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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,

JAIPUR BENCH

Orders pronounced on: 29 .7- 2¢!4
(Orders reserved on: 26.07,2016) .

.CORAM: HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER (J) &

HON'BLE MRS. MEENAKSHI HOOJA, MEMBER (A)

(1) 0O.A.NO.125/ 2013 i ctermninn g
ﬁrr"’ i W““%:,E_
Chandraveert.Singh 1 /0. Swayam Slngh aged about 27 years, r/o

village and Posts, Slnsml, presently*&worylng ‘ag  Majdoor in
AmmunltionaDepot Bharatpur,
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(2) O.A ‘N0.12612013,:-.i
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M. K&dar mal Meeha?s/o sh
' ;&years /0 Parh%gﬂBalaJl mod
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Ammgnltlon Dépot BH‘aratplhl, ﬁfﬁgf-‘f m"ﬁﬁ% - ifw ‘
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i Haf‘-bhan Smgh s/o%Bhoo” ,_gh,i aged dbout 53 years,(,; r/o
d leflage om n&gar"‘ natwaj ' E; ;, hth Pyan*fMathura, presently
i working as Majﬁd_ Qrﬂ’n A iepot ﬁpa’ratpur f'"ﬁ g
}, "y ! “;‘F ,,;“ i EP A

@%‘"’*0 A.NO.128/3013"
A

:!,ug
?a,Jawaher Lalf,yogl s/o Banwarg JfYogt, aged about 35 years r/o
Sura] Nagar NIWaru ‘Road Jhotwara, JaIpUL‘, presently worklng as

Ma,]goomn Ar”hmumtlon Depot, Bharatpur
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(5) O.AINO, 129[2013 CREES BN o

'5"3?& 1"” AF
Ram Niwas ' s/o Paltu*ram .aged: ;about 385yaers r/o wllage and
post Sarai Kalanwteh Mundawer, . Alwar, presently working as

MaJdoor in Ammunition*Depot; *"Bharatpur
j

- (8) |O. A. NO ‘130(2013 :

Shyam Sunder. s/o Ram lal, aged about 36 years, r/o VII!age

nangal Babaji, post Badour, teh. Bharatpur, presently worklng as-

Majdoor in Ammunition Depot ‘Bharatpur.

A.NO., 131 2013 ) . ' ‘2

.~ Sh nker Slngh s/o VeJendra 'singh, aged about 51 years r/o
v1[llage Kasoda, post Kasoda teh. Bharatpur, presently worklng as
MaJdoor in Amrnumtlon Depot;- Bharatpur ot _ i
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l%wa? lsMeena, aged about 40
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{8) 0.A.NO. 132; 2013 _ i- .
l Slshu Pal s/o Data Ram, aged about 34 'yeairs, r/o qumber post
Bal Kesher; Agra presently working as MaJdoor in Ammunltlon
; Depot, Bharatpur: : : |
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LQLO A.NO. 133/2013

Rohitas s/o Mangu Ram, aged about 27 years r/o Shypura, post ,

' teh. Deeg, Bharatpur, presently workmg .as  Majdoor " in
Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur. SR

(10) 0.A.NO. 134[2013 mm_mm;m

Baney Singh s[}ofﬁlpattl R3 ,haged abdﬁ“’ 36wyears, r/o vdlage and

post Jai Cﬂpli post Par,] h L, RO ptgasfgm;rlct Bharatpur, presently
workln%as Majdgorglﬁ Ammunltlon Depol;, Eharatp Lis
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Jager Slngh s/o K?shan Slngi’m, i”g a‘;‘roﬁgt 34 years r/o Village
éand ost ] DIStt *HMathura, presentls’? erklng asmMaJdoor in
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out 3i1 years, (e Viﬂage

§ Raf Klshore_!;l"]""G 0D): ﬁjﬁ m‘}gedﬁ.xajb
! Me'lé"i'wa Nagarf,,!pPost K@Shl,qKalxélth lgl Chhala, d|stt°“”Math ra,
§ pres’ently worklng as N!ajdeor %.Ammumt;,onﬁfz)epot Bh Tj’a‘ipur
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S.alo. 137/2043" .:;:* : 1y ;‘1% “ELa ang,

