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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) 0.A.NO. 125/2013 R
f,("irm_- %‘;-_‘,,:_7
Chandraveer@Singh :S/0. Swayam Slngh aged about 27 vyears, rfo

village and posl:~:.g Sinsini, presently%worglng as Majdoor in
AmmunltlonwDepot Bharatpur.

fan et
1= s 5

2.
w:“-‘u,,

;

2) OA‘NO 126/2013

:
Mr Kedai‘ mal Meena sjo sh é %EWar Matheena, ,aged about 40 -

~Vear5&r"’1‘/0 Par|i##Balaji smogd preseq;iy Werkmg ass Majdoor in
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% HgFBhan Slngh 5/0  -Bhodd
'3 working as Majdo Ad
L
1

Fin Afpy ition Depot; haratpur‘ ; 4
_,, k:r. F ,3:} ;r% [ 4 . ‘ %

]
r

F ”’« L“- & F o~
MaJdoor‘m Af'nmunltlon Depot Bharatpur Ly 1_;:“
"I;_t ﬁ‘_, Ya L b W“'ﬂrmra-ntﬂ"“ . ..,i' - ?,x‘J %‘zf
L) T T s L
(5) 0. A"*NO 129/2013 f’é’ N L

Ram leas s/o Pa[tu ‘ram..aged..about” 38‘F\4aers, r/o village and
post Sarai Kalan’*wteh Mundawer, Alwar presently working as
MaJdoor in Ammunition’ Depot; '"Bharatpur '

(6) |0.A.NO.130/2013

Shyam Sunder s/o Ram lal, aged about 36 years, r/fo viliage
nangal Babaji, post Badour, teh Bharatpur, presently worklng as
Malgdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur
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7 L).A.NO.131 2013 :
Shanker Smgh s/o Ve]endra 'singh, aged about 51 years,l r/o
vrllage Kasoda, post Kasoda teh., Bharatpur, presently worklng as
Majfdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur ot
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(8) 0.A.NO, 132(2013 o ;__'; .
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'1 Slshu Pal s/o Data Ram aged about 34 years r/o Gummber post

; Bal Kesher; Agra presently working as MaJdoor |n Ammumtlon
! 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) O0.A.NO. 134[2013
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' Baney Singh s/oﬁ\/ipatti Ranl,uaged about™ 36,._years, r/o v:llage and
post Jai C oll post PT;”E h"‘,,Roqpbaswdlstrlct Bharatpur, presently
workmg@s MaJdooni ‘Animunition Db}?o Bhiaratp"[.l@
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ég d At out 34 years r/o%\llllage
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sently Worklng as MaJdoor in
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bout 31 years, rfo V:l\age
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léPrem Slnghas/ouRamK];ulgdlEagedmabouthg years, r/o wl[age
L(asooda,*“teh szhar thi, ”Eil*stf“f“Bharat Ur,.- presently workmg as
M;;a;door in 9mmqn§1@n Depot, Bharatpur e \R‘fie,;‘ B i
E@w i, {H__._- . *J’\. 5 hj:_-s_ _. ;‘ﬁ
14) 0. A%No‘xsa' 2013 " WA

s e
L o -
bz e L

Avmash Kumgr sio’ Ganeshi, Singhi; “dged about 2'7 years, rfo
village anq post., kasoda dlstti Bharatpurw present!y working as
Majdoor in Ammunltloanepot BharatpiUr ﬁ?gﬂ‘**
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(15) 0.A.NO. 139/2013

Darshan singh s/o kishori lal, aged about 29 years, rfo 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 etc.-
{Chandraveer Singh: ete. V. V0T etr. )



Z éPuraka Posx;... sg(bgnduwag'o' :

(17) 0.A.NO.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) O.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 Ammunltlong“ngthna;,a
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“Mohan s:ngh s/q Avtar Slngh aged about 47 years r/o wllage
and post ,nfu\;teh Kumher, presently worklng as’*&MaJdoor in

Ammunltlon Depot, Bharatpurg:‘mm@, Ty, P ",
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1 Raghuveer Smgh slo:r*’JamLhna aqedmab"bytﬂso years,ifo vilage
A Gundwa post “Bf andof, ;l‘eh tLAnd distt” Bharatpuri.,, Presently
lg worklng as Majdoo élnﬁ"’Ammunltlon Dep tﬁ Bharatpur. (
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: B ,ef
Bhagwarg Slr,lgh s/o ~yad Ram Saini,. aged ‘abouts 27 ﬁyears rfo
wllagg Gundwa gpost‘““*Bhandor&*""’D[stt Bhara{puré' presently

, worklng as Mgidoor‘ln Amm{unrtron DEpbdt; Bharatpurﬁ’

D
-5t X i
_ﬂ% ’%V'\u,. B | e 4@5!’7‘

L3J Q.A:NO:147/2013 ™ ma.. .
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Sutesh Chand s/o MlttiuLal,magedf‘”about 36 'years, to village
athpura post Allopura, distt. ‘Maipuri(U.P.), presently worklng as
Ma door |n Ammunmon Depot, Bharatpur. '
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Su FSh Chandra slo Praha!ad Slngh aged about 47 years /o v:llageg and
. .post ‘Sinsini, teh -'Deeg. Bharatpur presently worklng as Majdoor in
Amlnunltlon Depot Bharatpur g S ' '} |i
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Ram Veer Slngh slo Klshan Slngh aged fabout151 years 1rlo vi Iagafand
post Nlandha ‘Post Sankh The and D|stt Mathura presently w:rkin'g a,é
Majdoor in Ammunition’ Depot Bharatpur ! !
(26) 0.A:NO.150/2013 -

