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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 

JAIPUR BENCH 

Orders pronounced on: 25/ . 7 · 2°1.(, 

(Orders reserved on: 26.07.2016) 

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J) & 
HON'BLE MRS. MEENAKSHI HOOJA. MEMBER CA) 

.(fil O.A.N0.130/2013 

Shyam Sunder s/o Ram lal, aged about 36 years, r/o viifage 
nangal Babaji, post Badour, teh. Bharatpur, presently working as 
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot/Bharatpur. · 

(7) O.A.N0.131/2013 

Shanker Singh s/o Vejendra singh, aged about 51 years, I r/o 
village Kasoda, post Kasoda, teh. Bharatpur, presently working as 
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. 1 
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I 
(0.)l.'.Ko.125/2013 etc.-

(Clia1u{raveer Sin9li etc. o/s. VQI etc.) 

",' 

i 
'' ' '' ' 



~ 
I 
i 
I 
' 

~ : 

" 

2 
' 

-1 

(8) O.A.N0.132/2013 
~--- I 

Sishu Pal s/o Data Ram, aged about 34 yea.rs, r/o Gummber, post 
Bal Kesher, Agra' presently working as M'ajdoor ih 1 Ammunition 
Depot, 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 Nahgal, P.O. Bhandur, Dist!. Bharatpur, presently 
working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot., Bharatpur. 

(16} O.A.NO. 140/20~3 

Shiv singh s/o N~thi Singh, aged about 49 years, rlo Village and 
post Jatoli Thoon\ teh. Deeg, Dist., Bharatpur, presently working 
as Majdoor in Am(nunition Depot, Bharatpur. 

(OJl.fNo.125/2013 etc.­
(Cliand'raveer Sin91i etc. 'l's. 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. 

post Sinsini, teh .. ,Deeg, Bharatpur, presently working as 
, I 

Majdodr in 
I 

Ammunition Depot, .Bharatpur. , . I . 
,I 
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(25) O.A.N0.149/2013 . 

Ram Veer Singh s/o Kish an Singh, ag~d fa~outt51 years·,.\ rlo village and 
I ' r : i 

1 post, 'Mandha Post Sankh, The and Dist!. Mathura, prese~tly working as 

Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. 

(26) O.A.N0.150/2013 

Nahar Singh s/o shri Charan Singh, aged about 48 years, r/o village and 
. I 

post Nangla-Harchand, post Sogar (Bharatpur), presently working; as 

Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. 

(OJl.9'10.125/2013 etc.­
(Cliand'raveer Singli etc. '!Is. ·Vol etc.) 
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(33) O.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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(41) O.A.N0.165/2013 Jr 

' • I ! • 

Rajesh Kumar vichoria s/o Munshi la!,\:agea abou~:32 years, rto: 
Gurveera post Dhanders, teh. Kaman, Distt. Bharatpur, presently· 
working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, BharatpJr .. 

( 46) O.A.N0.291 /002:t8/2014 & .,..- / 
M.A.No. 291/00t'97,/2014······---·---·-· pr'~ 

. ·--.,it1:<.\';JI, •• );;~··; ., ..... 

Ashok Kumar s/o Sfi'yam"Babt1;"ag8cl about 34 years, r/o Mori 
Char Bagh, Near Sindhi Dharmshala, Distt. Bharatpur, 
Rajasthan, presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, 
Bharatpur. 

(47) O.A.N0.291/00219/2014 & 
M.A.No. 291/00198/2014 

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

(0.)IS{o.125/Z0/3 eto­
(Cliand"raveer Si119fi etc. 'Vs. VOI .itc.) 
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(48) O.A.N0.291/00220/2014 & 
M.A.No.291/00196/2014. . 

' 1·' 

Ashok Kumar Solanki s/o Shri Shoop Singh, aged about , r/o 
village and post Bachhamadi (Noh), Distt. Bha.ratpur, Rajasthan, 
presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition.Deipot, Bharatpur .. 
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(O.}l.fNo.125/2013 ele.­
(Cfianiruveer Singh •« 'J/.r. VO! etc.) 
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(59) O.A.N0.291/00231/2014 & 
M.A.No.291/00185/2014 

Dashrath 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, Bha~atpur. 