=2’%Prem SII’]QJl;G’S/G Ra%nkhtladlgagedwg,about 29~ years, r/o wllage
}(asoodafteh ﬁ,eJﬂE&har?thl, dls%f“‘ﬁBﬁaratPUy,v presently worklng as
Majdoor m@mmqmtlen Depot, Bharatpur A
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Avmash{ﬁ Kun'@r slo’ Ganeshl Slngh aged about 27 years, r/o
village ang post., Basoda dlst’ci Bharatpgr-fpresently working as
Ma}door in Amggtl:ltlbn -Depot,_ Bharatpurrur;,ab‘
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(15) 0.A.NO. 139/2013 L g ey ,u,;.au

Darshan singh slcl 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 Nathl Singh, aged about 49 years, r/o Village and

post Jatoli Thoon; teh. Deeg, Dist., Bharatpur, presently working’

as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

X : i (OA.P0.125/2013 etc.-
. (Chandraveer Singh etc. V5. V0T ete. )
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(17) 0.A.NO.141/2013

Mohan Singh s/o Manohar Singh, aged about 35 years, /o h.no.
663, Brij Nagar, Devkaran School wali Gali, Near Kakji Ki Kothi,

Bharatpur presently working as Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot,
Bharatpur.

(18) 0.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 Ammumtlon Depot,anara,rpur
e
(19) 0.A.NO. 143[«2013. SN ﬁ
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Mohan smgh slo Avtar Slngh aged abeut AT years rio vnlage
and post ?tehd Kumher, presently worklng as™. Majdoor in
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Amvmun,ltlomlaepot Bharatpurm:;%ﬁ r}g _;%
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‘E'Batulr,,esmgh sMNthﬁsﬁ 3 E
i Puraka, Pogt! sKrLanduw' !
5 worklng as Néé] gg&mﬁgfrghggn ;"-):.
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Jed*’“about%51 years’” _Lglo visllage

V,Naga WB haratpurl,.bresently

) B’ p Bharatpur .
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na, L dged, @boubfso years, {T/o v:llage

Gundwa post Bl}andor iEl'eh ‘iAnd dlstt? Bharatpur.. presently

..,,..

orklng as Majdool'émiAmmunltlop Depot BQaratpur ,r
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Bhagwan Slr;gh s/oaYad Ram Sa|n|,,«»aged aboutﬁ 27 years rfo

vullagg Gundwa post “Bhandor;”"Distt,, Bharafpurﬁ presently

workirig, as Majdoér in: Ammungltron Depbt” Bharatpunf’*v
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"+ Suresh, Chand s/o Mlttthal,aagedﬁfabout 36 'years, r/o wllage '

. -athpura, post Allopura distt. Maipuri(U.P.), presently Work[ng as
N _‘Ma]door in Ammunmon Depot, Bharatpur. ‘ s

‘OANO.148_2013; S - S

.. Su l sh Chandra slo Prahalad Smgh aged about 47 years r’'o wllage and

- post S:nsml teh Deeg, Bharatpur presently worklng as Majdoolr in
Amnunmon Depot IBhalratpur -r : g' ' ’}
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(25) O.A._NO 149_/20 13
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Rgam Veer Slngh s!o Klshan Slngh aged fabout 51 years | o wlagle,‘and
post Mandha Post Sankh The and DlStf Mathura presently wl)rking as
Majdoor in Ammunltton Depot Bharatpur I" :

(26) 0.AINO.150/2013 "

_ Nahar Singh s/o shri Charan Singh aged about 48 years, “rfo village fand
j post Nangla Harchand post Sogar (Bharatpur) presently wcrkirig'i as
Majdoor in Ammumtlon Depot, Bharatpur. .
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(27)0ANO 151[‘s=20:l.3ir V-% 3 Lo F“a Tg , s-.a-%
Motrii w{g rAjeet srngh ahed about 37 years rlo wllage anqrpost Bachmadl

. preseg] iy worklng as Majdoor in Aglmuruhon Depothr}aratpur%

(28) or:r’lh d¥is3] 2013 i %, ‘%

Vmod umar Sharma”ﬂs/o Ifkhefpo:and aged abgut 32 yed"’msr o Murwara

f 11}' L‘ASF f’
%‘Dlstt Bharatpurﬁpresent]y "1w k%ng A5 ;Majdpog} in Ammunmon iDepot
) ey, ﬁi-.t i"h u AF'. o ﬁ?}l azrﬂe;u i
Fray | ok e ,.é,’g =i ‘L

