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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 

JAIPUR BENCH 

Orders pronounced on: ..2.5j . 7 · 201-t. 

(Orders reserved on: 26.07.2016) 

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J} & 
HON'BLE MRS. MEENAKSHI HOOJA, MEMBER CA). 
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(Bl O.A.N0.132/2013 . . i , . 

I . . ~--.. . ( . ; 

'· Slshu Pal s/o Data Ram, aged about 34 yea.rs, r/o Gymmber, post 
1
, Bal Kesheri Agra presently working as M'ajdoor ih Anin)unition 
\ o'epot, Bharatpur. . . , ·~ 

(9) O.A.N0.133 /2013 

Rohitas s/o Mangu Ram, aged about 27 years, r/o Shypura, post , 
· teh. Deeg, . Bharatpur, presently working as Majdoor .'. in 

Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. 

Darshan singh s/o kishori lal, aged about 29 years, r/o village and 
post Sukka ki Nangal, P.O. Bhandur, Distt. Bharatpur, presently 

·working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot., Bharatpur. 

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

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

(OJlS{o.JiJ/2013 etc.· 
(Clianaraveer Singli etc. 'Vs. VO! etc.) 
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(17) O.A.N0.141 /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 Kathi, 
Bharatpur, presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, 
Bharatpur. . · 

(18) O.A.N0.142/2013 
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(25~ O.AiN0.149/2013 '' '-· .. __ , . \I ' ; ... : ' . ' .. 

I ~am Veer Sing.h .s/o Kish an Singh, aged fabqutl 51 years:, 1\ r/o vi lage and · 
1

1

1 J,ost,, Mandha_ Po~t ~~nkh,The and Dist!. ~~t~ura,, presieptly w rking a~ 
, . ~ajdoor in Ammunitioh',Depot,, Bharatpur. ; \ 1 • 

! r , . 
(26) O.A.N0.150/2013 '·· 

Nahar Singh s/o shri Charan Singh, aged about 48 years,
1 

r/o vi lage ~nd 
post Nangla-Harcharid, post Sagar (Bharatpur), presenily w rking \ as 

Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.. 

Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur: 

(32) O.A.N0.156/2013 

"-

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. 

(O,Jl.Wo.iZJ/20tJ etc.­
{Cliamfra·11eer Sinali etc. o/s. Vol etc.) 
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(33) 0.A.N0.157 /2013 

Bijendra Singh s/o Hidda singh, aged about 44 years, r/o Village an.d post 
Takla, Teh. Kumher, Bharatpur, presently working as Majdoor in 
Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. 
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(4i) 0.A.N0.165/2013 · . ; !i . . . . , . 

! : · I _ ; . • •. •I I;' • ' "' ' • ._ I 

~ajesh Kumar vichoria s/o Munshi lai•,;,flge~ abou~:32 y ars,;rlo: 
Gurveera post Dhanders, teh. Kaman,: pist,t': Bharatpur, resently 
Working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, BharatpJr .. : 

' '· , . . ' ! I' ' 
: I . ! 

(47) O.A.N0.291/00219/2014 & 
M.A.No. 291-(00198/2"014 

' '' 
! 

•-

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

(0.}l.7fo.JZ5/2013 fie.· 
(Cliandraveer Si11gli etc. 'Vs. VOJ i!lC.) 
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{48) O.A.N0.291/00220/2014 & 
M.A.No.291/00196/2014. 

Ashok Kumar Solanki s/o Shri Bhoop Singh, :aged about , r/o 
village a11d post Bachhamadi (Noh), Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan, 
presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition" Depot, Bharafpur. 
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(OJISfo.125/2013 etc.­
. (Cfianimveer Singfi etc. 'Vs. VO! etc.) 
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(59) O.A.N0.291/00231/2014 & 
M.A.No.291/00185/2014 

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

(60) O.A.N0.291/00232/2014 & 
M.A.No. 291/00183/2014 
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(65) O'.A.N0.291/00237 /2014 & __ 
M.A.No.291/00179/2014 · -! ' ! . 