Nahar Singh sfo shri.Charan Singh, aged abouf 48 'year.s,‘ t/o vilage'iand'
j post Nangla- 'Harcharicir post. Sogar (B'haratp')ur'), presently wcrking% as

: Majdoor in Ammunmon Depot Bharatpur.
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Motni wio#ijeet Sm“&h ahed ‘about 37 yearus.;’?rlg wllage and post Bachmadi,

tly worklng s Majdoor |n Ammunltlon Depot B ratpur%
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T8 Slngh slo shn Ram sunghfaga
pris&f!ntly working 4§; Majdoor ln;Ammunmon Depoi Bharatpur. ™
d
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Majdoor_ in Ammumtton Depot Bharatpur.E - i
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(31) O.A. No“155[2013 SR I o

A,
Y%gesh}SI'}arma slo F}‘ajendrad Prasad, aged about 27 years rlo Jamun Ki
Baglchl goalpura Road%Subash Naga[,,...Bharatpur, presently \frorklng as
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Raj Kishore s!o; Bru Klshore -aged- about 33 years “Ho village and post

Ajnothl post Ladpura“‘”teh «Ghhata,... Dlst“Ma'thura presently working as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

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

Hardam Singh s/o Harcharan Singh, aged about 49 years, rfo village and
post Nagla Hathuni Post- Hathuni, Teh. Bharatpur, presently working as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(DA No.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singh etc. V. UOI etc. )

A



(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 workmgwas:»Majdoor in Ammunition Depot

Bharatpur. .+~ oy it
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Lal Smgh s/o"" Rohan Singh;.aged about 34 years wllage and
post Jatholl RathwaﬁT rﬂ"l'eh Andng)istt Bharatpur %presently

nltl n E)epot Bharatpur “ Yy
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(38) 0, ANO‘516 /2013 %, DA A

“ i_ Ranveer Smgh s/o“Mahendra Smgh aged abbut | 29 years, 1/o
v:lfage ‘and post’ Kasoda Dlstt Bharatpur apresentfy worklng as
Maﬂdoor ln"A;nmunltioq Depot Bharatpur
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Ba Iu Slngh slo’ Mansmgh aged about 27 years rlo village and

Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur - . o G x__
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;
abuﬂ aged *about328 Jears, r/o Vlllage-, and -

post takr'a dlsst Bharatpur present[y workmg as Majdoomn |
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Ar\j'lnd Sharma slo szhan Lal Sharma aged about 32 years "/ol'l
la: madhopur, post Saunkari, distt:, Alwar, -
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Rajesh Kumar wchona slo Munshl 1al i'aged about 32 yéars rlo
; Gurveera post-Dhanders, teh. KamaniDlstt Bharatpur presentlyi
worklng as Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depoat, Bharatpur '
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{42) 0.A.NO, 291100214[201’4 & )

M.A.No.291/00202/2014 - s

Raju Singh sfo Shri Ramu Singh, aged about 31 years r/o House
no. 43/13, village 'and post Kanjauli line Distt.- Bharatpur,
Rajasthan, presently WOI’klng»aSwngdOOT in AmmumtloT Depot,
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Balbir &figh sio 6T Prakadiiisingh, agedl aboyt's0 years,

r/o vnlag% and pos“.,' asoda Dlstt Bharatpur Rajasthan presently
orktng as Majdoor dy Amr?unltlon Depot~‘-B
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% Kush Pal Slnép”slo ShrizkEa arend ra S,mgh"'*aged about’ 36 years
4 tf6lDhai Ji Kiz, HaVeh Afal gBa g““ Qﬂlstt%Bharatpur Rajasthan
] ]ﬂdestently workmg{ias*' Majdoorl munlt!on Depot, Bharatpur
.;, - w%ﬂ ﬂ 5 .f:g '% 2 ig" ;{
45Y:0.A:NO. 291700217/2014 3
MANo 291/00199/2014 TRy i

Harlal S/o Shn Sh|v’IaI aged bout 33 years, r/o V|I|age Achalpura,

post,i Mdkhara; Distt: Bharatpur, RaJasthan, presentiy WOrklng as
Mazdoor m&Ammunltton Depot“ Bharatpur 3
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(46)_0.A.NO. 291L00218j_2014 &

et 2!

M.A.No. 291/00197,/2014 =" e

Py okl

Ashok Kumar sf/o ShyamwBabu aged about 34 vyears, /o Mot
Char Bagh, Near .Sindhi Dharmshala, Distt. Bharatpur,

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

(47) 0.A.NO.291/00219/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00198/73014

Jitendra Singh sfo Devi Singh, aged about , r/o village and '

post Sogar, teh. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(OA.No.125/2013 ete.-
(Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs. UOF ete. )




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

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

(49) 0.A.NO.291/00221/2014 & |
© M.A.No. 291/00195/2014 S

- Shiv Ram Singh s/g.shri-MSRafh" Singh;.aged about , r/o Qtr. No.
4, Type III Telephone Colony,h Rajendram Nagar Bharatpur
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Dlneshm Kumar, '3" shn!giB[;agwa V'Silnghv»r/o Vlllage anq post

Jaghma (3 saya)-«,DlsttwBharaﬁ;purquJastF%p presently,.,workmg
& Jasi Majdooru?AmmunltLoq g‘:ee[.?'otlBharatpurgg ¥ \%
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j« Kns‘ima Kumar;z,Sharma slo Rgdhey «Lal Sb%rma aged-about
!%E o - Vlllage andpost Gunsaararz tely, Kukmher Distt. Bharatpur
3 Rajasthan presen?yg,workmgﬁas@‘ Majdoor in, Ammumtion Depot »