(60) O.A.N0.291/00232/2014 & 
M.A.No. 291/00183/2014 

Naresh Kumar s/o Nirpat Singh, aged about 34 years, r/o village 
and post Ucchain1,,,.lieh'."Ro8pwaas~'8is.tJ. Bharatpur, Rajasthan, 
presently wo~~in'9 a.s fl!lajgo,orc il\('.Ap:imuni1Ton,,pepot, Bharatpur. 

_.~.,.~'-· _ -~~ ~ ~~(. ~ :~'.!· ~~ .. rf ,_:~; /;; '• ·4\1>.·.,_, 

(61) O.A.NO·.ig1/00'233ltl014 & . "·4 { / ·l . '"·".;,. 
M.A.No. 29•1/00·i184/2014 ' },,.if·,_, . '\, 

,J;.f 1.'·\. ;~.,..,~·· r~;l;J.~~t-~~~(~»t,.r;.;-:, ~:'"\;~' '·'f/b 
Do.brenor.a·"Prabodh,;:§Y.0•'1$nr~ KaJ!astJ""Chand, 'aged'ta5out , r/o 
~~ben, '¥i(Bben} ,~:llfi'11}, K~m~e~J Qisfu"~~1.Bharatpur:•''-R~jasthan, 
pres§htly ~orkin'g"iits,,M°'ajdoo[i i~" }\rl'imuni'ti9n Depot;,Bhar~tpur. 

:l r-1~-. ,;~i-:i"'··,~ -\.;,_. i(! t ~ -~· :~'· / }i~~:;,~ -.-;,.- , . t~ 

62 :ro A N1"o· 291 'o:".'o. 23"4"·· .2.'0""1 .. 41· ·1.,i l i ,/ "''""·" ";ik ·, .. ..:' ··1 
• • • ; _ • ' l:C(;',-;!i.;- '.;§•' -~'' ._ •. ~~~,r_;*~'-. '·":";'.',"~ . 

M.MN0;,,2g1/001S2/2Cll!'4c.;.:;; ·:~~ •. ,,~"·"'" 'l\il . .. l1 
I~ . j~~io;;,,.,;_.if::";~'1'l~;,.-,_,.,:,.;:.;:"jJ'.Y, ::._.rl-~.•·· ·~-•·.« . .,..; .. =< r:m: ''.J" 1" 

. ' 

~ Vifendra Sing!J s/o $.bri 1G~j.@ ' .. :.,. ,\; ingb, agegj about 32·years: r/o 
~. Vilfa:ge Malif:lpfa';°"' pos!>"~,~~~r,;·;oistf"'"Bqaratpur, 13~~jast~an, 
'l pr~sently worl<ib.g·1as' 

7
Mk)dobf, \'@''ihJ;Quniti.q9'Depot, B~~r~tpyr. 

{ " .,,, \'<• ,!! !,! ;!' ~ ~ ·~ ., ,?,,.· ·"''" " ,, r. j ·.· .. ~~} .f: j ~ -~ ··,}. ~'""i~_\fC! c;! . 
\~ ·':.':)~,,:tl!-:- ·sre~h., _.~f' ; ~ -11 '~ ilt~~· ~<;;'"'~" /l 

(63)~ O.A.N0.29~/,00~35o/i<.~q-~i4 ~ . 'lj" ; .. 11'."' ,·"-'"""< •·· ;i 
M.A. No. 291/00181/2014 ""'''~;;;;,iflj\'.~t, · . ./' ""' ,,,""'· . .,, f 

l~ -{,,.- ; g~:;....,!.· ··~,,'<>!;~ ;.~·.-~rl -~"" \p• ~.. ·•~\ J 

i%.. fi ..fl .• ~ \.,, .; -"'; ?1 ~t ... -.1' 

