasauda‘“tehq*Bh ra’tpur"*D|stt Bharatpur
Rajasthan {presén?ly working as Majdoor |nT,Ammun1t|on Depot, ~&

Bharétpur. . _ Ty
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{ Mr..s.l}
Rajesh Kuma‘ﬁs/o Shrm,Gyi"_‘
\nllage and’ ipost Ucchh'_

Rajasthan presently,4wor

Sanjeev"' Kumar sldéjShn Naresh Pratapf”Slngh aged about 32
y’ears rrlo-‘:wljageh Rampur post Jamalpur DlsttxMunger Bihar,
present ] workmg aSiMadeOF in AmmUnltlon“Depot Bharatpur

| %,

(58) 0.A.NO" “291[(“)’0230/'261&;‘&.3 EANC s
“M.A.No. 291L0018_6/2014 e _ e ’;“A'u."
h“l.g,,_ vh . \J‘M?! *_a_
o L o

Mukesh Kumar s/o Shri K&gHRaV" Dayal aged about 32 years, r/o
vilage and post Baben, Teh. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur,

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

e (OANo.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singhi etc. V5. VOIS elc. )




{59) 0.A.NO.291/00231/2014 & -,
M.A.No. 291/00185/2014

Dashrath s/o Ram ji Lal, aged about 30 yeafs, r/o 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 Slpgp aged about 34 years, r/o village

and post Ucchaln,E.Teh‘“”RoopwaaS"‘*D[stt Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently workmg as Majdoorlr%Ammumtlon Depot Bharatpur.
5 74 ;
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(61) 0.A. NO.*291/001233“‘/2014 & B
M.A.No. 291 00¥84/2014

X’T-"‘ l‘pf”:!r"nlﬁ ? ""-
Doorendra Prabodhﬂas/ofﬂSﬂHi“i‘iLliﬁ.1 K'gma‘llasb Chand, aged ;about , rlo
Baben, *Bhen) Jeh Kgmheré’ Dlstt Bharatpur*‘ “Rajasthan,
presently workm as: Majd%oz i Ammunlt n Depot;: Iharatpur
¥ E1 ot "'.,__l :;;5_7.."1{ 5 ; ; :"»":’l = S -
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i Vlrendra Sln '. :
2 Vlllage Mallpura post o€ ar-!.-_,Dlstt Bharatpur Rajasthan
é pfesently worku]g as Majdoor |g *Ammumtlon Depot, Bharatpur

'5 Lt _ & ‘L-!a‘: ‘;ﬁ{; ‘ufu

MANo 291, 00181 2014%@'&%‘3,%«»&%» ’
t& l éz }z;‘ "-"L_ii- '*-:.& .";_:__:_.., r;“? "_;:E- L

e Haldev Smgh s/o aShn Shyam“*La[ aged about 34 years rfo
Village Khanswara postgPaprera teh Kumher, vigg Nadbal Distt.
Bharatpur;,. Rajasthan presently worklng asr" Majdoor in

' Arﬁmumtlon Depot Bharatpur..... i '

e
i T
i . ‘ - e

o= i
AT i Aabebeyy i o kTS B

|
. (64) OA! NO.291/00236/2014 &
_ M.A.No. Quoomuzom

|

Paipu s/o «Shri Mahaveer -Singh, aged “bout , rfo Vlllage
Gtrdharpur post Kesgda Distt.- Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
WO kmg as Majdoor'ln Ammunition: Depot Bharatpur :

i
|
1

(O A No. 12.7/201 3 ote.-
(Cf andraveer .S‘mgf etc. 1 ﬂ‘UOI ete. }




65) 0.A.NO.291/00237/2014 & _ |
M.A.No. 291/00179/2014 STy
; .