I , 

Niranjan Singh s/o Shri Kishan Singh,\ aged about 50 ye rs, r/o 
Village Moroli, post Udhyog Nagar, Distt. Bharatpur, Ra asthan, 
p\esently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bhar tpur. 

(66) O.A.N0.291/00238/2014 & 
M.A.No. 291/00178/2014 

Respondents 

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

(O.Jl.No.125/2013 "'-­
. (Cliand'mveet Sin9fi etc. 'Vs. VOi etc. j 
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ORDER 
HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J) 

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. 

appointed / selected prior to 1.1.2004 are to be treated 

under the CC:S (Pension) Rules, 1972 and those who have 

been appointed i selected on 1.1.2004 .. or subsequently are 

to be governed by New Pension Scheme. The_ clai~ ·of the 
' . . . 

applicant is that since the applicant was selected as per the . . 

· (O.JISvo.125/2013 etc.· 
(Cnaiufmveer Sinor. etc. o/s. VO! etc.) 

_______ ," _____ _ 
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notification issued In tl:i!=! .. month of.September, 20
1

03 and 
.·~ I 

appointed in the .month of November, 2003, he is go~erned 
' ! 

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, 

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 

(O.JISvo.JlS/2013 et<­
(Clianaraveer Singli etc. 'Vs. VOi etc.) 
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appointment on 9.2.2004, he is not entitled to ·pension under · 

CCS {Pension) Rules, 1972. Copy of selection order dated 

10.11.2003 is enclosed as Annexure R-1. New Structured 

Defined Contribution Pension System is applicable and 

mandatory for all newly. entrants to Central Government 

service with effect from 1.1.2004. Copies of. Govt. of India, 

the applicants stood selected in 2003 and, therefore, they 

would be covered under the Old Pension Scheme as the term 

, I ' 
"appointment" would take within its sweep the process of 
. - .i : [ . - : 
recruitment I alsd. and it cannot be separated for the purpose 

.. ! l 1 ·1: ·i 

of den'>',ing 1 th~ !:-benefit of. old ·pension scheme to the 
.; i· t • -

; ' I 

• 1; (O.}l.:!{~125/2,013 etc.­
\· (Clianiraveer Singli etc. 'V's; VOI etc.} 

i ! I 
· .. I, 
I ! 
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. . .. i i ; -
!Jpplicants. This. was· hotly_ fontested py learned co ,n I for 

- '· i · I 
the respondents · stating that· the· i term appointm nt is 

jndependent of recruitment process arid . one .does ~ot enter 
' I 

·into cadre, .unless a formal appointment order is issued and 

in this case the appointment has been made after 1.L2004 

and as such the applicant would be governed under the New 

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 

oeneficial to the employees. Had the Applicants been given 

(o.:oro.125/2013 elc.­

(Clianifraveer Si119/i etc. '14. VO! et<) 
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appointment Jetter in 2003, they 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. Sharma, learned counsel for respondents reiterated what 

has been state(l In the written statement. 

I 

applicant had b~e·n· selected for appointment (not appointed) 
- ' } ; '\ 

as Mazdoor jn · p~r_s_~anc.e of advertisement· d·ated; 6.'9;200.3 
. i '· I . . '. . ' . I 

and 1.9~9.Tq?.3'.nr,w~s made. c1ear. that the ·se1ect1onl (not 

appointmeh,d is.\\ pr.ovisional'. and shall : be subject to 

~erifica~ion iior dktf;o: bir;tb t~.:~sceitain age ~s: on last 1a:_ of. 