'1,\ \~_ l·<··~., ''<.,, .... : .. ' _,,,oi'',,,."" .,,<·\\ : .. /' ;/ 
Harae..v Sin,gh s/o~·$)iri ·shyam~·[al,, .. age.d abgdt 341-'years, r/o 
Village'.·~hansY{.~ra, :postJ!~pt~i;a, teh.'·Ku:m.he( vi~;Nad~ai, Dis~t. 
Bharatpur« .. RaJast.han, presently wor,k1rig as·' MaJdoor 1n 

· Ammunition'D~pot, "Bharatpur,_ .. ,,,. - ·"'" · . ··"' 
?}..,,., ;•i'l$:,..,_,V;;"'";>l;h!i ><;., • ..--'-'{l'·~r1'~-r\~ ~<' ~;-/~:.\ ,.! .:fl,; ·«""' 

(64) O.A.N0.291/00236/2014 & 
M.A.No. 291/00180/2014 

Pappu s/o Shri Mahaveer. ~ingh, aged bout , r/o Village 
Girdharpur, post Kesoda, Dist!. Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently 
working as Majdoor in Ammunition.Depot, Bharatpur. 

(o:;i:wo. 12~/zo1 J ,tr,. 
(C~ancfraveer Sin9fi etc. '1·i VO! etc.) 
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(65) O.A.N0.291/00237 /2014 & 
M.A.No.291/00179/2014 

Niranjan Singh s/o Shri Kishan Singh, aged about 50 years, r/o 
Village Moroli, post Udhyog Nagar, Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan, 
p~esently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur. 

(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)!Sfo.125/2013 "'·­
(Cfiand'mveer Singli etc. o/s. VO! 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 CCS (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 claim ·of the 

applicant is that since the applicant was selected as per the 

· (0.)l.!No.125/2013 ctr.­
(Cfiancfraveer Singli etc. 'fJs. Vol 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 Application. 

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 

Pensipn Scheme. The applicant having joined his duties after 

(OJ'l.Wo.125/2013 etc.­
(CliarUfraveer Singfi etc. o/s. VO! 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 

' 
"appointment" would take within its sweep the process of 

recruitment : also and it cannot be separated for the purpose 

of denying · the ' benefit of old ·pension scheme to the 

{OJl.No.125/2013 etc.­
(Cfzantfraveer Singli etc. 'J/s, VOI etc.) 

i-----:--
1 

I . 
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applicants. This was hotly_ co~te;ted ~y learned coun .
1

e1 for 

the respondents stating that ~he· ( term appointm~nt is 

independent of recruitment process and one does not enter 

' 
into cadre, unless a formal appointment order is issued and 

in this case the appointment has been made after 1.1.2004 

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 

beneficial to the employees. Had the Applicants been given 

(O,Jl.Jfo.125/2013 etc.­
(Cfiand'raveer Si11gfi etc. 'Vs. VOi etc.) 
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appointment letter 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 stated in the written statement. 

applicant had been selected for appointment (not appointed) 

as Mazdoor in pursuance of advertisement dated 6.9.2003 
' ' . . 

i 

' 
and 19.9.2003. It was made clear that the selection (not 

' 

appointment) is : provisional and shall be subject to 
I ' 
I 
' verification of date of birth to ascertain age as on last day of 

- I • 
I -

i (0.}l.No.125/2013 etc.-
I (Cfiantfraveer Si1191i. etc. 'V's. VO! etc.) 
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submission of application,. education~! certificate and , olice 
-.. ~· ' \ 

' 
verification as applicable and blank form for attestatio and 

medical examination also forwarded for com letion 

were. to be submitted b~ the 

applicants to the authorities. The applicants have not 

were 

and due attestation which 

enclosed any appointment order. However, a copy of same 

Pension Sche'me. 

.. 

14. Hon'ble Apex: Court has observed that appointment to a post 

is made by issuing a letter of appointment indicating the 

terms of th~ appointment and requesting the candidates 

concerned to signify his acceptance of the same. In the 

(O.flSfo.125/20JJ e!C.· 
(Cfiarnfraiieer Singfi etc. 'Vs. VO/ 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 

appointment'.' prior to 1-1-2004 and are paid salary prior 

thereto, are [to ·be _governed by old Pension Scheme. In this 
' I '• ,. ' 

case the applicants have not been put on induction training 

nor their appointment has taken place prior to 2003 and, 

I 

. _j 

(OJUNo.125/2013 etc.­
(Cliam:fraTJeer Singfi etc. o/s. VO! etc.) 