Niranjan Singh s/o Shri Kishan Singh,;aged about 50 yearé, r/o
Village Moroli, post Udhyog Nagar, Dis:tt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently working as M.ajdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

{66) 0.A.NO.291/00238/2014 & '
M.A.No. 291/00178/2014 '

i LS O T g o,

Narendra Slnghas/o Shn Mo a S|ngh aged about 28 years, r/o
near DAVJf’?"'School 1;?Gop ta Roﬂad; .@Subash Nagar. Distt.
Bharatpur,, Rajasthan presently WOrklng; as™y, Majdoor in %

Ammunlt:on”E)epot Bharatpur. wﬁ,..“ e,
& - et eh sr,;ﬁﬁ; H i By
f' %3% . {‘a}.z‘m'ﬁ.g @ ; s
(67) 0-.A NO. 291/00239/2014 & 7
. 5 [ E 3 i
AR ‘ 4R
I AIngp Singh si*lo Shrlanha.
5. village Kanjaulwnﬂpostw’K;_i 0 -=_lf:)13ttnw'=~8haratpur Rajasthan
§ presently worklng as“Man "‘["r;l.QaAmmUmtlonwDepot Bharatpdr
Pl W e A gfﬁi‘ﬂ’ e, B Appllcants
E_a 2 y : E : '3 . tw,:_-; -‘.!
k) Lo , d
Unlon of Indta e *2% S a S f
through’the Secretary to the Govt, of Ihdla,, n Y i
letry\bof Defence,‘* R
New Delhl i e L F
2. Offlcerwlgcharge AO C.. Rr-_:cprds, R
Secundrabgad. =, il R
-“ia N R - S g o
3. The Commandanta,c, . ) ,pz‘:»"‘
Ammunition Depot, e
Bharatpur.
Respondents
Present:  Mr. P. N. Jatti, Advocate, for the applicants,
Mr. D.C. Sharma, Advocate, for the Respondents.
(¥ %.125/5013 el

" (Chandraveer Singh ste. V5. UO[ ete. j
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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 from O.A. No.

126/2013 - Kedar Mal Mena Vs. UOI etc.

The apphcant has |1_edt«>;this.mQ&-ﬁ..‘;’Vith a prayer to quash the
. m‘*‘

g,
order datéd 14.2.2012: fead with ofder dated 12.1.2012

‘w‘ ™ % ; f‘s H 'sm-&? %., i i ‘ -'{ F *r;%

u'x

vnde Whlc{ﬁ% %he was informed that the e><|st|ng Pension

%
,-Lég. ‘4

N !T‘-a.t v, '?m 'ﬁg’
j“ Ssheme was Vggﬁfofce‘*@m 30,12, 2003 % ~And ,ne\N pension

H’ i %ﬁ "i j Fﬁﬁi‘ 4 ﬁﬂ' '
.EaScheme q_c_i w.e f%ls}l 2004&;3“5 appllcabLe totaH the
[fre %' kN 4 \g,f ek«‘é*g;

ts,,mrappomted onf,;frOr ;after
5, mwé-ﬂi}f Y y

,g tam A0
,—MPE’Olﬂted in- the year :

LT L
Jﬂ&‘g of O.A. a‘reithat the

4“1\ -|

Ammumtmn‘Depog Bhal“at qg eL_,culated a notlﬂcat[on lp the
gé’l ” ,{'sr& l!

7 T A »*” 'g
month oﬁsepte;nber 2003 |nvntiqgwap9116at|ons for thé posts
‘%.— ;‘*ﬂg Y ﬂs’r ,N,t ?’i%‘:ﬁ ¥ é{j“f
f*'aeM z”doors “*The applicant clalms that‘u the process of

. v %ﬂm,. S _ﬁ*’-’t‘ V
'appomtment was finalized . and* abpomtﬁnentﬁ*/ selection
) i —.s v 5 i -; T

'lh ‘"“”* -2 o

Iettersn‘,yvere |ssued m the month.- of November, 2003 It is

an e "@
]Fé e
.

submitted thmt‘%the,,,,Goggmmente“’servants 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 appounted / selected on 1.1.2004 or subsequently are
to be govetned by New ,Pensuon.Scheme. The claim of the
vepplican_t is ithat‘since the_applicant was selected as per the

R : C (0.A.N0.125/2013 etc.-
g (Chandraveer Singhi ete. 75, UOI ete. )
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-

notification issued in the month of -September, 200:53 and

appointed in the month of Novernlaér-, 2003, he is ge\(erned

by CCS (Pen‘sion) Rules, 1972, The ,representation'dated

12.9.2011 filed by the applicant for being covered under the
CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972 was declined by Annexure A-1,
Hence this Original Applicatlon |