%Bharatpur CENRT {,ﬂq«rﬁgf‘e* 7
l :‘A _b \C-r‘rb ‘\I"
- (52) om NG, 291”(00224‘22014 & oo F
 M.A.N0Y2917%00192/2014 R A IR
' ; %LW ;1_‘" . i_::i‘_ }“‘""’mrwma“’”’ .'__ E .'f: : . ; )
b S han jLal s/o»Peetamber,a;ged about“‘ rlo Vlllage and post Malah
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,-Ar n Smgh s/o Shrif; Brajlndra Slngh aged about 30 years g{of SRTRETAS |\
i wl!lage and post EuraWal }Chlksana ‘teh. Bharatpur Distt. =+ !
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' C (54) 0 A NO 291L00226L2014 & i — LA '
‘M. A‘No 291/00190/2014 e b

Nawal Slngh slo Shn Ram Slngh agedsabout years /g village;
- Addi and post Kasauda; teh. Bharatpur Dlstf Bharatpur .‘
Rajasthan presently worklng as Majdoor in Amml,mttlon Depot :

.;_Bharatpur S S .
(55) 0.A.NO. 291/00227/2014 & ?
M.ANo. 291L00189[201 :

Kunwar Slngh s/o Shrl,Bhagwat—Slngh agedaabout 31 years r/o
village Agd[ andy postEKasauda*?"teha“Bh iratpur,* ‘Djstt. Bharatpur

Rajasthan presen?ly working as, Majdooféln,,AmmL'mltton Depot,
Bharatpur*}r | L R W
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(56) O¢A.NO. 291J002281201%4 & f 4 Eﬁwﬁ‘% !‘%o._.
M.A.Nb. 264, 00188, 12014 4k ﬁ £ A P
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Ra‘Jesh KumaI sloj,,LShrlzh_hGo ,3,; Singh,.a gediabout 30, syears rfo
VIIIage and’ ;post Vcchih *"Rpopwaas Distt. :Bharatpur
Rajasthan presentlygworktng as Majdoor m»Ammunltlon Depot
Bharatpur i
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Sanjeevfkumar s/o Shn Naresh Pratap"’Slngh aged about 32
fears E%/o*"viyageb Rampur post Jamalpur Dlstjc:“ MUngeJ Bihar,
presenty worklng aSﬁMadeO!' in Ammunltlon“Depof Bharatpur
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(58) O.A'.N%.-Q—'tZ 91/60230 gz’oim& Lol et
'M.A.No. 291/00486/3014, IS
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Mukesh Kumar sfo Shrl KEshav Daya1 aged about 32 years, r/o
vilage and post Baben, Teh. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur,

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

o (0. A.No.125/2013 ete.-
(Chandraveer Singhi ctc. V5. VO efe. )




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

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

(60) 0.A.N0O.291/00232/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00183/2014

Naresh Kumar s/o Nirpat Smgh aged about 34 years, rlo vmage
and post Ucchaln Teh"”‘Roopwaas"*DBtt Bharatpur, Rajasthan
presently workmg as Majqoonln.Ammunltlon :Depot, Bharatpur.
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(61) O.A. No.291100233““(2014 o 1 e
M.A.No. 291/00184/2014 & Y
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Doerendra 'Prabodh%slo"Shn Kallash .Chand, ageds,about , Tlo
Baben (Bben)_ﬁ;feh'l Kumher,‘1 Dlsttk?:tharatpur“”'Rajasthan

. ] _
mgh aged:about 32 years r/o
,'=:¥Blstt Bharatpur Ra]asthan
mmunltlon“Depot Bharatpur

‘nfué' 2.

TR, b’
* —'“

i A “3’ s -7.',1_'._
g 1‘._ B ‘!E’ﬁ l!.- ",

W .
'& : Ha'!dev Smgh s/o :Sh!’l Shyam“Lal aged about 34 years r/o
| Village® Khanswara post Paprera teh .Kumher, via, Nadbal Distt.
Bharatpur,._Rajasthan presently worklng asp’ Majdoor in

' Arrimunltlon’*lepot Bharatpurﬁ.. a P

. {64) 0.A.NO. 291/_00236[2014 :
_M.A.No. 291/00180/2014 ' ' C '

Paopu sfo - Shri Mahaveer -Singh, aged bout , r/o Village
Girdharpur, post Kelsoda Distt.- Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
working as Majdoor;in Ammunition. Depot Bharatpur

|
!
|
i
{

L (0AM, IZ,J/zol.i ote.
(Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs.UOI etc. )
1 i

|
|

b
i
1
|
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{65) 0.A.NO.291/00237/2014 &
M.A.No; 291[00179[2014' Tt
P
Nlranjan Singh s/o Shri Kishan Singh, eaged about 50 years rfo
Village Moroli, post Udhyog Nagar, Distt. Bharatpur, Ra]asthan,

presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharhtpur.

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

L ma%"?m -“Mw..hw?fa

e
Narendra Slnghfslo Shri Mo{;arkSmgh aged about 28 years, r/o
near DAVﬁ*Schoo! gGo Road u{Subash NagarI Distt.
Bharatpur, ,Raj sthaﬁ presently “worklng as N Majdoor in
Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur _ .

3

nﬁj-&d ‘7‘
NO. 291/002_39/201& &*

(67) 0‘

_b Akkg‘ Singh elo “Shri Dh‘a

wjlage Kanjie'wliew:fp'@st-éiﬁ

i\i;?Unlon of Ind|a “u, : B
through"‘the Secreta )V to the Govt of Indla,, R f
MI];)]ISU‘\/,LOFJ Defence, w4 F
New Delhj. “+. " L e

(%; *‘& ........... . - i ;z'
2. Ofﬁcertlncharge A. O C. Records .
Secundrdbaad. = L

e &
q;,; Satarr, .

o o
e PRTEy i

3. The (:ommandaniz,,I ) L
Ammunition Depot, s et e
Bharatpur.

Respondents

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

(0.A.N0.125/2013 etr.-
" (Chandraveer Singhi etc. 5. V0L ete. )
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ORDER
HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK MEMBER (3) .

