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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) Q.ANO.125/2013 ..o ctramsernrn,
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Chandraveemslngh s/o,t_Swayam Slngh aged *about 27 years, rfo

village and posts, Smsmn, presentiy%workmg ag  Majdoor in
Ammumtlonhpepot Bharatpur,
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Mr Kedagii mal Meena s/o shf
dyears,‘*'r/o Parlm‘Ba!ajl f«mod
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ewar MaIvMeena, uaged about 40
gpresently "vderklng as* Ma]door in
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E{ HgfBhan Slngh s/0.Bh ood“‘u‘ gh, %Pged bout 53 years F/o

vuﬁ”iage om nagar;” natwa;'éh;é"’
W”oakmg as Majdopr |n Amm
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("4) =+0.A.NO.12 8[2013 EA
kJawaher Lal 1yogt s/o BanWarmLaI;ﬁYogl, aged about 35 years rfo
SuraJ Nagar N|WarU“fRoad Jhotwara, Jalpur, presently workmg as
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1 aphoh Pyar)}}ﬁ Mathura, presently
i m Depot- B?_aratpur
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am leas s/o PaltU Tam..aged..abodt” 38‘Fx]aers, r/o village and
post Sarai Kalan%teh Mundawer, . Alwar, presently working as
MaJdoor in Ammunition® Depothharatpur

(6) 0.A.N0.130J2013 LT L i

. N | '
Snyam Sunder. s/fo Ram lal, aged about 36 years, rfo IV|Ilage

angal Babajl, post Badour, teh Bharatpur, presently worklng as
M jdoor in Ammunltlon Depot, Bharatpur
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(7) |0.A.NO. 131/2013 ' o o ;

Stlanker Singh s/o VeJendra singh, aged ‘about 51 years,| r/o
) wllage Kasoda,- post Kasoda teh. Bharatpur, presently working as
MaJdoorm Ammunltion Depot; Bharatpur .
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SIShU Pal s/o Data Ram, aged about 34nyears, r/o Gummbﬁ.r post

| Bal Kesher; Agra presently working as MaJdoor |n Amn"rumtion

{ Depot Bharatpur.

(9) 0 A.NO.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*leattl Rarrl,.“aged about 3’6i,years, r/o vrllage and
post Jai Choli® post Par f‘gh‘}”Roopba ”dlStrICt Bharatpur, presently
worklnvi Majdogormb ‘Ammunition Depot] Bharatpur
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Jagb_l\r Smgh s/o K,S arr Slngh, Faged" about 34 years I‘/Ot Village
pre

&nd post , Dustt Mathurf,é
urd ;

;%Amm nition Defot,. Bha&at
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E%Prem Slng #S{ 0w Ramk ljadlgag de;ha%%utanQ wyears, r/o V||Iage
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sently worklng aS’“MaJdoor in
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jed..ab0! 3@1 years, /g VrlLage
’:’teb. 'Chhala, dlstt“"“Mathura
iy A #nltloqﬁﬁepot Bhak;;atpur|
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Kasooda, f’“teh Bharoth|,“°di“§t'ﬁ*‘"8harat urwpresehtly workmg as

MaJdoor mJAmmqnltlon Depot, Bharatplf. = 4 g\‘!‘ .
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Avmash Kumar slo Gageshl Slngh“ ’aged about 27 years, r/o
village and postskasoda dlstti Bharatpurr presently working as

Majdoor in Ammunltioanepot Bharatpur
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(15) O.A.NO, 139[201
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Darshan singh s/o kishori lal, aged about 29 years, r/o village and
post Sukka ki Nangal, P.O. Bhandur, Distt. Bharatpur, presently
workmg as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot., Bharatpur.

(16) O.A.NO. 140[2013 '

' Shiv singh s/o Nathi Singh, aged about 43 years, r/o Village and
post Jatoli Thoon, teh. Deeg, Dist., Bharatpur, presently working
as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(0. He.125/2013 ete.-
{Chandraveer Singhi etc. V5. VO[ ete. )
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(17) 0.A.N0O.141/2013

Mohan Singh s/o Manohar Singh, aged about 35 years, rfo 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 Abrarl, The, Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur, presently working as
Mazdoor in Ammumtlon Depot,iBha,l;qtpur
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M
Mohan ;lngh s/o Avtar Slngh aged*about AT years /o wllage
and 1post .».teh Kumher; presently worklng as® uMaJdoor in
Amjnun;tgpn Depot, Bha;iatpur'mw%f% o ff"}
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/ Pufaka, PogtiKhanduli
" working as %ajgooLL_.'
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% Raghuveer Slngh slo?ngurLa ra edhaboutv50 years,jr/o wlIage
§ Gundwa post Bhandor Teh %And dlstt% Bharatpur..., p_resently
wo"ﬂ‘(mg as Majdoo!:gl Am munltlon Depet Bharatpur f
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(22) 0.A. NO"‘146/2013*=H | RN H
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Bhggwan Slr;gh sflk -yad Ram Saini, »aged *aboutf27 years rlo
wllage Gundwa, Lpost‘*’Bhandorﬁ‘*"Dlstt Bharatpur.# presently
workmg as Majdoorﬁln Ammungmon Depot Bharr:atpuus’"Sa
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" Sulfesh Chand zfg’Mlttl.sLal,magedl‘"aB"‘gut 36 years rfo village

-athpura, post Allopura distt. Maipuri(U.P.), presently worklng as
Ma]door m Ammunltton Depot, Bharatpur. ' :
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. Suresh Chandra slo Prahalad Slngh aged about 47 years rfo vrllage- and

post Slnsml teh Deeg. Bharatpur, presently worklng as Majdodr in
Ammunmon Depot Bharétpur. o : i i ’g’
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25! o.A No 149(2013

Ram Veer Slngh slo Klshan Stngh aged fabout151 years Erfo vi lage and
post Mandha -Post Sankh, The and Distt. Mathlura presently working as
Majdoor in Ammunitioh’ Depot Bharatpur i
(26) 0.A:N0O.150/2013