’%j ' am smgh Faged;about 1&36 yea';ag rfo v;llage post Boral
% e sently working asijy]ajdooit iy Ammunmon Deppf Bharatpur. ;"™
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(301*0 A:NO., 1~54‘/2013E : .
Yogesh]:Sharma slo, Rajendrad Prasad, aged about 27 years rfo Jamun Ki

Baglchl ggalpura Road*aSubash Naga[.,tharatpur* pres‘gntly \florklng as

Ma]dOQ!' in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur o s }_,.v-‘ _jf-m
P Y .F'

(31} O.A. NO 1'55/2013 ! j ¥ i f . '"';s. = ‘;(5.‘1
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Raj Kishore S/OeBI‘[J Klshore agedoabout 33 years "o vrllage and post
Ajnothi, post Ladpura""teh .Chhata,. Dist: T'I’\/Iathura presently working as
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(32) 0.A.NO.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.

(OANo.125/2013 etc.-
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(33) 0.A.NO.157/2013

Bijendra Singh s/o 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 working~as=Majdoor in Ammunition Depot.,

Bharatpur. .+ s ing,
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Lal Slngh s]o" Rohan Smgg, saged about 34 1years v.lllage and
post Jathoh Rathwan 'Tehf And%BlSﬁ Bharatpur, *presently

' ';_;nAmmunttl nJDepot,tBharatpur C Y
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: % Kunwar Pal Smgh slo'x.
: Garroly, posﬁ'lauthlothl,
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ks Sunherl slo RammmE’,abuJ aged 3about.28 years t/o vmégg and

I?F’ost Mal PO%!; Bharalﬁittehvakaserl E)lstt E)holpur pre,sently
jorklngaas:MaJdooeLn Ammun|t|on Depot Bhara‘%puj; f*
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] Ra' veer Slngh slo Mahendra Smgh aged about 29 years, -1/o
vill ge amd post; Kasoda Dlstt Bharatpur presentTy worklng as
Ma]door m‘*‘Agnmumtlon Depot Bharatpur i,,;eﬁ*"" ;
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- Ba Iu Slngh s/o Mansmgh aged about 27 years, r/o wllage and
poe't takha, dlsst Bharatpur presently working as’ Majdoomn
Ammun_ltlon Depot Bharatpur T L S i
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Al’Vlll‘ld Sharma sf 'I}lflohan Lal Sharma aged about 32 yealrs o’

o}
VIIIage and post Ne la: madhopur ‘post Saunkan distt., Alwar, '

presently worklng ao Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur’.
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{41) 0 A NO 165[2013~

Rajesh Kumar vichoria sfo Munshl Ia[ aged about 32 years, :rloi
g Gurveera post Dhanders, teh. Kaman, D|stt Bharatpur presently
‘ worklng as Majdoor in Ammumtlon Depot, Bharatpur L
' ] ' S Lot %
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(42] 0.A. N0,291Z00214[2014 & : ; oo '

Raju.Singh s/o Shl’l Ramu Slngh aged about-31 years; rlgn House .
no. 43/13, Vlllage ‘and post Kanjauli line Distt.. Bharatpur, -~

_Rajasthan, present&ru&gr,kmgsashngdoor in Ammunltion Depot,:
Bharatpur. - ﬁ;ﬂ?ﬂ“’
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(43) 0.A. N01“291/002f5/2014 & e . By ;
M.A.No. 291[00201*[201 s
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Balfalr Slngh ‘slo!S rui@mx Prakas 'ﬁSmgh aged about 30 years,
r[o vlllage and posthasoda Djstt«f Bharatpur Rajasthan pl;’iesently
‘worklng as Majdoor n Amr?unltlon Depo “”Bharatpur" j

§ Kush Pal Slngh‘ s/ofShrijare;;\dra Smgh"“ aged about” 36 ye rs, ‘
t/olDhai Ji Ki: ;J;ﬂaVelle {al ‘5Band“‘1D|sttdﬁBharatpur Rajasthan [~

é preeently worklng a§“MeJdoo[ 1n§Anj1vmun|t!3h Depot, Bhara’tpur
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L45)”%o A, NQ291_100217/2014,&1,%,\”, o L
M.A, No 291[00199[2014 4

i
Ha'rlal S/o Shrl Stplvlal aged bout 33 years r/o Village Achalpura,
post Mukhara, Distt."Bharatpur, Ra;asthan, presently WOrklng as
Mazdoor m%Ammumtlon Depot Bharatpur Fa
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(46) 0.A.NO. 2"91/002‘18/2014 &