---- ·------ ---
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therefore, the reliance pl9ced by theiji on this clarifi ation 
. .__.·I 

is also misco'nceived. 
r~ 

17. It is well settled proposition of law by the Hon'ble Supreme 

Court that merely because a candidate is eligible whe~ the 
I 

advertisement was issued or that the name of candidate is 

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

such they ca,nnot be allowed to claim that they should be 
: 

go~erned under the old Pension Scheme when the cutoff 

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

that scheme.; 

{OJl.Wo.125/2013 eic.­
(Cliandraveer Si11gli etr. 'Vs. 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 & Others Vs. Union of India & Others, 

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

"2. The p~9jected,,cas.e • .gt~ the applicants is that the 
pros.§ss"ro fill ,up the posts'··of,,~lerks was initiated by 
[;Ss6'ance ot .<Jn ~ac!Y,.~1tispm~.nt dafod,,_?8. 3. 2001. At that 

,c•'""tim~"t~e~G.PF. Schemet,w~i' ~el}Sion 'w,~,s in operation, 
;f' 1jjo0(e¥er, a lot of time was c'br;is~'ro,ed in\c;ompletion of 

,i Q;5p'appointm_?.'$BPJ~S.,.~s>~ and the~ag~\icant~,, ultimat~ly 
,/ fi1;:7• .. c.ame to.,l?:~;;a,ppointep¥1.1.~.;;.~uly, 2004 onJ.y;•\?Y w~1ch 

., / ··;;, time ~~~'''1,ew';,CF\f ~ch~me~Rf 2004 .~?d•, co,me into 
f' '··..,,, operation wie.f. 11.11.2004. It'ise.further the,.case of the 

} ·'"'•"< apgllcants ,that ··:th'e !new .CPF "scheme lfas:~come into 
.,,• ~ ~· 1Q.'- ··10.,. '"• "l, ~ (} f.' ~· 11"' .w·-.;-.'t ...t:·-- .'\J 

tr .,,. op.7.ration,.. -oi:JJY, ~~w~.~p,..;fetter~ d~ted 11 :9f2,00911 was 
/ '"-• isS'ued·1~ma

1

king~itt\6perational,andf.~s such tihey have to 
n '"''"" b~)t treateCJ" as·"h~;j;{(lf'.beeii ar>i:>dihted under· th~. old 

f 7.:: G~:!~~Ji.i~;~~~~~~H~~·::~:~ :~~~~jj . ;~~:~ ''.1 
U .,.. . ~-~ r~·· ~ ... Jtf~,~Jtft··. ~ -!r.l.>. it;J.J - J f' 

;1 Q,J 3, -~~.DJJtrl'e:p..09,~1~,n~s(~ ~pV.1t_f!le.S, 0~if~eply to ~0~1testijthe !i .,,. "!
1 

cla1r.m,~of tJ:ie i'!PP,,licants\Tne1r pie.a 1s that th1$1.Ssuei has 
1;
1
., i;;=-..,:;; alre~Ci¥j;!Je1~' sfttl~di!~y t,~i~!f.~~rt in the idemti.c;:alfcase 

of Naza111i~amar &!Otfiers;,'Jsr'Union of India & Othfrs. 

, . \i ,/·~;;~~t~-~!~~~mgf:~~·~~_b;~~)"~~·j~·9·\ of the ;larties 
\ !. /\irJ, detpjJ~ as the issue is 'n.z_)6nger'\re~-inte,g'ra and 
\, \ I stands settled by this very_.Bench Qf'.the,ffribufial in the 

~' ·,\ case of Nazar .Kumar &"'other 'ifs. Union of India & 
.,,,,t, "•·qthers· .. '.etc. _ (Q,A.No.338.fCH)2008/and i:l.A.No.408-

"'\ CH-~908): de'cid,ed\ on-' '1b.'06.,?.0l'b. pa'ra 15 of the 
'"'1Judgm~emt;..being relevant is ... r.eproduc.ed as under: 