Nahar Singh slo shri Charan Singh, aged about 48 years rfo village iand

; post Nangla- Harchand post, Sogar (Bharatpur) presently working% as
’ Majdoor in Ammumtron Depot Bharatpur '
. s \h,,uwmuwy %;y
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Motm wloﬁjeet Slngh ahed about 37 years"3 rlo wltage anq post Bachmadl
preseipﬂy worklng as Majdoor in
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Vﬁnodibqumar Shargna%/o tiherpcf']aréd aged vabout 32 yeé’fg rlo Murwara
éDtstt‘;’;‘iBharatpurf‘;t presently *'zworkin '

S nrtlon c‘3Depot
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’é ejSlngh slo Sh[’l Ram srngh Faﬁe tabolit 36 years rlo wllage post Borar
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% presintly worklng asiMaJdogot lrJ;Ar'?nn“lunl
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Yogesh]Sha Frna slo Rajendrad Prasad, aged about 27 years rlo Jamun Ki

Bagrcht goatpura Roadeubash Naga[J.rBharatpur‘" pres*éntly \ﬁrorkrng as

-w-r

,.h. .......

Ma]doo_rim Ammunttron Depot EFa;atpur R o _i;;.e
¥ I i - ‘ i‘,,:ﬁ‘ .;ft;‘f
(31) 0.ANO 1155[2013 ENE T o

Raj Kishore SIOE.,BHJ Klshore aged- about 33 years rlo VIIIage and post
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.
{32) 0.A.NO.156/2013

Hardam’ Singh sfo Harcharan Singh, aged about 49 years, rfo village and

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

(O.A.No.125/2013 ete.-
(Chandraveer Siugh erc. V5. V0! etc. )

Ammunition Depoth aratpurfw \ .



(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.

f34) Q.A. NO 158/2013

Rupesh s/o Mitthan Lal, aged about 30 years, r/o Chaura Ka
Hanuman Colony, Char Sheher Ka Naka, Sharma Farm Road,
Gwalior, presently worklng'waswl\llajdoor in Ammunition Depot.,

Bharatpur.. =" ) Ty
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Lal Slngh slo‘ Rohan q;ng,g, saged about 34 iyears, wllage and

p%st Jafioli, Rathwgri! eh; Andq,Dlstt Bharatpur, “presently
?OFKlng as Majdoér lntAmmunltlggn Depotﬂ,Bharatpur Y
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5 Kunwar Pal Smgh slo Rames Chan ageda‘:about 46 years rfo
J}K 11eg,‘;_Bhatatpur presently-working
i <:;tﬁ;~i,Bharatpurﬁrj e, "f
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.+ i % Sunheri sfo F{amm~-~1l£’aabuf1 aged éabout‘228 years, rfo Vlllage and

i HPost Mai; eF’ost Bharah%*%tent&B&ésen, ,E)lstt Bholpur, presently

. vgorklng?agxMajdooru;Ln Ammunltlon Depot Bh’a,ratpu;i i
b AL g“’ _wé" ALY
s-i(ss) 0. A N0“z162f201 : e AN #

F .
AT Ratnveer Singh s/o Mahendra Slngh aged abdut. 29 years, .10
S VIllage amd post Kasoda Distt., Bharatpur g.presently worklng as
Ma door m“Ammunlt:og Depot Bharatpur - w,ﬂu
: . e iﬁl% L,- . . {:ﬂ GM!*FF,
A.NO. 1|63 2013 .5, i

; O

f ._"Bagalu Smgh s/o Mansmgh aged about 27 years r/o v:IIage and
0oL "zpost takha, dlsst Bharatpur presently worklng as Majdoomn _
._'A munltlon Depot éharatpur I ,! ai
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(40) 0.A.NO, 1Js4zzo13 1 .
A

- .'.";Ar\de Sharma s[o i}/lohan Lal Sharma aged about 32 years o
la: madhopur post Saunkan distt: Alv'a'r, '

\nllage and post “‘Na
presently workmg: as i\illajdoor in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpuﬂ.
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M.A.No. 291/00202/2014 -
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(41) 0:A, NO.165/2013

-

Rajesh Kumar v;chona sfo Munshl IaI 'aged about. 32 ye=ars..;r/o§
; Qurveera post Dhanders, teh. Kaman DlStt Bharatpur presentty:

worklng as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot Bharatpur

(42) o A.NO, 91/00214/2014 &

Raju Singh s/o Shri Ramu Slngh aged about 31 years; r/o House
no. 43/13, village ‘and post Kanjauli line Distt.- Bharatpur,
Rajasthan, presently worklngaasmMajd%gor in Ammunition Depot,

e j

Bharatpur. é;‘: - ? f“ - ““aﬁ_q%% _

o+ “?‘1 SRR I '

(43) O.A. N0¢291/00215_/2014 & o 4 . "-‘i] |
M.A.No. 29*1[00201"[2014 LA #: B,
zp.fl?!‘..‘ z . ?q

Ba]blr Slngh slo S r;@'ms Prakash*ﬁlngh agey - about 30 years,
r/o Vlllagé and posthasoda Dlsttﬁ Bharatpur Rajasthan presently

1K mh Pal Smgh &5 Shrj larendra "Slngh"‘“ aged about 36. years
: r/ bkDhai Ji KI.J*HaVell,»’ A{al ;Band"“Dlstt ,*Bharatpur Rajasthan
i pre sently worklngﬁas** Majdoorlrl%Ammumnon Depot, Bharafpﬂr
b i iF
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L45Y1o A.NO.20177 6021773014, &l A e, R
M.A, No 291[00199[2014 " Lo ey #

1

Harlal S/o Shrl Shlvlal aged bout 33 years r/o vlllage Achalpura
post Mukhara, Distt Bharatpur Ra]asthan presently W‘orklng as

Mazdoor |n\.Ammun|t|on Depot' Bharatpur l,_z"
(46) 0.A.N0,201 /00218/2014 & T
M.A.No. 291[00197[201 St ,Ja-»f"“"

Ashok Kumar s/o Sbyamf Babuwfaged 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 , /o village and
post Sogar, teh. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

{O.ANp. }25/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singh ete. V5. V0! ete. )




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

Ashok Kumar Solanki sfo Shri Bhoop Singh, :aged abouf , o

village and post Bachhamadi (Noh), Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan
presently working as Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot, Bharatpur