4. The, respon'gen’fr #“ve opposed thé*%@%u* by filing reply They

E,;zr‘
su uﬁ’mlt trLat-f; ‘?‘ﬁpdt&ltatloi!; It fqr:éﬁise’ieétlon‘%g% the post of
B
F;gMazdoors was publlshed rN;news papers |E\_September 2003

e Ty
£= andf%mpet[t%\?e‘qph)%lca te ?%"?8 nterwew was g’tnducted

I‘Eﬁa‘, ﬁgfm #% ‘&m "
f‘ﬂl,!nng the«penoq 9,10.20 ;tqﬁszg; 2003, “The appllcant
¥ b 15(‘ ‘“Ti "“‘\h uq:l'L%L %}ﬂﬁ : ;"‘P']_Lﬁi" f‘*’"uﬂ »%i’ .‘amﬁ” 1
giﬂ;?was °ne”?t°f‘1‘ﬂtbea?5€1,e itee a.'%gndldates*"kSelectlonLletter i(Not
f s‘ “Mw#ﬁwm*fn " *w"imm_wmw {‘ C b anad i
;:

é:gedetp hlm gn 10.11. 2003 qhey

= appomt ent gwgen'ﬂ'“_ 0
‘l'lj have s b‘mLtte’ﬁ}kt’ﬁa?? ?théi sel@ctlng,ﬁ iletter erlEL sedﬁ as
;.

"ﬁu. ¥

%bkmh Annexure A“S@énasﬁle%eré been |ssug;!§; signed by«the Depot
‘4. i
;

gy ;

andﬂalsbaéo}‘g‘ed d%% mkmg&fﬁ“éfﬁp(geir ;he OI‘IQInal letter tl,ssued
o ‘, ‘

&B} apppcant‘fselectmn was plgevjslona“ and subJect to
Y, £ F, é’
‘igguthentluty of, J“‘cumentsﬂJ“A?:dcwordlngiy, after Eenflrmation

-ﬂ.%'
Lo

e

i S
of‘*&authentlmty of- jhlS document appomtment order was

‘ac- J“‘u\;_m w 1=‘
issued to*thg; appllcant“’bn 372, 2004maga1nst whrch he joined
Tﬂﬁ&\wuw.mﬁg‘“, ceoniy mmw&‘*

his duties-oni 9.2.2004 and formal appolntment 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
(Pensfon) Rule, 1972 and the candidates who have joined
duty on or after 1,1.2004 are to be covered under the New

Pension $cher'ne. ‘The applicant having joined his duties after

- (O.AMN0.135/2013 ete.-
o ‘ (Chandraveer Singhi etc. V. VOl etc.)

"

w
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ar

.Jkr' i

& -'!‘:

grhey submt that as perr para 2=of or,;g!er dated 11 10 2006

13

appointment on 9.2.2004, he is not entitlled to pension under
CCS (Pension) Rules, t972. Cop\r 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,
ncmwm B

Mmlstry off;Fmance,. Notlﬁcatlon{f‘No,. 5/7/2003-ECB & PR
”'" i igr-' . ’-"“rqg

dated’ 22 12%2003v‘%’Govt * of Indxa, Deptt Ofy.tPenslon & P.W.
.t L= df

‘;OM ’No 38/58/06 P&PW - (A) dateda 11 10 2006 and

*, 'n

'ﬁ“‘-‘ﬁr-h #hfr g‘ﬁ'};ﬁ}gwﬂ»@ ' 4
5.352008 are, ?placed on recqrd as*’?\nnexure R- 3,» "f"’it
B3 g & :