&
et ¥ ot

M.A.No. 201/00167/2014 *=~—=" ™

Ashok Kumar s/o Sh}?‘am* Babumaged about 34 years, rfo 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 291/00198/2‘1)14

Jltendra Singh slo Devi Singh, aged about , r/o village and
post Sogar, teh. lKumher Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
working as Majdeor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(0.ANo.125/2013 etc.-
. . {Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs. VOI etc, )
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(48) O.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, Bharatpur.-

(49) 0.A.N0.291[00221(2b14 &
" M.A. Nd. 291/00195/2014

- Shiv Ram Singh s/o;shri® MoRaH’ Slngh,gaged about , rfo Qtr. No.
4, Type Ill,ﬁ;l'elephone Colony,, Rajendra,., Nagar Bharatpur

Bharatpur % -ef;"‘%,_ i L Fa
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(50 0A°N0“291/00222/2014"*&f"’5‘“‘;’1’:’ R A
MANo*?29y00194qu1u, ;i i‘ . -
%Dinedehs» Kumar, ,%s/ 1xshn Bpagwag‘ Slnghﬁr/o V|I|age anq post
£Jaghipa (3 s%a)" fDlsftJtharatpurﬂ,Ra astﬁagn presently.,werklng
fas«,Ma]doorlm-_-;- e epot*’f‘Bharatpumf 3
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, Krllshna KumaI};Sharma s/o F;adhey <Lal STharma aged =about
;, r‘lo Vlllage and% p &t Gunsaraf teh Kumher Distt. tharatpur

Rajasthan presen Iysworklngﬁasg Majdoor |r.]mAmmumt[on D,epot-
:_' Bharatpur e gl R
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than Lal s/daPeetamber aaged abdut‘ r/o lelage and poslt Malah
Diett Bharatpur”*'-RaJasthan prese[‘l_gy,.gworkglg@’as Majdoor m
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Jl’l Smgh slo Sh;u Brajmdra Stngh aged about 30 yealrs $'Y/,o- ‘
age and post Eurawal IChlksana teh Bharatpur | | Distt. . :
,_aratpu‘r Rajastha presently werklng as IVIajdoor Hn.o 7 :
' 1mun|t|on Depot B}ha‘ratpur] . “} i EiE 3 |
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Addl and- post Kasauda teh. Bharatpur Dlstt Bharatpur

. Rajasthan presently worklng as Majdoor |n Ammunltlon Depot
‘:_Bharatpur o v

(55) 0. A NO. 291[00227{2014 &

Kunwar Smgh s/o Shrpl Bhagwat-slngh agede.about 31 years, r/o
village Add| and, post Kasauda*tehflh_aratpur‘*Dlstt Bharatpur

Rajasthan presently worklng as Majdoor in ,Ammunltion Depot,
- Bharatpur ﬁ:_. |
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S ng_ﬁ ged‘aabout SGL,,years t/o

.__Roopwaas, Distt. Bharatpur
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,_Ammunltloh Depot
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Sanjeev’ Kumar slo Shl‘l Naresh PratapdSmgh aged about 32
y‘ears %lo wljagen Rampur post Jamélpur Dlsttx,Munge,r, Bihar,
presenty workmg as«zMaJdoor in Am_munltlon Depot Bharatpur
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Mukesh Kumar s/o Shri Kesray Dayal aged about 32 years, /o
vilage and post Baben, Teh. Kumher, Distt. Bharatpur,

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

k

- (0.A.N0.125/2013 etc.-
Lo . (C.r andiaveer Singht etc. Vs, VOI efc. )

Nawal Slngh s/o Shl‘l Ram Slngh aged about years rlq wllage
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" (59) 0.A.N0O.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 SIHQQ aged about 34 years, r/o village

and post Ucchain reh™ Roopwaas"*Distt Bharatpur, Rajasthan,

presently workmg as Majdoor mpAmmunltl‘bnaDepot Bharatpur.
AT O A

(61) O.A. N0.291(00233‘[2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00#84/2014

. 1;
Doorendra *Pl'abodhaS/O‘jSHIiIJiKBIIaSh Chand, aged about , /o
Baben “(Bben) -El'eh” Kumher DIS’(’[*’%"« Bharatpur® “Rajasthan
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presently wor ng a"sh Majdoo? in Ammunlt;f‘o‘n Depot;: Bharatpur