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

- Shiv Ram Singh s/g.shri*MShar S|ngh,%aged abolt , r/fo Qtr. No.
4, Type III Telephone Colony, Rajendra,h Nagar Bharatpur

_'—-‘; g s e
lnesh Kumar-fslo ‘fshrn.ungag a S]ngh,ﬂ .1/ Vlllage anq post
51 ﬁL
Jaghlma (3 s hya)fv»stlstti.&Bhar,ﬁatpl.: ¢Reyasﬂ’?hn presently,,werklng
_gg aS«-MadeOI‘ m;Ammunltio e "‘Bharatpun A i 5
? K o i %-,-.;m- w
: i ban T
i i 0
A A 9 .;M‘“' s #
ik i i z% e
i ﬁrlehna Kuma‘h‘_"Shagna slo I?adhey !Lal "Shérma aged*about
" l‘ol Village and*‘ezpost Gunserag teh Kumher Distt. ;.Bharatpur
N asthan presentlyﬁworklngéasg Majgsloor in, Ammun[tlon Depot
B '-,;’ 1% ’m,itr’ {?_(?& “?l, 1{%;,@ .. . {_
(52Y ¢ Sang 291:[00224‘22014 & wa s
SLM.A.N0.4291700192/ L SR
e B it -, ) g A
) Sohan La! sfcePeetamber,.qgeld apput" rlo lelege gnd post [Vlalah
... . .Distt.: Bharatpur'*'Reuasthan presently W?Srklngt"as Majdoor in
- D‘pot Bharatpur | """‘“"’ 5jf~7~7¢-~$v#?f"‘ [ﬁﬂfﬁ T 11
P 53, 0_._ No. 291_!00225L2014& ; ‘ i
A .291[00191(1201 R S T
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‘ \Jn Smgh slo Shr&Bradera Smgh aged about 30’ years,‘lrlo- FURETHE |\
2 4 village - end post, Surawai- - }Chlksana teh. Bharatpur,, Distt. .+ i
Rt L.B:Haratpur Rajasthan presently worklng as Majdoo_; din.
< [&-Ammunition De o_t‘Bharatpuri S St L |
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(55] 0. A NO. 291/00227L2014 &

M.A. No 291/00189/2014
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MA‘N 291/00190/2014 i i3 . ’
i 4 . L "f.' i - i,‘ 1. i
7 Nawal Slngh s/o Shn Ram Slngh agedlabo'ut 'yelafsé.rlc wllage
. Add| and post Kasauda; teh Bharatpur Dlstt Pharatpur
. Rajasthan presently worklng as Majdoor in Ammumtlon Depot, :
_Bharatpur ‘ ' Ce L P

Kunwar Slngh $lo ShrLBhagwat—Slngh aged,.about 31 years rlo
village Addi and; postVKas’aucTa“'tehq Bhfratpur**Dlstt Bharatpur

Rajasthan preséntly working as Majdoor m,Ammunltlon
Bharatpur L - -

g Rajesh Kumar**sle,gShri
§ VIIlage and fpost Ucch‘h
4 Rajasthan, presentiy.éwork
1 N

Depot,

ﬁSanJeew Kumar slo;eShrl Naresh Pratap*‘Smgh aged about 32

y‘ears %lo vlyageh Rampur post Jamalpur DlsttxMunger, Bihar,
present y, worklng a& m.Majdoor in Ammunltlon"Depof Bharatpur

‘*\.m- At AT

'és. 9!' ...-1}- - i( _; _.{
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(58) 0.A:NO. 291/0023()420145&; RN
M.A.No. 291/00186/3014, e
. 'ﬂ],. Lo I T H‘;: =
Qﬂym iy ,41!"“ e

Mukesh Kumar s/o Shri K&shav- Dayal aged about 32 years, r/o
village and post Baben, Teh. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur,
Rajasthan, presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot,

Bharatpur.

: (0. No.125/2013 ctc.-
(Cﬁand'mvnr Singh ctc, V5. VOI ele. )



(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 Smgh aged about 34 years, r/o village
and post Ucchain, Teh“"’Roop\AT“aS"*E)lstt Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently worklng as Ma]door;tr%;.Ammumtl nDepot Bharatpur.

{ "b 1otk k, ;;! e 3, w

(61) Q.A. N0.291/00233“[ 014 & i

‘-ﬂ.
=,

Doorendra 'PrabodhmsloﬁShﬁi{‘Kﬁa iash .Chand, aged ,about , Tlo

Baben %(Bben) e,[eh“- Kumher Dis Bharatpur“”"Rajasthan
; presently workm" as; M"ajdoo? lof Ammumt"‘.,_" n Depot;: Bharatpur
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'po'st,.cSebvar'*sf'Dlstt Bhératpur Rajasthan

%

Ammunltlon Depot, Bharatpdr
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! V|llage Malipurd, :
3 p?esently Work]ng -4s Maj
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Hardev Slngh slo:Shrl Shyam*l'."al aged about 34f’years r/o
Villagé? Khaniswara, post; Paprera teh, “Kumher, viay Nadbai, Distt.
Bharatpur;._ Rajasthan presently worklng as* Majdoor in
" Ammunition Iepot Bharatpur..e—" 7_,,_,?-«.&"" :

*i L’. ?:f‘

=8 -t
wﬁi"-’.‘l‘.‘r&q-g_ua"u?’mﬁ 3T

" ML.A, No. 291[00180[2014

i i

Pa pu s/o Shri Mahaveer Singh, aged bout , T/o Vt[lage

Girdharpur, post Kesoda Distt.- Bharatpur, Rajasthan, prelsently

wo[kmg as Majdpor :n Ammunmon Depot Bharatpur

g

T (OA N, 125/2013 et
(Chandraveer Singh etc. 15| VOI ete. )
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(65) 0.A.NO.291/00237/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00179/2014 - " i
! . .
l \

N[ranjan Singh s/o Shri Kishan Slngh,.aged about 50 years rlo
_V|llage Moroli, post Udhyog Nagar, Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
p[esently Worklng as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

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

L AL
grvi -
e wm%k

Narendra Singh¢ «&/6 Shri Mo%tixa ;Slngh aged about 28 years, rfo
near DAV#*‘*SchooI gGoJ rall, Bogd .%Subash Nagar Distt.