-~'!.-r!:::~t:r . ··,·-·~ -__ _ ,._,~.-r-··•i'i"'-- ~~.of'-"''r;!I'' 

'"1•5 .. ,,_1,n,,yiew of tJ'\~_,abo-ve proposition of law laid 
down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court, the u.T. 
Chandigarh, while adopting th~ notification 
dated 12.12.2006'(Annexure A-3) Jissued by the 
!ptate. of Punjab introducing new C~F Scheme for 
i~s e1J1ployees w.e.f. 1.1.2004 vid~ order dated 
:).4.2.2007 ·· (Annexure A-2) and \also making 
necessary amendment in the relevant rules 

' ~.e.f.! 1.1.2004, could not make it :effective from 
i any other date as the complete! scheme was 
; 1'iad~ effective and the said schei;]e takes effect 
: w.e.f.! 1.1.2004. We do not find any illegality in 

I ' I ·the order dated 14.2.2007, Annexl!lre A-2 or _the 

J , lra.)l.No.125/2013 etc.-
! ; (Clia11£ra·C1eer Siu91i etc. Vs. VO! etc.) 

! : I 
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I 

Circular dated 12.12'.2006 (Annexure A-3 as it 
·- -- •. I I 

does not make an'>I .. i3mfrndment to the basic 
scheme. The date from which the Schem is to 
take effect is mentioned i~ the Scheme itse f. We 
do not find that any gro'unds have been made 
out to interfere with the date from which the 
new Scheme has been made effective i~ U.T. 
Chandigarh i.e. 1.1.2004; In so far as claim of 
ante-dating of their appointment is concerned, 
that can also not be accepted in view 6f the 
rejection of such claim in an earlier pe,btion. 
U11_~,~f""''sGme"' •• rr.J.~SJ,8_nception, the applicants_ 

, .cantnbu~ed_ .. t~twa:ds""GPJ;., Scheme and . S'<JChJ~ 
P'~ an;io~n~ I? ~-~w{bring"re~unaetto them and t~ey 

. / _.q1··a,re,1 t9 be1 maae:rnemJ,?e.fSJ?~ CPE~cheme, having . 
;/ :!t. '1i, 'itb'een sub_ stan_ t1vely app,01r,ited aft~r 1.1.2004. 

I . (._.7' ·· This can ~~~~:,,,9(9t. be faulted'"Wjt~,.' '\ 

I . r•otJ.-_ • • - r.:~.n?_u-~~$..?"_ -,,'""!,.,~·--. :i> ... , •. -s ~;' ., ~" --1''"f' .- .. -,,:~- .. -- --- . " 
.~'" ~/'" 4. FindJ,l)'.gfc~tIBf'itheJ ca.~e·-qp,itb,~ applicants)~·:cd'\(ered on 

/

jl "~. all f<?_qrs~:;iith,, tt\'~- <!;e-~jsi~n_ a~,~fr'~~pid, this' Q[iigin~l 
l·~ ApJ21itatioh1 is~dis[1issed'." .J'Y .\t~, · ,. . '1 

- r>" .-'/"'>'""''· 11. '• i' ... "' Y -""' ".ifr- .r ·•. f 'bl ·nJ · .. \"% "Jl;~, :i .'l ~ ,,, ;·: {,;.~ · .,. t · ...,.-i i;-

} .l1 " l-r • , \>l""I·. -~~.!if. p: q f..i/ .;1 ~· t}·· t•I•'..:;~ f( 
.. ~ 2,01.,,SimilarlY,i"i!h'«a!JJl_ os_'t"_Jtl~_[l:.·tfita._'.l~_'cjrct'.im~ta_ nc;: ___ es Bomba,y}Benc_· h of 

ti ."a~• ~•I - ,,,_,,,_ '"';<' '·J<"'11i"r _,.,-.~- 1!!1 _ " 
-'~1 r,'~ -~1.i<~, "'""11.r .. J1~ .. ~ ..... ./>... ~.: 
'""';, th' T -~~_"""'-1--~~,;;.-.0·,~;Nw &,_1''211;6;.·c,7,;.,./..2"'0'""1"_"_0 ... '·"'";;,.S-fi\l;'. At I P~ . d :, V ; ,, ·' 1s nui:rna. in_ ,,,..1;-, Q·,.11'. :· .- • . -_ r1 u an ey. s 