· .! · 'I 1 · ; · · • i (o.;i.i,:m)zon "". 
~ . I ! (Cfiarufravee< Sino Ii etc. 'J)s, ral etc.) 
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submission of appll~atlon,_ e_d_~sat\ontl certificate ard olice 

veriflc~tion as applicable and bl~n~ f~r: for attest1tio and 

medical examination were als6 :forwarded for c m letion 
I : 
' and due attestation which were to be submitte~ b, the 
I . J 

applicants to· the authorities .. '..The· applicants. have not 

enclosed any appointment order'. However, a copy.\of sam~. 
'i:b'~~ .... j~~ ... ~ • ! 

has been ef'fCicrsed 
0
by the resrf0'11dents at Annexure R-2 

dated.{~O~~~.iJcA,~f t~~.£il'>R6ip~~~t,,to the ~pplicant .r ·r'\i'' .... ',. #' .. ~. ~ .,. l'. 4 . t· .a:• ........ ,.~ 

/Jnvltln~)~m to join the post if the terrris ,11nd cO[)ditions are 
·<l·t:r,,:~ ,,,bJ-1f4~~1illii•~~11,\\,. i . .:.'" • '·· . 

, acc~ptable toJ!tllfu.,. l')le ~eh{ctiqn!ra,g,d appolntryient \·s. to take 
i1 '"- ~Fil. '\ ., t 1 t l»l' • 1 

I ,...;rrect frorii'!rth~da~, a j'oilii ,'g.,ilTh·e~t~trms and··~~ndifions Of 
f I Y ~:,,· ~ "i~ ~ ~ IJ ;r· .# ~;;1 .-f •• l· · 

I 
• !l!.\" ~.. '\ i, ' a f / ~.... .1. ,-,.~- 'l 
_..,,.,appolntef,.rent ... ar.\l. "fu!l,o 7 ·' • ·1 ,fh!l)ettelfi· order. 'hhus, 1t, can 

~f1r.i~ ~ ~~. - ' ..... ~ -~ 
!Ill).;~;;,-·<" . • ... ~-· ' • t ~ c safely o~, c_ ~~su ~~e.·Q:-tt.j~~e~.t.' processl_.:which' ad 

~ . 'Wt"''~ " -~ -~~ff '"] ~ 
'.~ W been s~' JIO'~g . , ~qJ, ''\~.@~ to . a~ ~iJ~d ~itif-
t .,... /.!·« \' .·~ tJj ~ 
~L ~..)•appolntme. ' _ag. pli.<a~n~s ~e. b1t\J. afy1l{.~004. The "recr.uit~ent i. . ._, l ~ ·4 ~~:·w" . . J 

14_ proc;esCi[i'th.."_re~u~r:r.Le'.m,tlf;i'o'f.:~"~-P_ p'Oin_ t,Vien,.!=" are direrent 
'I\ ·"'' ,, ""'"' , .~ .. ,,. ,, I 
'\ a(dJ~is~l~~t..,~~l\,spectus which t~:a{pli~~bt:s ·:are trying to 

\, \ ;I/. ....,,,__ .,,,.-' ,''." ' / ; 
\,i~te'r~~gle t?-·:.C~e~te7a.,confu~i~~ -~·{he' r~7ruit~efit process 

'\ " .. . : ' "' : ' .\ . . / , .. 
. mav-,h~v'e .. b.~,:.n lhlti~t~d· i'n 2003 but_J)le' ac;)!al appointment 

1'"·~ -t....,_.__ .o!':"'~ ' ,,v.i 

came to~b'e,,..W.~deln:Pe~~.=:-~j.;ar'l"'d It cannot be relate 
~-.. ~'li.~~"""'_., .. 

back to 2003 for the pu'rpose of claiming benefit under old 

Pension 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 

{OJ1..9fo.125/ZOJJ ~tc.­
(Cfiantfmveer Sin9fi etc. o/.r, VOi etc.) 
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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 

appointmenti' pri6r to 1-1-2004 and are paid salary prior 
. ; I ·\ 

• ' i ' 

theretq, are ita \blg_ov~rn.ed by old Pension Scheme .. T this 

case the apJllcarits have not: been put on induction training 
.· i I ii · · I 

nor their ~pfointrnenf has taken place prio( to 2003
1 

and, 
. It - I 

' f1 . ! . t:-· 

Ii ,, 

·· I ·: ,_ .J 

I 

i ~- . 

i 
' 

' i 
l 

· {O.Jf.!No.125/2013 eu.­
(Cliaiufravter Sin9/i etc. '(Is. ~OJ etc.) 