Bharatpu‘r R%]'ésthan presently ‘workmgi as’ Majdoor in \
Ammumtlon Depot Bharatpur. o
]

fabout 30 years; tfo
--E)lstt w»Bharatpur Rajasthan

gqu ;.M. TR T
§ presently Workmg as"-"‘Majg# 9 _w@?@.m%rQUnmon%Depot Bharatpt?r
% Yk =y WP R T e
] 9 ””r“iﬁ‘”‘ S Ty Y Apgllcantvs
%’5 gﬂ mﬂi‘- ’-“ﬁ [r_.—? ; ‘i\‘ ‘i's ':g;g gi.;j 7 k
% s #Versus % R
” P ; % Eﬁ T-lI
1.4Union of India_, A I i
through*the Secretary to the Govt. of Indla,, o ki
M!nlstry of lefence, et ‘:’1 N £
Nel Delhi. * .. " o L
aa ‘- Rt e - - _f'
2. Offlcerﬂmcharge A, O C. Records e
. o i
Secundrabaad. ™ o "
l‘*:sm ""':&.._A e L
"71!.. i e it ot R —“*ﬁ:""a
3. The Commandafit. - s
AMMUNItION DEpPOt, ™tz
Bharatpur.
Respondents

Present:  Mr. P. N. Jatti, Advocate, for the applicants.
Mr. D.C. Sharma, Advocate, for the Respondents.

) (O ANe.125/2013 ric.-
(Chandraveer Singh ete. V5. VOI etc. )
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_ 1, The facts and the questions of law involved In these cases

11

i ORDER
HON'BLE MR, SANJEEV KAUSHIK ' MEMBER (J) .

——— P

———

4ot

are common and as such these are being disposed of by a’| :

common order. The facts are being taken from 0.A. No.’

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

2. The appl]cant has fjledethjs.‘o A W|th a prayer to quash the

"“m

A
order datéd 14, 2 0;1 Lead with orde; dated 12.1.2012

Le:,'i

vge W |c'“ig, he was informed taf;t e exle,%ng Pens:on

E"

& Sdheme was ' t,ﬁo ‘%ﬂd’%@ 12 2003 % nd ,,pé‘w pension

!

I| l'ﬁL

J u I— JL
"ﬂfS&heme 1 trodu d w, if 1"29@‘2‘{?5 appl:fb]e o all the

f ‘J‘“%’-'m

5 b "Eentral &%ovemgnep’tl '_S ,')f Esgj appomted oﬁivor .after
g‘ Ek:ﬂs }i?i‘&hl“ ﬂw" ‘i-,,:_j"_ i F( ;" ';.:zm""ﬂ'._ 'E-m-"
H sy 1, 200;1; and., smce f ;Elgpgpinted in~the year
i £ Aamff” : gatfw eves
! i‘j‘:‘} 2004, tl%e*‘WoﬂdfrfAﬂéeﬁﬁ?é@red by"emsting Rules; 1972’

::" -r%
5

j‘g 3 rug The facts% th jc"fe ‘f’ fc egd "to fIngg of O.A. are,that the
‘l‘é g“qﬂa 2&-

]
£

17
B
H

I

4 Ay

‘g ofaMazdoors T,Ige appllcant o
ey .

rw g3

w*"

d
Ammunltion Debot Bhargatpﬁr %%lrfﬁftmed a nochation |p the
e T

mpﬂoﬁ@ép{ber, 2003 mv1ttng.:aﬁgh(:at10ns for thé posts
Y ‘

4

l.} oy "’1
[glms thaf:’a the pr‘ocess of

A
F

-"&
apﬁpomtglent was finalized, and; abpomtmentd’f/ selection

'n‘tE‘

:_(.g

Iettersz,,yyere “Tssugd in the month. of'ﬂo&ember 2003. 1Itis

[EE—— s
*1._,‘,

submitted that“the,v(:zovernmentﬂ”éervants who have been

appointed / selected prior to

1.1.2004 are to be treated

under the CCS (Pensmn) Rules 1972 and those who have

been appomted / sélected on 1.1. 2004 or subsequently are

to be governed by New Pension Scheme. The claiim ‘of the

applicant is that since the applicant was selected as per the

(0AN0.125/2013 etc.-
{Chandraveer Singh ete. Vs. V0T etc. }
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notification Issued In the month of :September, 2003 and

appointed in the month of November, 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 declined by Annexure A-1,
Hence this Original Appllcation

4. The, respon,deﬁt“”have Opposed thét% by filing reply. They

s:gn at«%‘g F,n%ti igﬁldg:n 53ff‘cajasgii?:tlon°’**>tto the post of

aMazdo’brs "was publlshedﬂ;

] news paperJE lrEwSeptember, 2003
l Lo f-‘
and ompetttnii' wgphygsm

Est af‘?&lﬁntemew wa’s é‘orgducted

g ety b %
qurlngt ;per d 0 3 9,28 %2003. Thevap licant
& N ;ﬁ*‘) ", 1& g k’r';i‘ 'ﬁ '1
_r;ae as on _ffoﬁathe s_eﬁ{eqt:., _Qi_}%a{f;%ﬁatesw Selectlon .letter i(NOt
;‘ e RS .‘,'I 98 Vo i ._}; TM!
£ appointiient ojdenas: e edudg im b 10.11.2003. They
s s IR
ﬂﬂ have s bLnLtted ntha’ ¥ selectlon,a iletter englosedi as

165
] fli Lk f
lé :?ﬁeﬁﬁf signed bysthe Dfepot
Sl ‘

5 ]
htﬁggﬁ'AS" qug origlnal letter ssued-

sria forge dasi
,f'l S e

. : ,
tg ,aggt(_lcant“;"selectlon was pro}jslon% and subJect to

,@
: %uth‘entiCIty of, ta'écuments;w ‘AccordlngTy, after ganfrmatlon
%’Fquthentlcnty of ‘fhlS =cfocUment appointmé"rt order was
““f&.,ﬁ e )
issued to*the appllcant“on 377, 2004 agamst WhICh he: JOlned
Q‘m&*‘?"ﬂm mm&wﬁ‘-ﬂ”m ’ ‘
his duties-on 9.2. 200&31L and formal appointment order was

tssued on 9.2.2004 (Annexure R-2), Persons who joined thelr

duty prlor to. 1.1. 2004 are authorized for penslon under CCS

duty on or- after 1.1,2004 are to be covered under the New

Pension. Scheme, The applicant having Jolned:hls dutles after

—_— i .. : [
b ; s )