·~ "'" ~:0:J .~/#-'<''"'. ..;;.-.;..~,~:i..J."•i"iY'!il: •, """:·~•A.-· ,,,,.,. ~ 
;:i "''!-.'I.Wt :f\1:i. -.-~ ., iF" ri.'i~i~1r.r~:;.m.•;.f~ -....:a.11 '"lli¥a- ~"f1 ..... ~.v• 
~ : ~:r ..,,.,. ;";; ~-··'n' ,,. ""~ -~1,·•1 , ' ' 
~-· _l'.'_jJ UOI etcli,(aecidgd;dnJt3,f~,~20J.i14.,h_~fs,t;ieJ/Jlas under:::-'' ~ 
,_, ... . i;rt,!jftlr' .;- Jt i.l " . ·~q_ "%·. -~ic-:,:.1 l,..,,,j .. .;' ..... " 
~ '4 ~i1 ·1,f3~ .#f. _of- 0 ~ i -~- '1. . i';J1 

.L-;.'J ;i ;~ 
\ [J '.'20 .. ~?,e aPrpliqanS has 'IJ\ev~~fch~llenged the--;dela~ in 

ii 1s.~_u.1.n91i!~SO.~ ~ o~er l offri'Wt·app2!i:i.tment. His 1' first 
- lb •• -~<epres.entati6Y1tis,,ot,,,t):lelf~ear:.·:Z004 ;whereby he $imply 
- \, ;· ,re-q~~~t~g the authorities t,Q,,co~ef' t)irTi\under __ ,the old 

1 f /.Pens1on/'Scheme of 197·~, ... ·He. \IT)_acje h,1s next 
\ \ / r-'~prese'htq~on in this reg,ard in ,tti'e 'y,e'ar 2,908, It is 
·\ '• eviaent from··,the.chart'"given at Parq!4.6 .. of the O.A. 
'\ "'to at the',:a ppli~a_ot hacj not' been sirigied out in respect 

j(l - I•• ••••I~· ,.~ j(; 

<.<,,; of .. is~.~ance of·t.hei offer of app..Gintm~nt in February, 
""'2004."Gn.e. Mr. Pankaj Kun:iar.rSingh_,w·as also given the 

offer •• 2.f appoifitment·in-r:iarch,,_,,:?.,004. Had the applicant 
appro~ched,~=~!!),Pe};~.IJt""'eOuit of Law challenging 
denial' of the offer· of appointment along with other 
similarly situated candidates who got their 
appointment in 2003 at the relevant time, and had the 
Court of Law granted the relief to give retrospective 
effect to his appointment from the date others were 
appointed, he could have claimed the benefit of old 
Pension Scheme which was in force till 31.12.2003. 
Having not done so, it is not open to him to claim any 
relief to the extent that he should be covered 23 OA 
N0.267 /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.Jl,Wo.125/2013 etc.­
.{Cliarnfraveer Singfi etc. 'V's. VO! etc.) 



•• 

• 
• 

' fr 
' i> ~'.: 

21 

communication made to him dated 19.01.2006 which 
is only impugned in this O.A. in the year 2010. The 
plea taken by the applicant with regard to question of 
limitation is that his representations dated 22.09.2008 
and 09.09.2009 are pending with the DOPT and he has· 
to compulsorily contribute every month from his salary: 
bill certain amount towards his pension in terms of 
new restructured defined Contribution Pension! 
Scheme, 2004." ' 

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

Place: Jaipur 
Dated: .291 • ., • 2., 1 i> 

HC* 

I 
I 
j {OJl.No.125/2013 ctc.­

(Clia1u{raveer Singli etc. 'Vs. VOi etc.) 

------·-- ------

1 

I 

\ ' 

! i 
I 

. I 
, I 

: 
I 
' 