,i u"’ rtﬂ' “EF.:E""’—

Ty,

& Tl a‘? _.'rl.‘:. F S R i, e
ik i K =
{ ;‘*‘av(Anneyure R-3),. “tll,esze es who*"were put on: IndUrCtIOI‘I
f} Eﬂi T %xwam_, e n‘f;igi ;ﬁ““” .’;
5 r, tralnmg after tl;lenrﬁapp 1l enj_:rprtor to 1.1, 2004*"*‘and are
; ' pald salary frém My #tha fdate1 ?Nould» t%e&: ‘covered t,s;[f;_"f{i'er ;(;_:CS
o i »%f =ﬁ? f 15, 9%&;1 "‘af o -gﬁ;t?’ ‘ ' g i
i: \t- o (Pen5|on) Rujf.s L972§) ‘fé, ‘a}“ i T
(FE ?*‘1 .'(ﬁ'ﬁﬁ"ﬁ — . §
L 6. The appllcf"ﬁ‘aghas flled,;;af?reJomder -Wlth a view to reb(it the
1;__‘__ ;;' ) “'I-‘i\ "",,.!5 S ér" .1!;‘ J}?
% subm155|0ns made in the wrltten statement, . F
’si_ Et' g- " ¥4 A

a

7. u{e have heard Iearnedq.counsel for the respectwe partles at
ft,w S

8..

T

| iy, K i '{i; E“,: P .al,}": E A i 4
ength %, Y - o

.

“‘BL "‘s\-‘-% ‘-'*"‘@ vf"}k
Mr. P. N :lattl, [earned ‘counsel” for tlleﬁappllcant argued that

el
%%”'mmm%&m‘“w

the recruitment process had been |mt1ated in 2003 itself and
the applicants stood selected in 2003 and, therefore, they
would be eoVéred’ Lmder the Old Pension Scheme as the term

“appointment” ‘would take wnthln its sweep the process of

recruitmeht_ alé ‘”and it cannot be separated for the purpose
| 1

of denymg ivthe benet"t of old - pen5|on scheme to the

1y H

S ; : (OANo. 125/2013 etc.-

(Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs: 'UOI etc. )
. I

et m—— s e mima v el —————— e ——e e
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i
apphcants Th|s was: hotly contested by Iearned counsel for

|
the respondents statlng that. the ‘term appolntm nt is

,|nto cadre, unless a formal appointment order is |ssued and
in this case the appointment has been made after 1.1.2004

- and .as such the applicant would be governed under the New

. g AR ST sy R
Pension Scheme e,

" g,
a“

9, Mrﬁg]attl, Jearqed*&c%ﬂn“sel for;‘ the appllcants vehemently
‘ -F

gjgarguelfl ’lthat by rthe d‘t;me( the apphcants were given
!Fl g..., Pe] "tﬁ'ér?gf rﬁ;’ﬁ 1 L‘ “f

;Ll' appomtment fe"ide‘g of. thelr appelntment the Government of
i B,

i B A 5 _, ¥ ai‘e_%@_
lf fpdia by;liﬁ}ﬁ%;otl i %"8%: date;cf 12'5}:2%2003, a”pprové'd_ the
"%pmposa { toi%lmplem : =h_et new“ restructured deﬂned

i) "4‘*@@:.1\'4 M

é r‘“""‘ Contrlbut|on PenSIO'
i
1

independent of recrmtment process and one does ot enter _

S

i, : iy f . “:” t .
‘LL,§ Government@Jelnmg s%rv:c?ont,of“‘aftekel 01, 2004 The 4new
ﬂ‘i La ! ¥ L “idf
ig ;M,e Pensmn Scheme rep aced the hen‘*ﬁfémstmg CCS- (Pensron)

t
“*sf%_ggm & E 1%)?#"?3:‘
h& Rul&s, 4 1972, w.e "reg;;?o,,gyzeozl The CCS (Penslon)RuIes

b ) 'u"&;u J'P.P‘ SFI oy ﬂr \r!
’ [

% 1972’_'pont%|‘f‘1u‘eiil’ to govern all the employees selected prlor to
)

e
i B,

sEg»i31 9. 2003 l-le submltsethat*the applicants;cannot be made
,

--f‘"L Lk .ﬂ /‘

to" 5\ ffer’“‘due to delay‘é'diprocess of appomtment However,
"'I“ﬂww M e #x"
they a%%%betng arﬁltrarll\;l“and lllegally compelled to be
Mwwmmwmﬂu thd S
governed under the new scheme which has come into force

w.e.f, 01.01.|2004 under which they have to contrtbute 10%

of their basic pay plus dearness allowance which is being

e

deducted from their salary bill every month., The CCS

(Pensi'on) Scheme 1972 is very much different and more

| _beneﬂcnal to the employees. Had the Appllcants been given

aa
1

{0 A.No.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singh ete. Vs. UOI etc. )
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appointment letter in 2003, _they would have also joined
immediately and would have been governed by CCS(Peneion)
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 vvritten statement.