ECRN | (O.AN0.125/2013 etc-
o (Chanidraveer Singh etc. V5. VO ere. )

'_"-‘f-—-l—_.{‘

(Pensmn) Rule 1972 and the candldates who have joined * . |
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appointment on 9.2.2004, he is not entitled to ‘pension under
CCS (Pension} Rules, i972. Copsr 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,

e TR R oy,
Mlnlstry of,,yFmance,, Notlfrcation No%i/7/2003 -ECB & PR

datﬁed‘“ﬁz 12“2003 xG Vt"‘ Of l’ndla} Ieptt Oﬁ,Pensmn & P.W.
& % tf'g .;ﬂ, by 1-

40. M. No. ‘ '38/58/06 Eg‘&pw (A) datkd 11.10,2006 and
’ ?Zv A‘F"'«‘;EE” g‘;‘z @ i iy '{..

éf 5 3'L 2008 are Iaced on i cord aS*Annexure R-3.8%

4\ 'Eh?! 1 ?;, & .
[w 5 ;rhey sub i e i‘ er: of é]; er dated 11 10 2006
J ¥ l oy
- 5 % Pg* - . ,;fe %"'“'v g

I T o 3 "M s
gl ;W(Annexuﬂe R- 3“),%; | OYeS: sﬁwhot’Were put on- Lndu?ction
£ . e — i
£og fa reap| nent.prior to 1.1, 2004“"and are
¢ e G e _-““rm Here, 1 ti -
Loy o LAk i
p paid salary from eth 1:55‘date,,_i(r.'ould«b‘be*K covered under LCCS
: £ LY ER R R SEI

% (PenSIOFI) RUle L97 ’f) é ‘%’ r-liiil gﬁg e {j

4

{“;' 6 The apblrcane has&frﬂledq,,a4 re]omder -Wlth lé‘ view to rebUt the

.ix‘ "’”w :& """" =0 i”;{ . _,'i; :3
é‘ SUbITIISSJOI'IS rDade in the written stat:ement > ﬁf
-“i ﬁ- ';" : oy, T Lh"e.f"‘q ._s‘- 5
. 7 %\i\fe have heard learned counsel for the respectlve parties at
" ::"' :‘ P ";!'”".i PR b .." - .,sr”" 48
[ength . § "-.:.‘. -.rf "‘"E O R * ,Hj J;gp‘ff?
‘f"u.“é ”"7.1-‘ _H,‘.e""'r ﬂ‘,ﬁf

8 Mr. P.N. "‘Jattl, Iearned cotrnsel for the;ra”bphcant argued that
the recrwtment processwhad been |n1t|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-

appomtmen_‘t” would take W|th|n its sweep the process of

. b

recruitment | alsg and it’ cannot be separated for the purpose

) 1 ! . | .

of denying | the',"; benefit of, old -pension scheme to the
T | f R .. E L

|

{0.2.No.125/2013 ete.-
(Cﬁand’mwer Stngh ete. Vs V0! etc. )

3

4 .
3
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RIS ?‘i} Wiy Mm ;
it o i i'h
Governn%%pt J@Wﬁjei:wceﬁlontor afteﬁbl 01. 2004‘ The iinew
@k{-‘ j’ % I T ‘“,3”%*3 RS r.:
Bi! imﬁPensmn Sche e rf plac ed the;the_rlf;ex;stmg CCS:=: (Pensmn);
% ’_s“e‘ yoi 'l‘al-é?”’"
Rulesﬁfiq 1972, w. Be00i0n 007, Tﬁ‘e ces, (Pensmn)RuIes,
‘#M %z..z q_ﬁ.aw ' , ,’,

applicants. This. was ahotly- contested by- learned counsel for

A ———

L - .i
-

[
y ChE

Ithe respondents statlng that the ‘term appointment is

mdependent of recrwtment process and one does not enter

mto cadre, unless a formal appomtment order is |ssued and

in this case the appomtment has been made after 1 1‘ 2004

- and as such the appllcant would be governed under the New

5 S PE T e S, T

o, .
.Pen5|on Schern"e g, | :

% ié;: s"': i *tﬁ, -
Mrﬁ,aattl, Ieaﬁrned% otinse frmthe a’ppllcants vehemently
P 'i'.g ‘31 # " =:§

i

1garguetfl ‘lthat by the time the appllc{ants were given ~

. '“’l-mproposalﬁ1 towrﬁ‘plemle IEEthe™ newsrTe Lstructured? deflned
Hikag B ,el; al % +

B

ih

iy

rr'""“l" Contnbutlon Pe[?nsmn 5:

E'i' , ,‘.gll :ﬂ- . jﬁﬁg’g&%ﬂﬂ{,

i,

L{f appomtrnentab der of the|r ppemtm}ent the Go‘vernment of

By e B “h2y

.ng'! i‘ . R 1;?&” “Zé .
rﬁg‘dla hﬁotlﬁcatlo _ ‘;* 221‘23‘3%003, appl'ovz‘d the
g mﬁ..w : 3‘1‘ ﬁl“iﬁ-ﬂaﬂr‘ s; i .5;

AL

pt

‘r-\,:...l f

SR Skl e e -’me :
i T *he new recruitsie Ceqtral

OFif

l‘.
’q_q 1%72’;eontlnued‘”to govern all the employees selectedlﬁprlor to
éc A ‘;ﬂg ‘igﬁ ‘EEF

