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ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO, 99/2n10 

HON,.BLE MR, M .L. CHAUHA_N,. JUDICIAL MEfv1E»ER 
HON'SLE MR. 3.L. KHATRI, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 

Dr. Harish Chand Jain son of _Lnte Shri B.L. Jain,. aged about 65 yea.rs, 
-,..,<:;'..-l~~'" -t: ~.-A ,.....,,,~,_ ,__l"n'' ''-.'~hal' ~,- .... ..,r '"~m~~ ic-i:..lci1L vi .::...·:J-r, ..':)c;.r,eL l.....V u y,. \/QI::; I i i'.lci':::JO I MJ .ite1. 

Regional Institute of Educaton 1· Pushkar Rnad,. Jaipur. 

. .. , .APPLICANT 

(By Advocate: fvl r. Su rd 1 Kum a!- Singh) 

VERSUS 

1. Union of India throuoh National Council of Education Research & - . 
. - I 

,..,_...,.;, ..... ·1,....·- s~ A, .... .-.1 .... ;t ... :--J .. - l\/f- ...... - t\I __ ,,,, "e'I ..... ; .f..h~o"-t ... iJ-s c--!'""'.-.L.-.,-,, 
- llC!ili lii::J1 t. UlVUiliUV l'l_Cli':::J1 l'~O:::V~ J....I llii ~Iii' 1..l':J!I ll. .;:)<::::l.1c1.a1y. 

2. Princioal. Reoional Institute of Education. Pushkar Road.' Aimer 
I I -' . '1 I ., • 

....... RESPONDENTS 

( Sv Aovocate: -------------- -)-
,,. ~ - - - - .r 

ORDER (ORAL) 

This is the second round of litiaation. 
' ~I -.I • 

flied OA No. 45712010. vvhich was disoosed of vi de order dated . .: . . ' 

-1 ·3 ""'.; ....,,...,10 'N''(.:... :·1'0~-~t·1 r .... se~ved.·to ;..he a~ .... 1 •c~·1"' to -=:·1 .... -L1hcta~1-:"~ n,, J. ~ JJ .t ~ ~ l.1 ~' \! _ t I__. i I I ~I . ; e 1 t , .1 .• : ~ ~J ! I -C1 I l . ~ 1 t= .'::> U-' ~ ~ t t. I \I-:::: ·U f-~\ 

for the same· cause of action. In this OA, the a pp ii cant has prayed f~1r 

\\ { i) 
' , . 

( ji) ·• , 

That the respondent may be directed to grCint the GPF ahd 
Perision after taking into· constdE:ration the past services of 

·the a-ppHcant in NCERT w.e.f. 23.10.69 &s they have cione 
In the case of DR.. R..s. i(ashyc.p and N.C. c:-ivt~a. 
An " o<-h,.~ -~ 1 ;e-= '"'n·1--•~ ""l~;s Hon"ole Tr1· 1~u~;::; 1 rn""'' doem 4=j .. " 'f LI.et t-:=11 .t Vv \....It 1, 11 ! l _ 1 u 11 ... 1 1,_ay .... _ 1 1 1 J .. ~ 



2. The contention as raised bv the. app1icaht in th;s O/J. rs that no 

doubt the. respondents have formulated the Scht~ml:-: where 09tion of 

svvitchlng over the Pension Scheme wa; _given to the empioyees, who 

'<,f\.1 ~n::1 ·u1 ~, .,a·e~, t'ne. 0 ~, n·v·1· dt=>~. ,_t_ FL.In· L~.: c~i~ ~~e ~ nd· o· · -s· · ~ .~1- i..,, '"'n ~+- · ~ ~i..·1 ~ n· _, ~ ___ r- _ _ _J,_iJClti c..; I. , U~ l,JC1:1. !.,U i~ ICll V}-JI.. U I,. 

the applicant Ind c.pted - 'for PF· Scheme but subsequently the 

respondents have 1=rarne.d tt1e rule wher·eby a person can exercise 

notion frnrn t~-1~ date of aonolntment. The case of the ar:mncant rs that 
l I l. t \ .' 

he was appointed as Pt·ofessor in Science Educ:ation in the yea:- 2001 

and in t.er·ms nf the aforesaid rule,. he wc,s entitle to exercis-e fresh 

~ . c• h . . . ,_ . t- r J n 0 1 I,. . t. . ' . '" I op, ion c.11.:er· , is appornr.menl tn ... 1e year .:..U .1. • . (. ts on T11s oasis,. L:'!e 

nppHc:=irit is ciaimlng triat he has a right for switct1ing over to GPF 

Scheme. 

3. From the material pi aced on record 1 it is evident that applicant 

has filed reo. r;::sentation dated l8 .Ol. 20 lO to the Secreta rv. National 
. '. 

Councii of Educatlon;?! R<~search & Training .. · Me\N Deihi. rnsoondent no. 

1; which is stlli pending.· 

4. Learned counsel for the aptJlicant submits that he will be. 

decide the representation of the ap!JI icant t8 .01. 2010 (An nexu re A/2) 

WithiD the soecifled- nerlod. 
~ . ' . 

s: In view of what has been st;:-it21j above and 'i·Ji~hout go; rig into 

) 

merit of the case, we c:re of the vievv that it will be in the interest of 

of the, applicant dated :1.8 .D.i. 20 to i ,, 'n ...... 0 ..• , .... , ... 
\_M.1. ~ l-J'.U: t:: 

i• ') l A/·-·, .. 



. Accor·dingly,, responcie.nt no. :\ is clih:.:cted to (\ec\de tiF~ representation 

of the aptJiicant dat2d :l.8.0:t.2010 (Annexure ,£\/2.') vvithin a neriod of 
• I •. i .r f • -

months from the a CO'.)/ 

made ciear that such cor:rsideration wi!l be without .::iny oreiudice, fo 

anv contention. relatina to limitation ·Or rir::·iav and :atches. Jr; othe.r 
JI ._ • I 
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C.;A_: vJhich wiii be consici2red in accordanc:e. with lavv. 

With the -()/-\ ls ciisposed of nt · ad01;ssion 

st2oe v1lth no or'der as t6 costs. · 

,L\HO 