ettt W TR IO i By,

11, We have gwen “our, deep consideratlon to the respective
-mf P _._.*
1.‘ 3
. sub#n'nssuons“ made’k‘\lb *“lea rne%cognsel FS‘mthe parties and
. rq‘-; .‘ ’ =§ e l"
- itperused the material on file. ey
@’353 ‘HEE_E%:“ -t«‘? Tti‘

.aé Thei,sole |ssue:§tﬁgt requlres 'to b lﬁcexammed and‘ranswered by
i~ 541 o E

§ A 4,
ﬂ n,us Is. as tou‘ hethe thekapplic nts pse selectton rocess
L | tv mﬁ_% JPE}"" ,‘w"w A p"
}1 ﬂ had staﬁtedvlnmlgsteq%Ja’ ne _Q‘O3Tebuttactual appomtrpent
¥ ! .

{,"'?"
LU RS T

_3!“ ore ! o LT ; . IE
‘j came t sbe mﬁg_e, a ie':: o %Eli, wogld be governed by,;the
- ﬁ* ‘{E x%;i? .{;?&- rs_‘.‘% (v-
E eﬁ_-smn whlch has been
bod

& .',
I ul cCs (Pensmn)’RuIé
¥ :lf’ o, k-(w !\q 3‘ f E #
% &m{,’imtroduced fGl“% peqﬁo S qu mtedﬁo&gor after 1.1.2004. {
; ;. 3 % Tl
‘F%i 13. Even though*x‘th’-"autheﬁpt[gtyiﬁ‘of?tthef’lettermdated 11.1, f" 2003
t et

l - "‘f ;#% ,M:ﬁf 11‘
(A‘n(;exure A 3a)

t"% "‘\ 1'" ""‘4

g

Foed,,

“T ,! ‘(
‘ make clear that the“ same was' |n furtherance%f recruitment
i '\r1- w“.« w*" - f‘

g
process only gs it WasTisstig” for completlon of formaht:es

Q\' : o n'""""!urr-u-—:-' ""{”iw*r
' before actual appomtment is made. It Indlcated that the

,apphcant had been selected for appomtment (not appomted)

t
,I.

and 19, 9 2003 '}It was. made clear, that the selectlon (not

appointment) is prowsmnal‘ and  shall - be subJect to

! |

] I . i ; P

’ ' . ‘ : ©A Wo 125/20!3 ete.-
((,‘f am{mveer Smg!i ete. Vs, UOF etc. }

. i i |
i i - i

is disputed by the ;'esponden,tsr; yet even if it’

x
i’#a,gl: accepted to_,be truehforathe““sé‘ﬁe pf argument OPIY' it would"

. as Mazdoor in bUrsuance of . advertisement dated 6.9: 2003

-__veri_ﬁcatigni;o‘ dite of birth to; ascertaln age as on Iast day of'

P
t
S
T

1
t
{
i - -;_"--?\.. ga leeld ¥
i
{

. . A
i L




i :’ ﬂ‘"aappolntmf_feint:.:r::_re"‘l‘t_')e: %ﬁed{m tﬁ"e Ietber}&order fr hus,
E

Y e e e D e e sy i

Al v
C
. '

,

!
|
L

submission of appllcatlon, educat onélil certiflcate a1d

venﬂcation as apphcable and bla!n< form for attestctiop and

police

medical examination were also forwarded for campletion

EAN i n

which were to be submitted bh/ ‘the

and d ue ai:testation

applicants to the author|t|es The applicants have not

enclosed any appointment order. However, a c0py of same‘\'