\ . I _. --------··-------···- -·----- -~-----·-··-----·- -· --,- -

. ' 
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therefdre, the rella~~e P.]<:!c.ed~_bYiit~e~ on this 
. . ~. "f) ~ t . . 

clar fi ation 

Is also misconceived.'. ' 

that scheme. 

{0.)l.!No.J25/201J etc.­
(Cliamfraveer Si1191i etr. 'Vs. v01 ttc.) . 
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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 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 g~9jected".cas.e,,,\?f _the applicants is that the 
pro_s:.§ss"to fill _,up the posfS"of~,£;1erks was initiated by 
J~suance.;ot4pv,ad\(,~1i~fmt?~t ?af~d,~~8.3.~001. At ~hat 

.l'';"·t1m~)~,e%G,Pli Sche_me•-wL~tf ~e1}s1.on w.~.: m oper~t1on. 
_,;>"" :~2We¥er,_ a lot of time_ was co~S~1)2~ed _1m,~omp1E7t1on of 

if' . !t~~;appomtm~L1~u~~~~~5..5. and the"aP:f.ll1cant::; _ ult1mat~ly 
j/' i;;_"~c;;•,,came to,,.~~1'iC\PPOJntep''il,\i),;._July, 2004 on)y;\by which 

J" '\t, time ~!l§\ic~"<~W~ 1CP:f ~ch7me.~T~f 2004 ~pa .. CO,[!le into 
/ ''-•., oper,~&10~, w;.~.f-·;., 1':;1.~094. it';l?,,r{urther -~~$..:fase, of _the 

l 14·,. , ap!?.JJ.i;:;.ents-,.,~hq,1t \t~;e Jn~w ):':PF )~,g~eme Ha~.,.com§! into 
}' 1. • "<' ?P.sratibn ...• ;~llJY,,,'~i~-~jl _.l''!:.ttef d~.t,ed 11. 9.2po9~I was 

1: """'"' 1~~ued,,,9J:?.~.111,~,.1.~w:i.~,r~t1~99l.and~~s such they haye to f: !: b@t,ti.:~.a.t~iLe?,;f~~Xlm£J)~~~~n..,e.BR.C?J.~ted und_er· the_, old 
~i ·h_·~---· G.~f Sche_Jl)eofii~1~~i~~~~;f;r"*'~~.. f;1~ 1-<H· ·~I 
~1 "-"~ ~t;'i--.,;r.:;i-l"_;.i:~· .-..Ft~..t-~f!;'"?::l.f{:1~~1. q-,-."'!.·t':!...,_~t?f.~· -.;; \ 

~. ~~\J 3.'ir_e,:rr~~-6§,a'~~r~~h~v-~~:f!leg.,j~~eply to '.lQ"~,test~the 
11 ..; ;"i cla111!1{of tine qPP,.hc~nts:\Tl'ie!f p.Je.a 1s that th1sJJ$SUeJ has 
'lj _ !;,;,,,if alreJl:l~f,[Je1~' s~ttl~d~~y'this:@.,~3rt in the idemtli;:al:.case 
'Ii ciL~~arr:l~l!~_~r &(bt1i~-~fi~~~"U~!,9!1.9f India & Ot~trs . 

.... ¥~_. r-< . -~~,!,. ~~k3r~1.tlfil1;&:1~~1 
l__.ill r. .,;;:·-....,..~ r 

'!~. / , .. 4:"i'i/Ye·•,qr_i: not reproducing ~1:).e•·pJ!;!adi[lg\ of theJparties· 
· '\ f. //-111. det~,1f as the issue· is "R_~,,long.er;\re;;-int~gra and 

)' 

I
'_ 

I 

\ ~. ' st.~rnds set~led by this very,.Bench qf,th€l/fribuflal in the 
'\ \, case of Nazar .Kumar···8l'"other Vs. Union ;iSf India & 

,: . 