“,St“

] f §1ngh ageqéabout 32 years rfo
V|llage Mallpura postn,c Sew' '-fDlstt “Bharatpur, Rajast[?an

preSenﬂy worklng ds Majdoor |r11'iﬂs‘mmun|t[on Depot, Bharatpur.
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Hal dev Smgh slo :Shn Shyam’*Lal .aged about 34wyears rfo
V|Ilrage Khanswara post Paprera teﬁ Kumher VIa,-,.Nadbal Distt.
Bharatpur:,, Ra]asthan presently wor,kmg asrf Majdoor in
' An‘lmunltlon Depgt BharatpuF.—" o

o
!
e
:g,ur-
[ PE TN i

s r.....,_

" (64) O.A.NO., 291[00236/2014 &

M.A.No.1291/00180/2014 - - f

Pappu sfo <. Shri Mahaveer -Singh, aged bout , tlo Vlllage
Glrpharpur post Kesoda Distt.- Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
- working as Majdoor;i |n Ammunition. Depot Bharatpur

" (04N 12572013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singl: ete. Vs.|VOI ete. )
S
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65 O A NO. 291 00237 2014 &
M.A.No. 291[00179(2014 | - 4
L . !

P
i

Nlranjan Singh slo Shri Kishan Singh,, aged about 50 yeérs rfo
Village Moroli, post Udhyog Nagar, Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently workmg as Majdoor in AmmUnition Depot, Bharatpur.

(66) O.A.NO.291/00238/2014 &
M.A.No. 201/00178/2014

i g v‘d"ﬂumh{'!ﬂ--ﬁag Py Ws\i‘a
i

Narendra Smghf-slo Shri Moha Slngh aged about 28 years, r/o
near DAV:- School ;Goﬁp rat, Roed .@,Subash Nagar Distt.
Bharatpur Rajasthan presently ‘workmg asy, Majdoor in

Ammuﬁltion"‘Depot Bharatpur
-ﬁf Pra m ,mw' »
4 K e*

(67]_0* A.NO, 291@023912014 &'

7

i ii} v é’- "A;::s:‘
B

s

AkK“Smgh dio” 2l
vﬂlage Kanjgullwpostw S
presently worklng as™ Majdgo'

X2,

oo et e A F S S e

"r"r,

;maged ’about 30 yearSw r'o
Itstthharatpur Rajasthan
AmmUn|t|on4Depot Bharatpur

Sk ; el .A_.‘,.?_' 5 ?"’-é,‘__ L=
‘T&in ’ - ,t;;.:a‘- % 47 s? é E: ?11‘-3.#7 ; Ap;pslllfant’{{s
5 ‘“iﬁi bt ’:’
nUnlon of Isndta ) t,_] g : i s {f
x%hrough‘the Secretany to the Govt. of Indla,, ok ki
Mlnlstrymof’ Defence, 4 wnt g
New Delhl $E, S A |
_ ;' At Lar -, .,-”
2. Offlcer%pcharge A O C. ‘Records, 5 & '
Secundrabaad . P
" m‘"‘"‘--m—..., _ e T
3. The Commandanb, . I =
AMMUNItION Depot, ams g imanesr™™
Bharatpur.
. Respondents

'
b
b

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

l

(OAN0.125/2013 etr.-

" (Chandraveer Singfi etc. V5. V01 ete. )
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ORDER
HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK MEMBER (J) .

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.

The applicant has flledstmsq,.QA W|th a prayer to quash the

ﬁ,;_‘

”Ha:
order datéd 14,2, 2_%012r fead with order dated 12.1.2012

. E‘
ey ’%&%éi?mﬁzgf"Thbh -m.

A,de Whlq‘l’h@; Fhe was informed thaf the emstmg Pension

g & “h ' I 5,
6}“?3& 12. 2603 Land new pension

i ‘% Tw:. ‘j}‘. A

él 1F200‘fﬁ-mls apphcable to"aall the

L Sﬁé ﬁi F"@%& e ""

ECentral é ovemment»L Seryapts,«*appointed on. vor gafter

it

£

) st
.T,._-:H

i

“*’11200ﬁandﬂ§g’ic§ ant, was, appomted in- the year :

.