SSNr

; M;
i has been né‘losed by the resdbndents at Annexure R 2
| oo St '
. l = dated 3.2. 2@%4@3“1%: ffar tﬁwe;:abpogptmen to the apphcant.
L

%%

ﬁmvnting‘plm to join th?ﬂpost if the term’;{agd condltlons are

43:!( 1t T‘E

5
F, ac?:'e'}s?able torhfgm The selectrjgrﬁr*and appomtrpe'nt IS to take

28
] meffect fromr’th;f" at ;é j0|h1 g yThe\f'erms and’ condi
f e j{jJ '

?G

w“"’

i?ns of

|t can
e R AR A RS

£
%““‘“" safely-tg‘

o Y
i :
i z

conc ude Lthatatie f»regzyltmerﬁ process?whlch ad

=
| ] _ig:a-"”motlo_n_ IR0 acuame to an "é“hd wn.ﬁ'
- E’r . ’E,:‘: N J,an “%‘ LJ_ ] ‘f
1 {_ﬂj‘appomtment ogag ”cr ntés ~:,keb uagé§004 The “recruitment
B ] T a
[ S
b process% andg“ﬁgc%nuitmghlt orf‘%“apﬁointment" are dlféerent
Pl &5 15‘.“& Fiay B .2-
Taig, aqd rqlstinctic;@nspectus which the applicant;s ,are tr{ring to
%H N e el

,&ntermlngle to createua ?confusion The recrultment process
*-. '*‘ " :

méy, g&ave««been m!tlated in 2003 but the'” actqal appomtment
came to‘ve., made A FebruTy, 2004 aid |t cannot be relate

Mcw‘-ﬂ'

back to 2003 for the purpose of claiming benefit under old

Pens;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

i

concerned to signify his acceptance of the same. In the

(02 No.125/2013 ete-
(Chandmaveer Singh ete. Vs, VO] ete. )
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absence of any special statutory provision, etc., contract of

service must be preceded by an offer and acceptance. 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
A1"}m“"‘"‘1l

date of appothnent of the applicant W|Il govern his service

Lew % ;. i - ...“

- under the respondent authorltles O R

: RN L N
'P A £ ¥ e

15, JLearned counsel for the applicant vehemeptly argued on the
Q”E"*um -i?f}*‘_. e ‘““’Ji‘ﬁ';'w

3“ basrs of mstructlons dgatekd 1!1 10“2’
t"n,“: l%
‘é' (\under Ne%\r Pensnonr,Scheme ‘-whlch has been 1ssued on the

S, o l;l: 4j 4
”j' ““Agpllcab I|

i&jb..rmf-ﬂ?c-..-e: |
“ respect Rof th ose 48 ppobpte

w!

1

u.

D
ff" ""f i

‘S,:,(Pensmn) Rules,ﬂ’ 19%2 in

gt

.7

T

; g

L .3’
—-+
Q
'9.
]
o
Flads

T

5

.f“:-,

J,,J induction rammg and |t pas-—.been clar%l;ted as under -

i

1. 'lll
i ,

o TR

R

|—-r * /JM

. lt'iS “c rlfled th atvthe employees who were. put on
‘?‘ % * ;

% mduct:on l:rafhlng aftel'*'thelr appomtment prior to 1-1-

H ,." ".‘-7 )z‘ Y F

ER ) 3 2004'and are paid salary Lfrom thabs date would be
‘ﬁi 1"‘; ‘-‘ "a. - Y, : &

, covered under CGS (Penswn){iules 1972” l"

e

l-l_;. . , -u_. B - .' bu

16, A perusal'of the ‘clatification -would make :t amply clear that
! . "’% e r,“r

the same“do%s not Hélp-thg appllcants' at all as it relates to
"___ ﬁ‘ﬂwwmramw-—mﬁm%fww L .

persons who ,are. put  on “induction tralnmg after

appomtment" prlor to 1-1-2004 and are paid salary prlor
.thereto, are t'o 'be governed by old Pen5|on Scheme. In this
case the applicants have not! been put on induction triam:ng
nor their '_a‘ppointment has _taken place'prlor'_ to 2003 and,

i

i
- I| . " (OANe. 125/2013 etr.-
i . S Y . .