~- '1 ., . I ,: .:.· 

_"'\, ~Q.thers>"',etc., .(Q,A.f'!o,3~8,e<;:H2200~/and,,s0.A.No.408-
"\'f. cR~2008); de'dd,ed\ on-·: lb.'06~]-0·fb. ~a'fa 15 of the 

..,"'l~dgrrfent,~-~i~g releva_~.~~~,seprod.~c;.ed as under: 
'l'.:ti,l!t.>~·,1!' ..,.. · _._,_."':_ ...... .,,,~:i: · . ·j'~r/fiJ.~·· 

'f5..,.I.IJ.,.'il[ew of Jh~.,abcive proposition of law laid 
• down' by Hie'lion'ble supreme Court, the U.T. 

Chandigarh, while adopting th~ notification 
· • dated 12.12.2006: (Annexure A-3) I issued by the 
. ! ~tate; of Punjab introduting new: cPiF Scheme for 
, i~s -e1J1ployees .. :w.e.f; 1.1.2004 vid~ order da~ed 
' 14.2.f007 .. (ARnexure' A-2) and I also making 

'' ~ece~sary amend_ment' in the relevant rules 
:J ~.e.f! 1.1.2004, could not make it!effective from 

- -- \ \ ~ny: iJther date as the complett;!\ scheme was 
'i. rade; effective and the said scherp,e takes 7ffe~t 
i w.e.ff 1.1.2004. We do not find any illegal1ty 1n 

\ 1'h--e ,or_-_~er dated 14.2.2007, Annex_fre A-2 or_the 
. -! '·: ·, i _ _ ifoJi.No.125/2013 ctc.-

j { . ~ , . : : _,. i: · (Clia1ufraveer; fiu91i etc. tf/s. VO! et~.) 
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Circular. dated 12.12:.2006 (Annexure A-3 as it 
- ·~··- .. I I I I 

does not make an~, ?mf!ndment to the bpsic 
scheme. :The date from which the Schem is to 
take eff~ct is mentio~ed i~ the Scheme ltse f.\ We 
do nqt find that any grounds have been made 
out to interfere wit~ the date from whi \the 
new Scheme has been made effective i l!J.T. 
Chandigarh i.e. 1.1.2004~ tn so far as cl im of 
ante-dating of. their appointment is cone· rhed, 
that can also not be accepted in view 9f ithe 
reJ'ection of such claim in an earlier petition. ,, I 
U~d,~J;'""''s0Jne=•f!'.l.L~1=~nception, the applicants 

. ,#'el!lfftrlbu~ed towara~ "'G£1F Scheme and~' sych 
'"'~ aflJo~n.~ Ip '.i~vJl'b7ing'",re~uii'aeo~.to them_ and t?,ey 

,,,..;r , ,,-a,r.~ to !;le1 made"meq:i~pe1s11:of CPF~cheme, ha"iing 
· ,1f' "" .. ··(\b'een substantively app,Oi?t~d aft(;r.. 1. l.2G04. ~-

,/', ('' " This can atso not be faultea''With .' '\ 
·~\1 · ii~_ . ":~J-1 .. ~ifilm~}Jf.~~~\U}::·i,.:.' _ · -~:'"I'' ._ ~1\', 

/' \lh4. Fingtp'.glf~bat~jthe1ca/:~!Eb,~,appli~~nts)s'.cd°'{~red on 

Ii" ·~. all f9qr.s~ltlj, tile 4.ecjsiqn a~d1'~5<i".1d, this' O.Ji .. iglna,1. 
"""~" Ap~Ti'f:'atioh iS!di~rrlis§ed':" I :r~ · · ' .,, 