\'u Pj- “s“l‘ ’(f

*‘E%il 1‘s2 2003. HF submltsmthat'the appllcantslcannot be made

l i Y ? " ei ¥
to%suffer’-’“*dule;ﬁto delayedlprocess of appomtnl’ht nt. However,

they are belng agFBItrarllv and llﬁgally compelled to be
governed under tﬁi%r‘i‘é”vl”“é‘éﬁé'niz 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 their salary bill every month. The CCS
(Pension) Scheme 1972 is very much different and more

beneficial to the employees. Had the'Aplecants been given

(0.2.N0.125/2013 etc.-
{(Chandraveer Siugh ete. V5. VO exc. )

.
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appointment letter in 2003, »t'hey would have also joined
immediately and would have been governed by CCS(Pension)
Rules, 1972, This was resisted by the learned counsel for the
respondents.
10. Mr. S_harma, learned counsel for respondents reiterated what
has been stated in the written statement.l
o IR,

11. We have glven our deep consnderatlon to the ‘respective

B subimissmngumadae ‘}b%{ 'ﬁ-learnedxﬁognsfel fonathe parties and

"' 5. ,f?P E
T aperused‘fthe materlal 0'%1 ™ Y
& g "@?‘ ‘ ﬁfﬁ‘éﬁﬁ 'Ei:\gi ", %
aﬁ Theﬁsole issu juithat requ to befax xamined angdsanswered by
83 “ 4 3' .fk‘%j“ . !;
£ . gus'is as het c e seléct
{’ ;, {" q ke ty)i ants ﬁxvhyos selectlo:’ p;;)ocess

{...-d
Mo, T el mk E

: Ehe madesaft' 004 would hbe governed byqthe
S o S s PR

| *’?3 CCs (Pensmn)*"'RulesI 1 j7~ 10 ragNewﬁPensmn WhICh has I%een
; ) 1?;; 4 g‘, ‘E [ %. £ _g I ¥

} N ?;{, a'i (ﬁé}.

3 i, *mtroduced fo%i}persons app mted nier after 1.1.2004.

Ry

L.r !?Qy

i;"t-é% ,.; a{-bijﬁﬁ

%; 13. Eve_!n thougha‘the autheﬁn;tlnoaty’?of‘"the‘Ietten"dated 11, 1]{’2003

P " 4] "sj .m‘,‘ E."‘AF E B ']i'
ﬁf’r ( fnnerxqre A%g"‘)%ls disputed by the'ﬂ'espondemts? yet even if |t
R S

*sas accepted to. Pe trUe formthe' sake of argumeht onl@ it would

make clear that the" samé was ln furtherance"of recruitment
*‘ n,. .
"*L; e S .-rﬁ“"

process onlyéas it was*‘lssue for com‘pletnon of formalities

t g 5;_&“

L.
T o
=R G s IR

before actual appomtment is made, It |nd|cated that the

applicant had been selected for appomtment (not appomted)

and 19, 9 20{)3 It was made clear that the select:on (not

appomtment) |s provnsmnal and shali be subJect to

PRI A

: F (OAMNo.125/2013 ete.-
" (Ch aud’mveer .S‘mgﬁ ete. Vs ’UOI etc. }
S : . | i

i .

i as Mazdoor 'n pt{rsuance of. advertlsement dated 6. 9 2003

_ veriﬁcatfon .of date of blrth to ascertam age as on last day of'

1
|
-
i
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L
_;submlssmn of applicatlon, educational certlﬁcate arld police
: " 2 ;
’verlﬂcatlon as appllcab[e and blank form for attestatlon and

medical examination. were also forwarded for completion

and due attestation which were to be submitted b&/ the
applicants to the authorities. - The applicants have not
'enclosed any appointment order. However, a copy of same
. -aﬁﬂ&—uh{g‘-:@dwa

has been @nclosed by. the rggpondents at Annexure R-2

dated“"S 2, 2@04‘gw é o%;éﬁs theLppoLptment%Eo the® applicant

% fi '?i
znvmn h|m to join the post If the terms and cond1t1ons are
%ﬁ? P -.-ﬂlg JP, kil,%ﬁgg%e.%’}a - L
_ﬁ H

kY
f ac?:‘eptable to:,;hrm The SE|ELCt|0n*‘apg appomtment |s to take
.‘1 n&- B
¥
5

/

r’ L*"?
ee?fect from{g‘f;leu"datea of ]Olhlng ﬁ@T‘he\l:erms and condltlons of

‘%; k- f%ﬁj it

w"’*‘m«appointmenta,are mé’_ E'ﬁ'n egf rpxtheﬁletter}{ order tThhs |t can

S lk,r, ’.';

n LA

e

i
e

;. o & 7- A ' 5
“{:“:safely béimconcluded —,_E-'e* reqrmtmeﬁt process "Wthhgi—had

.sm-L

G ,, , "“‘j i
ﬂj'been sei%Q? inee oﬁﬁg{rétﬁﬁoog,”‘came to an end !\thh

d .,f;;ﬁ L1s 4

] %«Aﬁéappomtmena‘;%a%pliaén 5 E;brua%y*f2004 The “recruitment
ik, J T ﬁj

process&’f andsﬂ,“reqi: i bmenEnicr appomtment” are different

o |

"’ié!_i an& rd_lstmct‘,gganspectus whu:h the apollcants are tr;mg to
b ,,94, o, S S
“ﬂkmterq}lngle to createna confusmn The recru1tment process
. aw o b JJ :
may have: .been mnttated in 2003 but ghe actual appomtment
"%_r R L &

'r"

came to® bemgladem“Feb”fuary,rzoogﬁ.a'nd it cannot be relate
'&i %‘1 .a.m?]it"ﬁ -

back to 2003 for thﬁeﬁqﬁurpose of claiming benefit under otd

Pensron 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

(O.A.M0.125/2013 erc.-
(Chandraveer Singh ete. Vs. VOI ete. )
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r;% covered underJCGS (Pens:on) Rules, ;972,, F
s!.l \

16, A perusal**of the clanﬂcahon would
Y

17

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
,.wn‘wwmc..w..,.,

date of appo:nt?nent of the appllcant w1|| govern his service

..... F g *'.-
A Fhe

15, 1fLearned .counsel for the applicant vehemeptly argued on the

%F"‘ua,m iﬁ{%ﬁm .;;‘w%;&?‘ Ma
basjs of lnstructlons dated 1*1 10.’3006 (Annexure'*A 5) issued

v, L AR N

S 1&
ﬁunder Ne\i\vPensmn Schemerl,{whlch ha,e been lssued en the

wa ”‘% '%g Yﬁ % & rbaw"”‘ t%‘rél,

19 ) Rules 19'}2 in

Pt L

?