1. 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.

2, The applicant ha( ‘flledm.thlsno W|th a prayer to quash the

order date 14.2. 2_0;}2 . read Wlth order dated 12.1.2012
iﬁ‘ ‘;%’i g7 R ngg h:wéi g"r@ ,;L ﬁ;,,

\félde w;rLu 1]17“11, %he was Informed thaf Ehe emstmg Pension
d § B e & iR

Fﬁ Schemeiwas .iggﬁ@%éﬁg‘%pt 7 3°1 13 2003 mand pe\zv pension

7 51 A {?L P, Py

Ll

R

*9#

f5 1, 1’2004’@5 apperable to:*»ali the
i

..-&;"!1 's'

eve n:’ﬁen -.;19%;\!;5?' & -?’é?? ﬁ%‘ ed  OMur0 -'-afte
“iny, '@tﬁﬂ’ ; sn rappol ’”; r ) r
: ]

‘ﬁ; . i
5 ‘Central &i{s

Tinn

‘ T 'ﬂm*e; )
*i-’swl 1. 2004’:1 LA e

e

"“tan

¢ sgﬂ
_2004 th‘usr 0 Hegy{elsis]sdel vered by ex ‘tlng Rules;”’1972

.,3 s The facts @ thejcag _v;{r'hllacﬁ Ié"eﬂd‘tosf%?‘g of O.A. areg‘that the
e #F 5 B B % Bt

Es.‘ff:n‘lﬁ £ ﬂ{ 5 -:ir % ‘
Ammumtlon Depe{t Bﬁharatpur, CI‘[.CUE:-EEd a notification |p the

h’l-w.,.

' Wit & e
A m Sepﬂé[nber, 2003 mvrtmgeapph(:atlons for the posts
. }%‘ 21 ;.-F‘ ) i’lr, !’!

% o J:fl' ‘Eiq %The appl;cant clarms that« the prOcess of
%, -1 "

%o »%M ;‘r f.ﬁ
"appomtq'lent was flnahzyed andi abpomtment*s"/ selection
i .ﬁ vi T o
’q o, -t ,,,r"' a‘
lettersayvere Issued in the ‘month.- of” NoYember 2003. Itis
B wmt"%'“g

submitted th“’t“ themgovaeﬁrpggent'-“”éervants who have been

appointed / selected prior to 1.1.2004 are to be treated
i under the CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972 and those-who have
: been appointeti.; sélected on _1.1.206.4‘0r subsequently are -
to be Qeverned by New Pension Scheme. The claim of the
epplican_t |s :that eince the_applicant was selected as per the

Pl " (0AN0.125/2013 ete.-
. {Chandraveer Singh etc. V5. VO ete, )
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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 Apphcatlon .'

-----

4, The. resg::gﬂnc{em‘tm have opposedut

HE-@,A. by filing reply. They

subjpi thatﬁ%”\‘% E‘n‘%tlfﬁlon F;or** sge’]ectlon‘ﬁto the post of

ﬁgp %d # 'Ii i § 1\5
#ﬁMEZdO‘é’;‘S was p“b"iﬁ%‘lglﬂ, news papers’x"lﬂ ﬂSeptember, 2003 P
e 25

aé tei?’%ﬁii” iy

e e
andﬁ competlt'\gefﬁ;?hy%?c ,‘;nterwew wds conducted
gﬁ gdurlng the@ger‘&dig t‘ 200§Jt§$=“28;i ;
rﬂ %il 'L }g A B w'ﬁ""{ph
;*“;was onee oﬁathe‘risei[eot d}% eandldates’t!,Selectlon f.letteri (N ot
B _ﬁ z SRS AL .

i

s
-4-—

i)

*’en-mwéé--ai—-h‘;“ I

o appomtrg;gent orgem)f.i‘;i7
£l have sb i as
% e i}

%LLZM Annexure % as neveribeen lss@f‘/ signed bysthe Depot

i e”c‘ﬁ,“fp“'ﬁ?"ﬁn % 1011, 2003 'qhey
e e

_|,tt ft St ?t 164, "selé‘ctlgrnwletter enclosed
‘t LY

.‘.'\,

)

e
i‘? and 1Sf5q forged docdn@m@Aseper iyt:he _ﬁoﬁf:@lnal letter Jssued
.f‘.

td“' a'ﬁp |cant, fselectlon was prﬁov sionql‘ k"and subJect to
I‘%.. gﬂ"" o
'éaauthenthty of d“"‘cuments--%ccordmgfy, after conflrmatlon

P

of""iauthentlmty of - Jh]s document appomtmé’nt order was
.791- d""k-mh’ A" —Ci"
issued to*th_e applicant“on 372, 2004 agalnst Wthh he joined
m‘qu i M,,‘.u.a
his duties on 9.2. 2004 and formal appointment 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
(Pension) Rule, 1972 and the candidates 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