" -? ))))))

?jg 2004, thg%s;* Wo%jd n tibercover ec'jj by ex%tlng Rules,"‘1972

L ; E" ,q-. :‘.‘ i i

= ik i : R E’%!hv A

% ,3 rtThe facts!"c’a ilase ead'to fillig of 0.A. arejthat the

":‘i

i

%
r

...-.rs.'i"'

e ———

e
Vo

ity f IZ th' quf e
Ammunition De}g{g% %ha tpij ,Egculated a notification |n the
e Ay ﬂpﬁ%@%’?ﬁ- EEHT e,
month oﬂfSépternber, 2003 mwtlnguapphcatmns for the posts
";, Ff s" k"-.ﬂ‘.g frr’*f %;q'a- §1 .i‘;;
f*eM'azdoors *the applicant clalms thaE“e the process of
i ”%“,nge i’f
appomtment was fmahzed and* abpomtmentré/ selection
.-3 Ty, 4 4 v : i i

‘L

m“f'

letters: yvere ‘issugd | |n the month. of” November 2003. 1Itis

S— .,w.r
a;,-

submitted that‘“the,,fGovernments“’servants who have been
appointed / selected prior to 1.1.2004 are to be treated
under the CCS (PenSIon) Rules, 1972 and those who have
been appomted / sélected on 1.1.2004 or subsequently are
to be governed by New Pension Scheme. The claim -of the
epplican_t is _that since the‘applicant was selected as per the

1 T - ' '(o.ﬁ.Wo.}z;/zou ete.-
: ) (Chandraveer Singhi ete. Vs, VOl elc.)

]
et = }
i
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notification »issued ip_ tb_e__mpnt’h of -September, 20'0:;3 and
appointed in| the month of Novembéf, 2003, he is.governed

by CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972. The representation “dated

| . .
12.9.2011 fiiled by the applicant for being covered under the
CCs (Pensnon) Rules, 1972 was dechned by Annexure A-1,

Hence this Original Apphcatlon

m&m

4, The respgﬁg_gerfts #Vve opposed mHé*‘-@ éﬂby filing reply They

h}(ﬂlﬁhati *ﬁé %,pdt:;ﬁ(:%mn fqh}se“i%ctaon %to the post of
ﬁMazdo%ﬁs Was publ[sheq n_news pépepsﬁ%rSeptember, 2003

andf’:)mpetlgké ,e-s'

‘\ﬂﬁé' :

1 @Lnterwew W

k was cogducted
F o % .
i ﬁq,urmg th ﬁg’pe 3;tq.w28 },E} 2003, The app icant

,,',rm*‘

3 ‘%was oneaof‘*xs‘the ‘se ~czandldEttes*‘&%electlonfIetterL(Not
e s G it g
detp him ¢ N 10.11.2003. 'l]hey
s, ““*‘*—ﬁa»r “"I:;
selectl_nf Ietter enc sedi* as

b W he 5 Wb ¢
Ew Annexure Aqaﬁfhasiﬁne{x‘/e b'en lssigj*"/ signed bysthe Depot

. ’5""
'Q_}g and Isvg fo“@e% b i"’l Lfmegjgaﬁ\s"?prer ,l:he orlgmal letter ,1ssued
A_,au- Gg ] 1 ,

_ J‘e, e
% td & icant |#~selectlon was proy sional*"* nd subiject to
% W7 %pl. o proyisional:,'a 91

iy

I

LY oo

l%xautf’ie*p“tmty %f J“ cumentsuAccordlng"Iy, efter cd’;ﬂrmatlon
“ | Lone ‘ Vo

.,!‘“

of'ﬁapﬁatjlentlmty pf 3h|s docUment appomtmé”rt order was

Bt T
issued t%*-the |applicant“'o’n"3 2. 2004 _agdinst Wthh he joined
h'ﬁ“’emu M*M

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) RuI| 1972 and the cendidetes who have joined -
duty on or after 1.1.2004 are to be covered under the New
Pension Scheme. The applicant.h_aving joined his duties after
'(/ 1 - | . | . .(c')vq.ﬂva.xz's/eoue:c.f
. | o (Charidraveer Singh etc, V. 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,
,‘mm"‘g*{"m:&gw

Ministry of,.;;Fmance,! Notification™ *Nq‘: 5/7/2003-ECB & PR
i

5 alh..
yor

v?h

u,-
dated"22 12»2003 Q'Govt oif Indla’“ Deftt Of:,Pensmn & P.W.

n g" }_, ‘i;
‘LO M 'NO 38/58/06 _&PW (A) dated;fﬂll 10 2006 and
_f’ 5 3 2008 are?placed on r%ecord as‘éiAnnexure R~ 3, 3 '%“1
}:: * g £ :'
7 g S i o0
g 5., They submlt that, as per:;; Jard 2tor ocder dated 11 10 2006

ll?f.