t ose ‘.'agp
d ﬁf '-T%i;‘ 5 -r;Lg 3
it sgﬁclanﬂed that‘agthe emgoyees who were. pyt on
T H
T rv.,,::' ‘;i 9-.*1% X
i mductuon f“l?a‘lhgng;a frefi tﬁelr appo _tment prior to 1-1-
£ "
; ¥ 2004 ‘amd are paid saiary ~fr0m that» date would be
%’ :3- “'Lg v a"r'

\. r!’
;-r.‘r, A

ake it amply clear that

-'L mﬁ'r- s ‘{

Tameg,

,-M"JWl *‘“H
the same"?does not” help-the appllcants-“at all as it relates to
E!':

m"”””‘mfmwmsmw-" . ) . .. '
persons -who are put on “induction tralmng after.
v - .

)

appo‘lntme_nt”{ prier to 1‘-1-2004 and are paid salary prior
: A .

thereto, are "td -bé'governed b'y old 'P.ens'lon'.Scheme. In this
case. the. apr)hcants have- not’ been put on |nduct|on tralnmg
;I

nor thei‘r.appomtment has taken place prior’ to 2003 and

!l

R

(O AN0.125/2013 ote.-

o _
l - o - T
i Co : (Cﬁar'td'ru-:'}eea" Singhi ete. V5. VO etc. )
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! .' i therefore, the rellance placed by them on thIS clarifigation
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\ -lS also mlsconcelved
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17. It is well settled proposmon of law by the Hon'ble Supreme

3 Court that merely beceuse a cahdldate is eligible whep the

advertisement was issued or that the name of candidate is

-1
. - i
. - 1

i

included in the select list, 'would not confer any right on the -

R T SR T,

l candldate towb”e appomted but thewappomtment would take
poE E; Q““e,‘_

| . effec;t"from%the‘ig‘date gf‘appomtmenta‘aqd not fg‘i‘m theldate of

! ’ ,g

3

= assnn the examinatio The Hon bIewA ext Court has
| fgp E—]%L I@%Q}% #.P

u® 1
!f con?@tentlyﬁpeldzfthg‘t %fenj ai'ﬂq‘umber of vacanctgs were
e,

fﬂnotlﬂed foru;appomtmeréu l&and edequa}é?,_number of.‘candldates
e‘ "

i
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Sawere feundgmsuécess [i
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{1} vacanciet &

'iﬁ N *\f ﬂ“’n‘ 11"! J‘qu( \1
7 they would'* not acqmre .any

A

Adivnr e e,

appolr;ted agalnst the emstlng
l~ ! ) "'"4,.1‘—1{ £
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%ash V. Union s of LInd1a, (1991)3..SCC: 47;
h W i S

| o Ashasiatl v, Statt J‘aoferJ&K"l"ﬁ‘El%S’)Z o€C,573; Um([)n of
£ Ry e &

~ 'L?g{‘ﬁ Indidsv. $:S. , (1996) 2 sce 168& and‘" m“'ﬂmﬂ
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’*; 2 ,.f h"’iu
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Prasad v, Unlon o“f*Indla (1996)10 SCC 742 i
e A f‘* ¥ A
‘ﬁn‘ﬁ-— 1':“_‘=_ d : . '.‘ ; R"; ) . .’ Pl “.&4" .
% T, el
‘q"g#&":il V H'".},:_w'_ e ,_‘,,G"‘ “# fpyﬁ’.‘
18. We also™ notice that th‘e“appllcants have failed to challenge

4:1

¢ # i&i

femsﬁ“Shankarsang&

R

LN c_"#-ss- e

o

Y

ey, it syt
e J"hid..e.m.wm P L

the valid:ty of the cutoff date of New Pension Scheme and as
such they cannot be allowed to claim that they should be
Ago.\_/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.

(OA.No.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singh etc. 5. VOI etc, )
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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' had

occasion- to deal with the issue in 0.A.No. 751-CH-2009 titled

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

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

2. The prOJected, :CASE, of ‘the applicants is that the

process*to il up the. posrtt“t"owaIerks was initiated by

|ssE1ance of .anzadyertisement dated,§28 3.2001. At that
. . "tlme the%GPF Schemeiwm Pénsion” Was In operation.
' 4 Howeyar, a lot of time was consumed 1n3completlon of
S gthe appomtment process and thé® agappcants;%ultlmately
& FE‘ir.,,,came to ,Q a%ppo nte' Film, July, 2004 only Dy which
J ¥ time tt,le?*new;.CPF Schemeaof 2004 had cbme into
& ¥ operafion wie.f, 111, 2004 It |safurther thee case of the
F i appllcants that xthe ‘new GPF Scheme has come into
;o operatlon only, f:-when ;ﬁretter dated 11626)09a was
3 epe

; 3 iqirheﬂreSpondents%,ﬁhave filed a’”
g clamg Fof the app |c%nts Thelr plea Is that thlrsilssueihas
L E:L a!readwbeeln settied’ by thIS @eurt in the 1dent1calucase
?‘i of ilf\jazan@(umar & Others s“‘ Unlon of India & Others ,
fﬁ 41"ﬁWe‘hare not reproducmg the"pﬂeadl_ngs%of the ﬁipartles
};_ A jln detajl* as. the issue is Row.Iongersres-integra .and
s :m_ stands Settled by this very,, Bench oftthe Trlbunal in the’
Y case of NdZar Kumai-& Other ¥s. Union, #of India &
. “Others etc {Q.A.No; 3%8 =CH §2008 “and’ ,O A.No0.408-
. %, CH-2008)" decided] on10/06.2010. Pafa 15 of the
ko, %Judgment_bemg relevant is, redroduced as under:

N =11, V|ew of th,e;aboﬁfpropo&tuon of law laid
" down’ by ‘the”Hon’ble Supreme, Court the U.T.
Chand:garh wh|Ie adopting the notification
dated 12.12.2006'(Annexure A- -3) issued by the
State of Punjab® mtroducmg new CPF Scheme for

ltS employees:w: e.fi: ~1:1.2004 wde order” dated

necedsary amendment: in the, relevant rules
=t w.e. f£.1.1.2004,.could not make: it leffective from
[any other ‘date as the complete| scheme was
‘Made effective: and the said scheme takes effect
- '\,N e.fl 1,1,2004. We do not find any-illegality in
- 'the order dated 14.2. 2007, Annexyre A-2 or the
1 : , ' (Oﬁ.ﬂV’o.IZS_/ZOIJ et
: i ? : e e E '.(C.'?aud'mwer: ingh ctc. ‘Vs VoI ete:)

H
i

rre ply to contest* the

14 22007 (Annexure -#A-2) and |also making
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Clrcular dated 12. 12 200b (Annexure A-3) as it

does not- make am\,lL am'endment to the|basic
, scheme. :The date from ‘Which the-Schemd is to
take effect is mentioned In the Scheme Itself. We

- do nat flnd that any grounds have been {made
out to interfere W|th the date from which the
new Scheme has been made effective ‘i U.T.
Chandigarh i.e. 1.1, 2004! In so far as clgim of
ante-dating -of - thelr_appolntment is concerned,
that can also not be accepted in view of the

rejection of such claim in an earlier petltlon '

Underwsomem*mlmconceptlon, the appllcants
f,.confrlbuted toward?*"GP;w Scheme andL such

M amoynt is. now‘:bemg refunded to them and they

ra Jaré to Betrhade: mer@aers fCPFmScheme having
rﬁf Q‘L”’e ‘%been substantively appointed after 1,1,2004.

This can also_not be faultedW wlth rN,
gr &w st } jﬁggﬂ* 5?’431.‘1%“!;5‘}1. a?lf*‘

lf ’%{E 4, Flndln,g t atgéthe“ cage oﬁEthe appllcants |s~covered on

é‘!?! " ~all fours with, the decision afor}eeald thls'Orlgrnal

1

g % Appl,lcatlo %ifsn'hs,se;l* . Jf*‘a'gﬁ . "‘*ﬁ"“«; "‘sE
; zomeSlm|Iarly%ln«alm%o"*stuidheg:t%éal wJrcf.'iwrgstan%es Bombay?Bench of
i:&..,, - l &}:?:": 3 .- F,._.P-
§ P this Trubﬁn“‘al”ﬁ‘r‘l*“ﬁ““p}’lj 0L767/2010 = ShFi_Atul pandgg, Vs
P e T e R L 2 .
i ﬂ;ﬁ uoIr etgﬁ‘iidec:eledﬁ,o fl?,& @@a *Zﬂaqu:Ei%as underr ‘E
5 - b 'i, " “-Hi 7:
i EL_} “20 Il' e appllcanf has mevelﬂ;,;’aéhallenged the. delay in
4 , |ssumg qzxg‘tl‘le 'foffer % 0 i;li&,%f‘tappplntment His ¥ first
. % mrepresentatl'bn s, of thefyear, 2004 whereby he simply
]

L a—

;,..f requesteg the authorltles to Jcover himlunder the old

4 %*Pensmna Scheme of 1972, +He .made hlS next

epres‘éhtatlon in this regard in the year 2008. It is

al% ‘a,,%ewdent from*«the.chart"glven at "Para‘4.6 of the O.A.
that th€:applicant had.not been singled | out in respect

"&% of “issuance 'of “the; offér: of apg omtment in February,
‘%2004 @ne Mr. Panka] Ku_r;narfslngh,gwas also given the
ol’ferd,of appomtmenthln March }2@04 Had-the applicant
approached a_ competenteJCourt of Law challenging

denial of the offer of appointment along with other
similarly  situated candidates who got their

appointment tn 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 OA
NO.267/2010 under the Old Pension Scheme which

.- = was not avallable at the time of his appointment. It is

also surprising” that he did not even challenge the

(0.ANo. 125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singhi etc. V5. VOI ete.)
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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 22.05.2008
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. prlor to- 1. 2004 and as suchethey cannot claim that

*r,

.- "

"7')‘

they Rave to be governed by’ old Pensmn Scheme.

.
r" : f; t--¥ "< -,,‘.* 1' ‘ iy
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22.-1"n v1ew_ of the afore ?ald dlscussm 'E‘IS held that the
A B Al PRAC R S '“a.&k 5
_T.a‘ seléction of the qppllcants had i en place in g003 but thelr

S P, % "& aﬂq ! E 2 f" a'-’ﬁ;r?i
‘ i n.a*ctual appomtment ca [neft; e{,madea}?vfter 1.1 2004 and as
o ¢ L r"“’* i) % 4 ‘% - ;éﬁ - s ] ﬁa_
E,J "y;, -—. ) g i ‘\;.i?'r = ¥t
? w:"-:such theS/ woqlda’bei% é“w New”ERensmn Schemefonly
4 Eds oy g"a S
T find oo sieide Sl i 35 ,rt‘ /4
" i” ™ and thew appoigtme 04 ca@not be related back
.: ” ‘ﬁ‘ﬁ:;' é—xu
E an
i
:,;E b5 a
. these*Or!gmaI Apphcatlonsh,.m and afe dLSfTIlSSEd accordmgly
" o “!L : 33"‘? ks 4, -'h‘i",; );
[ leav;ng the partles to bear their owrlqct)sts D
o Lo g e, I B AN ,g,i"l. o
) - r!,i%! :,,. & e ,: - ":-h,%w&%i . . ﬁm‘ o R i
&E’?’ E"l;. r,;"?; ::i;‘__'tf'...".-_;_ : | v} "J )
g”‘%sy!" ey, R (SANJEE.V"KAUSHIK)
T, I ,} A »-MEMBER (J)
ﬂﬂ;i-l!‘%ﬂ:n L 3 PRI S . :
et nd {
""’g’ﬁ'i?"':vm . ;uui!““"\""‘?, : !
. | (MRS. MEENAKSHI: OOJA)
i [ ' ' MEMBER (A)
Place: | Jaipur _
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