- . (bﬂ.Wo.JéS/ZOIJ etc.-
' . . {Chardraveer Singh etc. Vs. VO] etc.)
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appointment on 9.2,2004, he is not entitled to pension under
CCS (Pension) Rules, t972. 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,

m}?ﬂﬁiﬂ-{ £ St

Ministry of,r;Fmance,,, Notlflcation‘“‘No%5/7/2003 -ECB & PR

i

ﬂ'hey sulet that as per;

lﬁ .,.; [ ﬂhj {gf“ Jr" 1.‘ B’l‘t
dated""22 ‘12~2003 ‘Govit.” of Indla‘ BePtt Oﬁ;Penswn & P.W.
o
FO M iNG) 38/58/06 P&PW - (A) dated “11 10 2006 and
.' s ‘f&ﬁz*‘,h{ﬂ!:%h&ig ) &
ol u ’s;,_‘ Jm‘iws ) % ﬁ&zw‘;?.z . f:x_
& 5.372008 areplaced on recqrd as"h; T
:;:: ﬁrg, ’g%“@ !p! :, g Jg} ii.

par;a 2cof og%er dated 11 10 2006
"2;‘

si

-
‘u'x'

e

“:’*m(Annexur R-B), “tt‘f 1plo ;ees_,dwho“‘w?re put ons mdd‘ctlon

LT I TR Pt B A .{ ?‘Fﬁ

e é
tﬁgn mprlor_lio 1.1, 2004 and are

H Jitd L #}—;}ﬁﬁ Wt
§§after thel
!‘gﬁéwqﬂ‘ﬁ

‘s paid salary from--rthatﬁ‘ ?:late1 would,bee}covered yﬁaer ,g:CS

o oy ’“5 & F i LAE S
e :1:

P R [t 1972). ¢
&\Mé!( ension) ug‘;s‘ rr) ?

“trainingt;

?«m
.A’!

ﬁ 6. The appllcanb has flled%ar; eJomd 4W|th atvrew to rebi)t the

1 F
! s L

*t, subm|551ons made in the wrltten statemerlt i‘;—.
"; i -" ,-' "« :=‘ ) i F
b %, W K #
7. & We have heard Ieatned counsgl for the respectlve “parties at
B N
ke 5 .' = el ..— Lo ;
% T, : AR A ,,J-
Ien gth ‘”‘“;..'. g 4 et ol 'ff’j
ﬂ;i' Ty s 2

"y, C N e .,,-f
Mr. P.N. :Iatt:,q}:!earned ‘counsal’ for thegappllcant argued that

?f

the recruitment pro?ess had been |mt1ated in 2003 itself and

the applicants stood selected in 2003 and, therefore, they

: would be eovered' imder the Old Pension Scheme as the term

“appomtment” .would take within its sweep the process of

recrmtment also and it cannot be separated for the purpose
i I I 5; ) I

of denymg;the I benefit of. old -pension scheme to the
; R

1
; ': ; {0.ANo. 125/2013 ete.-
- ) (Chandraveer Singh ete. V5. 'I‘JO! ete.)
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‘apphcants This. was hotly contested by learned counsel for
i
the_ respondents‘ statmg that the term appmntma‘nt is

independent of recruitment proceiss and one does not lenter
:into cadre, unless a formal appointment -order is issuef:l and
in this case the appointment has been made after 1.1.2004

and as such the applicant would be governed under the New

- et R RS i e N

Pension Schen'fe i i,

ﬂw e x‘m"' E =W °

o '“gi':i S F "

g, Mr@r,,gaattl, ,]earned unsel- fog the appllcants vehemently
& & L i

u-

“1

Q;falrgueci 'z.that by the t|me the appllcants were gwenf}

%‘3 y Jﬁ: mg- m‘ﬁ-hﬂak‘ 72:!
g’fé appomtmentp }d&er o%%thelr ap ent, the GoVer‘nment of
By : i
3
da’fed ?‘2 .1

| :’; ﬁl%la by éﬁtﬁ«notlﬁc 2?152003 apprové% the

b}?f R st !;
‘”“h ro osalrp“ tos lm le "ér’i"‘i the'" n w:ﬂrestructur%d de ined
g OPOSBY Ol w.,ek?;gg o e !
A TR
A Contnb&tton Pewf)??o % %Wﬁthg new recrwtswto Central
bﬂi}..u.! & «}, o -‘ I‘f u.x-v-y

2
‘i‘é‘ ) :1
oy Governmgn;efrﬁ:g seg,ﬁ]i
3 ‘ # "'sz ¥

1 ‘;ﬁ&fpensmn SCh%%’lE rep‘!aced the thenf?gxnstlng CCS (Pen5|on)

”iﬂ

L7 e ?t, . ] 'P-

b

) Rgleswf”” 572, w stk

'L] ?;"’nl

e it Pt Y
1372;;ont|nueig to govern all the %mployees selected pnor to

L
*6@31 1*2&2003 l;le submltsethat*‘the apphcantstcanr}ot be made

: o g " ?

to swffer‘due to* deiayedéprocess of apﬁolntment However,
L{m w,k_ e

they :%?‘&belng arﬁitrarllv anddtlle,gally compelled to be

\-ﬂh""»
Wy R G2 g detasis MU et

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 their salary bill every month., The CCS

(Pension) Scheme 1972 is very much different and more

beneficial to the employees. Had the Applicants been given

(C.A.N0.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singh etc. V. V0!I etc. }

i .
‘%‘orﬁgf‘”afterfﬁ)i 01. 2004 The !inew

Fi08i01:0004. e Cas, (Pensmn)RuIes

w
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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 written statement.
rh-,.rvm-mw;rw
11. We have gwen our, deep conaderaﬂgn to the respective
’:s.

subifg'nlssxonswmade,ﬁby ‘“-Iearn“ed;_ﬂcoﬂnsel fon-:tthe parties and
ﬁ” &, ' g# R i
perused':the material on file. Ry