@f! _r,.e;‘ L2

y AR

nlndd%hon

_muﬂ:t

trammg%}a?t?ar the _ ; 1.1, 2004"“and¥ are
J‘_! gﬁg? !r.w e ;:«"’ i , f_ E.r,ﬂ_ 4& é
3 paid sala;¥ “{frorni;svthat?ﬁdg a ’Would\.,beﬁ covered under £CS
O " " A 'g % 4 Lik }
g —a(Pen5|on) RuLes L972f) oy o, Ty 4
' “35" i o e i
“§ G A R e a
6. The, applrcana has flledggirejoinder .-‘Wlth a»wew to rebit the
E)\‘ F ¥ ""{‘. > ET" !‘ : ‘E':' #f* -‘Es'ﬂ' 5 445; j'
;k submlssmns made in the written statement ) 5,;-5'
= ‘. T e T, v ,, E F S

2

7. F’*,@}J;\:!e have heard [earned counsél’ for the respect:ve parties at

‘=$u- h’!ﬁkv ‘w,_«f «A‘z-‘ :
8. Mr. P.N. Jat_,tl&alearned counisal for the-«sappllcant argued that

%my zh#m\‘.“&fﬁym
i the recruitment process had been lnlt: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

“appointment” would take within its sweep the process of
recruitment : also and it cannot be separated for the purpose
of denymg rthe E‘beneﬁt of old pensron scheme to the
. I‘ ] | - (o,ﬂ.mro.m/gau éte.-
. b (Chandraveer Singhi etc. Vs. 'E)OI etc. )
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appl:cants Th|s was hotly contest ed bya learned counsel for
l l . ‘
the‘ responde_nts statlng that. the term appointment: is

_ independent |of recruitment process an_d one does not enter
lnto cadre, .ulhless a fo_rmal appointment order is lssue'ti and
in this case the appointment has been made after 1.1.2004

and as such I:‘:he applicant would be governed under the New

e R o T T Awapileg o q;
b

Pension Scheme ) kg,
it o g B .

o+

b, B OB om
9. Mflattl, ,dlee% leﬁd%cﬁou;@ |- fo q{“the' appll?:ants vehemently

»~

.gﬁ % 1’-\ f’ N
gargued by theﬁl_tlme the appllcants were given
,‘gi %{@‘:ﬁﬁ}n i F‘tﬁﬁ o i f%lggqt

d;? appomtment]@’l'dEr of thelr app@tﬁtment the GoVernment of

{ gt byéé;;npt ieatorh tated Azz 1}32003 approve% the
%5 :;a ot [b:g Eﬂbﬁ% %1!“41;&{1 ]Lii %ﬁ"w ,gﬂ*““ }:@‘ truct %.r«a‘l“' dqf d
o “.proposals tew. lmplementiathe® Nl ws=Tastructure ¢ define
| sproposlon il e o penucurke’
TS S LN Eﬁ*"& wmh&m-ﬂd%ﬁfg

% ,“,:”"“‘ Contrlbutlon Pensle‘n,“ St
t it JJ; B

ﬁg‘l “fo, the new recrwts‘“to Central

»&mw

l ! Aarr % ‘,

LS’ Governmegﬁtﬂjelmpgﬁﬁel i[s e%ontpr‘aftegal .01, 2004 The 'hew
F oy ; ‘f .'f
) mﬁPensnon Scllem_e replacegd the;thep’&ex:stmg CCS (Pens:on)

?"Ef b : ?w,' =
2 2l " F ‘1 iy ;ﬁ
%l; RL_JIes, .%1972,, \év’e%’f tQtlqul’l““Z@O“ ng‘le CCS (Penslon)Rules,
"tn , &

%, 1972jL eontmued* to govern all the employees selected prlor to
ﬁé’ﬁ !% ‘*Anf [;“'—.'L.m J{ ~ 1 ) ;_‘ ‘&