T

{

]

1

i

1

(Chatdraveer Singfi ete, Vi, UOI etc. )
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e 11% Ashaamt‘v

'<_....‘._.__‘__.'..‘..'._....H._._._.ﬁ,....- [

-therefore, the rellance placed b

5t1em on this clarifidation

-
[HEN
'

—

i s also m[sconcelved .
17. It is well settied pr0position of law by the Hon'ble Supreme

Court that merely because a car_ldidate is eligible whep the

advertisement was issued or that the name of candldate is

mcluded in the select list, would not confer any rlght on the/‘* o

PIEST T LSRR

candidate to:be appomtedlbut the«appolntment would take
m“ '}--
eﬁ%ct fro

“?;3 ;! L,

passm. the examina qu The Hon bTev pex’t Court has
1 & %a::; la,:}t ’gﬁfgﬂﬁi ! g{wﬁ . . iut‘ .
CO[lSlStenUY %e’ld‘ thg’t ever;} if aujumber of vacanCtes were -

"a:, t’* wf” ”35‘

f £ £,
5 otlfed for%;a ointh; ent and ade uate*'number of candldates
;& Fie ;f ppointment, f q e

i
é‘? N f%were f?ﬂ Mk, succesl&'fgil

m. thé’(;date éfapphlntmen *a?d Nt from the date of

'#

g, I
m,githey WOUId-‘r not atquxre  any

&yb' I:ijzk L
£ indefeaslble “F‘f nt::to‘f
e !ﬁﬁ L gJJ W..il’?:%g' 5

f% Jvacancleszﬁ Reliapcg In hlS regard ca$n be plqced upoﬁ’.
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18. We also“*notuce that ‘the" appllcants bave failed to challenge

-

the validxty of the cut?ff date of New Pension Scheme and as
such they cannot be allowed to claim that they should be
'go.\_/erned under the old Pension Scheme when the cutoff

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

that scheme.

(0. N0.125/2013 eix.-
(Chandraveer Siugh ete. V. VOf ese. )
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19. We are fortified in our view from decisions of two Benches of
this Tribunal. The Chandigarh Ben_ch of this Tribunal had

occasion-to deal with the issue in O.A.No. 751-CH-2009 titled

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

decided on 27.10.2010. The Court has held as under :-

“2. The prOJected, £ase, of the applicants is that the.

processwto Fill up the. posts"'oﬁ,{Clerks was initiated by
issfiance of. anradvertt 2ment dated, ,28.3.2001. At that

) o tlme the GPE Schéme: WIth Pens:on “Was in operation,
B ) tsﬁ; Howeyer a lot of time was cor;surued 1nr:gomplet|on of
' ﬁ;* sthe appomtment process and the*a p icantg ultlmately
& _Wi,,came to beife pomted“m_,Ju[y, 2004 OnJY, by which
A ¢ time the ew! CPF Scheméyof 2004 had. come into
i B

N P PO apphcants that the *new CPF xScheme has_‘comﬁe into
ww g operatlon only %when aletter dated 11‘(320091 was
p'

E ”“"m.- |ssued,,mak|rLg e -ational and*Tas such they haye to
f ot _bé treated™a =b&en, appqt,nted under- the; old

% i GPF Scheg'\e-e ; B o i

4 f2 )L&,“"“ PE X vooe, B0 - é' o .
4 %,},,} 3. LT&he,qrespondents}, have filed agg‘";'eply to ci_@“ﬁ'test,ithe
[ cla[maof the apphcé s'éuTheg_E plea is that thisissuelhas
ok A alreadw‘been séttl%d by *this Cohrt in the |dent1cal icase
4 of. NazarK rr;ar & Othlers%ys' Union. of India & Others
i % “"d"‘ '?‘é’a'; s "‘éﬁ‘-""‘ii., L‘L'M‘ A

e L f»'f aWeware not reprgducmg the"pleadlngsﬁof thqupal’tIES'
’ &%s “fﬂm detaJI*B as the issue Is 'mg.-Onger’res-integra and
Y ‘s.;, g stands settled by this very,, Bench ofithe rTrlbunaI in the
*\ ""—;gr. ™, case of Nazar Kumar~& Other s, Unlon Of India &
- % “Otherstetc.. . (Q.A.No, 338 CH2008,and 0.A.N0.408-

% CH-2008) dec1ded‘ on~ 10 06. ZOfO Para 15 of the

-----
# e, SPo—_
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‘1‘5an Jview of the,,tabove proposmon of law laid

* down’ by ‘the’ Hon’ble Supreme Court the U.T.