A I ha &%ﬁ‘;‘f—! -ﬁ“f’e’f@% e M,

5 R
}fr Th sole ISS%JE ghgt requnres ito beﬁ“e xamined and*answered by

% ;Ei! %‘-ﬁ. ® TW ‘\
Q;_l’cants ﬁwhose selectfon process

‘ &5{: P" Fﬁyd ?{f

' fr2003 l.but actual appomtment

c,mn

. i
04_. would the governed byqthe
G ”"m '“”*Ehxs«'-
"1972 toraNewePeglsmn whichy, has been
i l’-? ii i “’vl '{"“" Lx é;
%fjersons aippomlted Gpfor after 1.1.2004. i

it 5, 4[!’
ﬂt‘, L,,} introduced f&

li] 13, Evenathougl"i*x,th
'g oS

k)

% 3
%’i;h (gnge{xure Az 3») is disputed by the Jespon‘idente?} yet even if it

.?

:u

L g
make clear that the" same was’ |n furtherarlge*of recruitment

by T, —

process only %as it Was lssue forﬂcomp’fétlon of formalltles

“f"-s" AT
“ﬂs%ww-;mnr 1N

applicant had been selected for appointment (not appomted)

| and 19 9 20?3 'It was made clear that the select|on (not
i ok

K
prowsional and  shall ‘be s'ubjec_t to

appomtmen_t) ';s

|

i
o [

verification iof d ate

@ G 1 ‘ ; v : - .

1 ' Ei (0ANo.125/2013 ete-
i (Chandraveer- Singfi etc, Vs. VOl eic.)
] o )

. !

|

;

*a'ui;]aeﬁj:;pl,tyﬁofg Peﬁ‘lettet:ﬂdated 11. 11,{320035_

"‘k;ls acc!egted to Pe Tue: fornthe' safe of argumeﬁt only, it would:

before actual appomtment is made, It mdicated that the

. as Mazdoor in pursuance of . advertlsement dated 6.9! 2003

of birth to ‘ascertain _age'as” on last day of

F
[PPSR SR RIS
o
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- i . T :
‘ T : b, i
o ' . |
. ;
. ! ‘|
!
|
I
]

submission  of applid:ationj,_,ed_ucat on?l certlﬂcate a1d police

verification as applicéble and blan< form for attestation and
medical examination' were a[sc.? forvg.rarded for comJletion

_ and due attestation which wei:'e‘ to be submittec

rL,/'the

applicants to’ the authorities. :The ~applicants have not

o3

enclosed any appointment order. However, a copy [of same
i, ,

M
has beenﬂgnc’losed DY the resanngts at Annexure R‘Z‘

o . e ]
dated"3.2 zao&;ﬁw‘l“ca E:Férs t?nerabpﬁiiptr:?é“nnto the applicant

ﬁg{'?&f H“TM%E-H

- g acceptable tofgp"fqm{ The selectﬁ%agd appolntrpent |s to take
7 : o4
.ﬁf inﬁe‘ﬁ’ect fro f;{jthe q‘@] ogjéoiﬁl’pg ﬂ'he é‘rr?s and” conditions of
oW ;:’ b L
o ) e
; hﬂappomtrpént are Egr ”E‘O"e;g? p:fﬁe lettef:/ order "I'Ahﬂt:s |t can
R AR ST it i
{ *“"“" safely e@ ?onifl‘ug[e; :t atath 'ﬂreéfrﬁtﬁrﬁerlq process’-‘whlch ad
E-J mz'\ S ._-, i -w-sev
] ﬁlﬂ been sémt; Ins@ﬁ;: iong _'n'l 03,"*%&‘ é to an rend Mnth)
o ?l & ,. f si.l §
ii‘,‘ddappt.nntment?at'ap ligaént Febr a:y{.gzoott The “reeruitment
a"‘ng»iﬂi' g g 5, 2l

H %‘ﬁ bl 3 22 "
_ proc,ess andk“rec uitmm ;,u‘iort appointment are di erent
' N i, =

g g E] kN ‘
% ¥ &~
?é{! apd rdlstir;l‘ctigiﬁ-:smctus which the appllcants ‘,are trylng to
E.. : J,.
ﬂ&interrqvlngle to createﬂa\,conﬂfslon The recruitn}ent process
< S _.q'

méy{ive =been ihltlated in 2003 bi'rt}he actuai appointment

ey
came to&“’ madeTﬁ“Febm’ary, 2004 ard |t cannot be relate
=

.y =

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 @ letter of appointment indicating the.

terms of the appointment and requesting the candidates

e

(O No.125/201) ete.-
(Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs, VOl erc. }

f nvltlnl:':pim to join the post if the terr{'!"g{ar;d condltlons are

concerned to signify. his acceptance of the same, In the
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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 ard 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
m.r.mr“m'vrﬁar hCess T

date of appomtr‘nent of the appllcant will govern his service

SRR IY g o

. under the respondent authorities,. .* e
4’ T d

" M
. i £

15, 71Learned “counsel for 'the ggpllcant veheme{rtly argued on the

R Firry w i
"

o, A e Y
j&" basLs of rnstructlons dateéd 1;1 10 2006 (AnnexurefA 5) issued
£ P . N A ;Y

;}' r-ynder Ne\é\jl ;;ensronws heme;gw_t;jc'h has ._been issued on the
FMF; e (Rens%:on) Rulde 1972 in

.f'”'-'l: ‘b

.i- - Jh:
§matopic ofjit
ey |
.:(’J’"Qﬂ : “‘g’ €| F:if-‘i‘w‘ )‘ 35

reSpect of those pp D)

i TSt

AL,

M:E

g,, i u_)a

| L Lt fisf@écla}:lﬁed t?atsfhe e@ployees who were. put on
}ri{wé t

=t

(I'