1
-. 1 ~-rr,,. .. -,w··"i:i~~:. ~-l~- ~+ ... pi ~ 1t .W ;1~ . -~~.,..;1,~~~~ . : .. f'.' ·v._ 

r..>} ~rn- -"' ~ .. ,. q --~- . ~ ·r· rJ: 1...-.r·· -•.:;-r,_ .·:r~'' ·, 
. «1 ~irJ- ..,1\11,~ •. 't ~ *· .. J ·,f ..• ,;_:.t w~· P.:q.,_ J 

.
1
f 2.@~.Similar1Wl1h''<al.mo"st·,,'fli'· ' ·• .~qjrE~mstan® .. s Bombax1'Bent. h of 
, ~J ~£1 -~........ ..,,,4 t';\ " I 

f. r';;;, this Tri~hfil'"fA:'g;JX>. . , i~~"sii~i ,A tu I ~;~de§, 1Vs 
it .. ~J;,u~ ~~-~~i. ·,:,:i·;'., ~~r:.,.i,\ ~ir.·t~- -~.\-s~·.'4;,'z;r;~.i .;;;.t..:.)·,: ~ 
~ #-"d. ~ ·f~- -~" 1· ~f'jl l\ 10,-~ ' t_j};;; ' ' - - -', 
~· b.;t UOI etc;1tiecid'i§d,· . ,f20ti2,ha's;.he!a•·as under:::·"' R 
'.~~ ~~ .... ~ -. .:~!'.' /:fr .' - . --U ·1J '1~~; ~l'~·r·. t?~~;tx~ [}_) ;f 
'ti ~""'") :·20._'illge a8pli~anE hfis'Qev~· h~llenged the.':delay\ ~n ~-
\ . 1s2.~~~g~~~g~ J ofter t ~.f.~~r1aPP!?.!1J.tment. His f first .};-

.. ~. • . .:fepresentatlo'fi\is.of.-.tlle\~ear.2'004 ·.whereby he $imply 
· \i ,/ ,.r~'q'~est~.~ the ""autfl'orities t,<{ .. c:cJ?.:er-' h]rTi\under .the ?1d 

"\ I f/!?nsio-Q,/' Scheme of 197·~l·_.,-'He, \IT]ade h.[5 next 
\,. · '\, ~ r'~P_resent~S!on in this r~gara in ,,th'e 'v_e'ar 2_ons. rt\ is 

li,,: ·~ eviaent frorff·•the,.chart··giyen at Para.!4.6 0f the 0.A. 
'~\. "\tb.~.t th'~,:app_lipJ_Qt hac;J n.orbeen ~~9gled .9~t in resp~ct 

·1!;,'l.i of"IS§Uance of··~h·e! offer of ap.gointm,~nt in Februa~y, 
· i.;2R04-:'"0n~ ... .t~r Pankaj K~J;IlaF•Sfng_~was also given tre 

offer:.,.Qf appointment-iii-March,,.2.004. Had -the applicant 
approached,""9,,,i;:ol'!)..8.~.t~J:lt"-'eb·urt of Law challengirg 
denial of the of'fer 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 retrospectiye 
effect to his appointment from the date others were 
appointed, he could have claimed the benefit of did 
Pension Scheme which was in force till 31.12.20d

1
3. 

Having not done so, it is not open to him to claim a~y 
relief to the extent that he should be covered 23 GA 
N0.267/2010 under the Old Pension Scheme whith 

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

(0.Jl,!N~JZJ/2013 etc.· 
.(Cfianifroveer Singfi etc. o/s. VO! e!c.) 
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communication made to him dated 19.0l.?006 which 
is only impugned in this O.A. in the year 2010. The 
plea taken by the applicant with regard to question of 
limitation is that his representations dated 22.09.2008 
and 09.09.2009 are pending with the DOPT and he has: 
to compulsorily contribute every month from his salary; 
bill certain amount towards his pension in. terms of\ 
new restructured defined Contribution Pension 

I 
Scheme, 2004." 

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

Place: Jaipur 
Dated: .2.9i : i . 2co i r, 

: HC* 

i 
I 

. 1 (OJl.No.125/2013 eto­

(Cliarnfra.-'.r· ringli et< Vs. VOI etc.) 
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