, Chandlgarh whlle adopting thé notification
. dated 12.12.2006:(Annexure A- 3) jissued by the
- State of Punjab’ mtroducmg new CPF Scheme for
. its employees:w.e.f-171.2004. vide -order dated

g;"necessary amendment: in the rgelevant rules

'.'*‘ w.e.fi 1.1.2004, could not make it ‘effective from

E ; ény other- date -as the complete| scheme was
F linade’ effective and the said scheme takes effect
‘ jw e.f 1.1.2004. We do not find any-illegality in
the order dated 14.2.2007, Annext‘Jre A-2 or the

. _! ' . (0A.No.125/2013 ete.
s ‘(Chandraveer. | inght ete. Vs. UOI etc. )

FA ' operation wk’ef 1 1 2004 It? |Sﬂfurther the case of the -

1422007 (Annexure A-2) and jalso making '
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Circular,dated 12. 12 200L (Annexure A-3} as it
does not make any amendment to the|basic
scheme: The date from WhICh the Scheme is to
take effect is mentioned in the Scheme itself. We
do nat find that any grounds have been [made
out to Interfere with the date from which the
new Scheme has been made effective In U.T.
Chandigarh t.e. 1.1.2004! In so far as cldim of
ante-dating of -their appointment s concerned,
that can also not be accepted in view of the
rejection of such claim in an earlier pehtion
UnderW[semememisconceptlon the appllcants
, dce’htnbuted toward—%“‘GPF Scheme and! such
‘ __‘W-Qh amouynt is- ﬁow*bemg refunded to them and they
P aaréﬁto Be made-memBer’s of CPF.Scheme, having
, J;’* Y “’L‘qb en substantively appolnted after 1.1.2004.
— . ; Lyd This can also__not be faulted™ W|th SN

# fﬂ)#“ e %

K ? 4, Flndlng‘!'that’gthegcase ofEthe apphcants ls»covered on
& %ﬁ all fours wrth the qu|51on aforesa|d thig Orrginal

& ‘w ) Appllcation |s%dlsr1}slssed ’; %-g%ﬁ o Hg
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: % f,jj! UoIl etcﬁdemdedﬁp A5 j2@‘1“2 has hel Fas undeér 1 F\
IR FAANANY | i )
}l« EN‘?} *20. HThé apphcanﬁ Has’ r}._everﬁchallenged the.deldy in
! |ssumg gthe 'j’:oﬂ‘er1 %é’appomtment His iﬁrst
-4 h‘ A4

1»%!"

a ,,f
'g{. -t v’ Pensnopﬁ;"Scheme of 1972 o He made hls next
r’epresentatlon in this regard in the year 2008 It is
%ewdent fromi=the.chart” "given at“Para-“4.6 of the 0.A.
i, that the applicant had.not" been singled out in respect
E'Ti-'ﬁ'- of*issuance "of¥the; offér- of appomtment in February,
J‘*’=‘«2004 “Ong Mr. Pankaj KurnarrSmghawas also given the
offeru_tof appomtment"ln March 2004 Had the applicant
approachedma competentwaburt 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
rellef to the extent that he should be covered 23 OA
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

(0ANo.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singhi etc, V5, VO] etc, )
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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 PensioniI
Scheme, 2004.”

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

i.e. prlor to Sl 2004 and as sucha.they cannot claim that

e 4

;o g
they: have to. be goverried byiold Pensnon Stheme.
‘-'~' k‘ l' 33 -' ) %a

22 In V|ewmf the afore sald dlscussmn |tr |s held that the
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