Can e

A “ :*,,2004* apd are paid salary Lfrom thatv date would be
H{L T'F.!_ 31' &"nq.’ 7 [ﬂ?
%,g " covered under CCs. (Pen5|on)«RuIes, 1972" A
- ‘q‘ - rsg (S a 5

Wy Yiam L PR ra
i;1(:' A perusal of the cIanFcatlon would make it ar‘nply clear that
i R ﬂx{. . %i .-.-r ,r’ ,‘_.-
the same?dges not thelp-the applrcants«at all as it relates to

rﬂ% m«’-ﬂ""" i
"'mm-s’m»mmﬁwﬂi‘{
3 TR persons who "are put on “induction training after
t ' '

appointment" prlor to 1-1-2004 and are paid salary prior
thereto, are to be governed by old Pensron Scheme. In this

case the applrcants have not- been put on Inductton tralmng
r | r .
nor their appomtment has taken place prior to 2003 and,

i
t

i . . ‘ g P : " (0OAN0.125/2013 etc.
- ) (Cﬁand'mucr Singhi etc. V5. VOl etc. )

o =Inductlon trammg,afterftherr appomtment pr|or to 1-1-
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P ‘
the(n on this clarifidation

.‘ I .
13 ¢

|

I

o . li
therefore, "the reliance p!_ac_ed y
: . oy
. r " J: I

Is also misconceived.. .

17, It Is well settled proposition of law byl the Hon'ble Supreme

; Court that merely because a candidate is eligible whep the

_ advertisement was i'ssued'or that the name of cand{idate is
I ’ I
i included in the select list, would not confer any right on the -

FEEET R T  V

El candidate toxbe appomted but thEArappointment would take}'
|

|

1

1'3") J & 3{:‘& &w
5 effgct fromi}thekdate ciaf ‘appbmtngen}éand notrfrom the date of

&

5 ‘J?. % .ﬂ,‘ Y,

passm‘g“‘at"f-ne examinatlorl The Hon bTewApef(‘*ﬁ Court has

i !s:,, w Hagin i{aj;aw

lf‘ co:'i‘astently T efat tha%a eE e?' if ; riumber of vac*anéles were
F o !‘!i&a y
J;

d i" i
# ﬁrﬁtlfed fgr:_app%mtmegtgangf c qiggeggumber of c:anc[ldates

‘ ﬂwweuld- not atqmre any

Lismwere fg"-, ek, ig;c:_cqsir 1

h 1]

et Fraampre
r
{ﬁ

e ek Fudepn ] ki vy on il

5 i i,
—i‘“““‘indefeasléble rlgpt.uﬂg f., ppql@ted agamst the emstlng
i i aritr '- s e\ H

A T ¥ -:"'.' a')
*%g 43‘vacanC|es§= Rehanceﬁn n;s regard can be placed upon)
4

g Jﬁﬁ" rd g ,3’}" g b -'%'rg p'"fs
b Sha“karsa“ sDash V. Unioniof" lﬁ‘dla (1991)3-5CC 47;

WE";}T ‘gi f i*‘» Sl
igé, Ashaal(‘“ uiv., Stateio QJ&K*# 993’)2 Sec,573; Union of

s ‘)L’

L ¥
I, (1996) 2 S(:C"168L and"* Haguman

A E
%grasif v, Unlon_oﬁlndla,-(1996)10 scc 742 K

@i

q&‘; . (5 T T v S S o }fﬁ"
.n:'*‘= L | r; . ‘i - s ey
T S o ¥

et Iy

18. We aIso ‘hotlce that the apphcantsaj]ave failed to challenge

Gl s
it g s e A

the valldrty of the cutoff date of New Pension Scheme and as
such they cannot be allowed to claim that they should be
goyerned under the old Pension Scheme when the cutoff

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

that scheme.

(0.2.90.125/2013 ecc.-
(Chandraveer Singfi ete. Vs VOT etv.. )
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19, We are fortified in our view from decisions of two Benches of
this Tribunal. The Chandigarh Bench of this Tribunalv had

occasion to deal with the issue in 0.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 prOJectedwcase oqf(the applicants is that the
process*“to il up the posts™ of,Clerks was initiated by

isstiance of.anradvertl =ment dated,,{28 3.2001. At that

. tlme they GPR. Schéme! w;th Pénsion“was in operation.
) h.,,ﬁ'-*' Howe,yer a lot of time was consumed i :completion of
- J?.‘_;I'*“‘ . ithe appointment process and thé* app!;cants%_ultimately
& Rk rf;r,came to be %iqppount?‘dm July, 2004 on)y,* by which
CF W time tl'{]eﬁfnew"‘CPF Scheménof 2004 had. come into
& operatmn wie. f. 141, 2004 It lsafurther the case of the

A e aplzz);llcanththat the new EPF Scheme has come into
g e only. when E-Ietter da&ted 11, 6 20091 was
A § oo ' atlonal andw{qs such they have to
| ?p e : g:zheen .appo -nted under: the; old
¥ e b %
fi h'*'sm G*i" o 1 r-“gn ,; % T e Py, l ' ..g—,e' 'l
v 3h 1dent e fileg f reply to contestglthe
% o clain ifof thie apphc@ants%,Thew ;:}Jea is that thisji$sue'has
% E;mﬁ‘ alreadyffbeen settled by thls‘Oo{ﬁrt in the ldent[calucase
7 of, N'azar'kKumar & Others \{s”‘Umoﬂn of India & Others
X Eias :,“}'Sr il
= gﬁ; ““‘*\ ® “%s’gq"’?"‘-ﬂ?;@-{ {;)5-" F ot 1»‘,.
e ivz A 4"‘#We«are not reproducmg the'pleadmgs of thej;partles'
a ;,% a* |n detaJI as- the issue Is no Iongerﬁres integra and

Y %, stands settled by this’ very, Bench ofa,the,1Tr|bunaI in the

', case of Nazar- Kumar~& Other Vs, Union_&f India &

& " . % “Otherstgtc., . (Q.A.No,338; CH¥2008.~and +0.A.N0.408-

Sl ey CH-2008) * decided! oh +10.06. 2010. para 15 of the

ﬂjudgment belng relevant s reproduced as under:

e, s 4 ,ﬁ{x

‘1‘5~s~1n V|ew of the abo\/e proposition of faw laid

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

Chandigarh, while adopting the notification

- dated 12,12.2006:(Annexure A- 3) issued by the

State of Punjab introducing new: CRF Scheme for

.ifs employees,w.e.f,-1,1.2004 vide order’ dated

}_: 'necessary amendment’ in the relevant rules
. : \'N e.f: 1.1.2004, could not make it leffective from
f‘ T ‘*] any other date as the completej scheme was
i finade effective and the said schemle takes effect
' I'w.e.f] 1,1.2004. We do not find any illegality In
the order dated 14 2.2007, Annextre A-2 or the

C : : (O.ANo.125/2013 ete.-
I : e - (Chandravect. Singhi etc. Vs, UOI eic. )

e e e oA el 8 % e A

?1422007 (Annexure A-2) and |also making

Loe-



Circular, dated 12, 12 2006 (Annexure A-3) as It
does not make any amendment to the | basic
scheme. :‘The date from V\Ifhlch the Schemsg is to
take effect is mentioned in the Scheme itself. We
do not f!nd that any grounds have been |made
out to interfere with the date from whiah the

new Scheme has been made effective in U.T.
Chandigarh i.e. 1.1.2004! In so far as cigim of
ante-dating of -their appointment is concerned
that can also not be accepted in view of the
rejectlon of such claim in an earlier petition.
Underm,dsamemmﬁlmsconceptlon the appllcants

; wce‘h‘frlbuted toward?""‘*‘GPF Scheme and | such
__J;at“‘ amount is - n,owrbemg refunded to them and they

f@’” Jar%to bét made members of CPF.Scheme, having

_ Ty %f%been substantively appomted after 1.1.2004.
" l : Jﬂﬁj ij’f_f}t * This can also, not,be faulted™ w;th ' “"t s &
Foot RS, o

glﬁ 5’“—;" 4, FmdLng that"igthe‘* case othhe apphcants |s~covered on

, all fours Wlt th dec15|on aforesald thig Orlglnal
§ Inza{ Applicatlonﬂls*fdl mtssed "

L
R e i
_5 '.

i N I
k ‘Z(BMSImHarlygmwalmost,;ide

{ (e

i

:. A
i@ # V?F‘;l'“f '@ﬁ-ﬂ‘.

ntealyGrclimstances

s

‘?"_,‘.

ee Bombathen{ch of
‘gl

l?'
....a--v

| e %‘3&4
. F P this Trﬂiaunal |Mf(=)f‘[ NoORIE /L ';_;‘ﬁmwghrl Atul Pandev; Vs
. 3 - 51,-;1? ,ﬁ..ma i L , ym‘n "M’e ?’
%: fﬂ ‘S UoI etctf?demd@d eﬁj ?i?fz 1‘2,_h‘"as Qeléi’»‘as under - Hy - ’i
,r,f R L ﬁ“ ¢ : ‘; X l'r:. *nx. ivs ’:\
R “20 Théﬁ appllcgnf tifas ’nevemcﬁ?allenged the .deldy in
H ff ;aappomtment His | first
~% r ‘r' -.éf th &fear, 2004 “whereby he simply -
‘%%_; # requested the authorities tg.. coVer him:under the old
& {

% 1 4’ Pensona *Scheme of 1972, He 4 made h|s next
% g;‘ " representation in this regarcf in the 'year 2008 It is
%y f‘aﬁewdent frofi-the.chart“glven at“Para 4.6 of the Q.A.
”ﬂ;%._ that the applicant had not been smgled out in respect

P

approachedecompetent»ﬂCourt of Law challenglng
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 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

(0.4 N0.125/2013 etc.
{Chandraveer Singfi etc. V5. VOT ete, )

!
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if
communication made to him dated 19.01.2006 which
is only impugned in this 0.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. pr:or to 271 2bd4 and asuéuchathey cannot claim that
they have to be govérne'd by*old_.PenSIon SCheme
s "
s 00T b
22..n vnew }of the afore s,ald dlscussmn, 'l‘_,'lS held that the
}:’\'f}y- ‘;), f"!"‘l ’ t-('f' ’35“. “wﬁ}ﬁiﬁﬁiﬁ i .
seleptlon of tne
g o= "m %’ih '3"2 ‘d é 5? i“ ., -rng
;- :nqaual ap?o;ntmentﬁcamg t%”b adé%‘ter 1.1 2004 and as
,. ik ,:\ Yy 5 g,@:{- I 5 -
» j-é g =such they would*‘be&g;','.\fr; i7 "'d by#New"?‘ensmn §cheme’fonly
T 4 :.-" TFers ‘ . — ;"L-[JW el %
§ ¥ and the;i‘*" i de;*ln 004 ¢ca3nnot be related back
K ‘L’!ﬁ = “ng ,-‘. T o B8
Y
: «F ,e ‘ f s"'f‘?""r 5:‘ ;;.
¢ ) v
a% Ieav_;ng the partles to bear thelr own costs 5“: I
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