‘?%31 1‘*2112003 -Le su‘bmlts..that*tﬁe apphcantsmangot be made

% ;__‘_. b i‘;‘ £
toﬂi'“suffer“due to’ delayediprocess of appomtnl"ent However,
AM‘“‘*-»;. A

they ar "@cbe ng arbltrarllv’ and |Ilegally compelled to be
"”WLEM i A\piw’{
governed under the new scheme which has come into force

1

w.e.f. 01.01.2004 under which they have to contr'lbute 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

‘ (0.2 No.125/2013 etc.-
{Chandraveer Singhi ete. ¥s. VOI etc. )
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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,

Mr. Sharma, learned counsel for respondents reiterated what

has been stated in the written statement.
e
We have gwen our deep con5|derat|0n to the respective
. 3 AT E o v&
T?
su%@'ussnonga.r;'nad_,e Fii:J‘Ey “-IeaFrn;edL“coEg J,S;el fomthe parties and
% N
perused the material O%F e, e

i

'ﬂ
Py
2a% Y 1:
‘!4- % ,._;T“jﬂusd ggﬁté‘?;g% E-s #'

;j f&us -is. as to;rwgetherat eg Pﬁli‘c_anﬁ‘s

s

*had startedvln.,j,ajs,;tw

. -
-tf‘ - SNt gy .

,&3 ccs (Penéton)" Rﬂresﬂ‘ <f 1

kgu % introduced forr" perso

| anc 19.5.2003

. Thélsole rssuetthat requlreséato b&‘examined angwansv!ered by

r”“% o S’” % g r ;1:

'Ahose select_IOn pgiocess

7 C,n""n

".l

AL
i

&?29;03 wbut;actual appolntment

N i |

L would be governed by,,the

iy iy, $
e, %,
; .
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'?i

came toE he m.a e-a

”"?‘fﬁiv,ry":

o L
a:ppblnted onﬁ%r after 1.1.2004. §

|

ﬁ

Llé.'ii p

iy

ﬁ 13 EVEEIa though%ﬁthmhmq.el ltLCIatyj Qf tl Ie Iettelf‘ datEd 11 l]l'; 20[)-?)l
. * l.a
. fE

EJS acc.ipted to be trUe forntheré‘a'](e of argument onI(/, it would"

M, &
(APD?XUFE A—Ba)B is disputed by the*‘*rgs"ponden,ts yet even if it

AT
make clear that the3 same was' |n furtherance of recruitment
Ve

K5 :‘ \1;_"%-' - ;ﬁ
process onLy as- it was““[ssue “for gompletion of formalitles
h?-aws- %Mhmmm J,,.wéﬂwr-rr

before actual appomtment |s made. It mdtcated that the

appllcant had been selected for appointment (not appomted)

- as Mazdoor |n pur_suance of advertrsement dated 6. 9! 2003

t

. was made ¢lear, that the selectlonl {not

g 1
1

appcrintmei;rt)| is|| provrswnal and shall - be subJelct to
H A

I

_ Co i ﬂ . : ) (a;w\ro.;zsfznu ete.-
‘ ooy :
. : 1

(Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs, VOI etc. )
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‘i‘i:safely btrei
'%,13' been sé’ I;;w“—‘rrie‘. '
E“;_J‘appomtmen%@@f apj Ilq‘n

-t‘

- 14,

submlssxon of applicatlon, educat onajl.i:ertificate and police

L .

'verlﬂcation as applicable and blan< 'fdmj for attestatiop and
R .

medical examination, were als?.,fonfivarded for campletion’

| : : L .
and due attestation’ which wexl-e to be submitted er ‘the
' s ‘I .
applicants to: the authorities. !The " applicants ' have not
enclosed any appointment order, However, a copy |of same
wmnm.
has beel;#enélosed Ly the resﬁ"ondents at Annexure R -2

; ‘h
date *‘ygz Zogﬂ&hlch t%rg trhempgo éptment,kto the applfcant

RS

fanwtlng p’?'n to join theg post if the teriis aqd condltaons are

ﬂﬁgig ] m}% .H QL
ac eptable to:hﬁn The selectigﬁ*ﬁ'and appolntrpent Isnto take

44;*

g, } .&F # 1 A
appomtlpentwage me,\ﬁy&’rgj 'ne ﬂp fhe Iett r/sorder Ll'hus, rt can
i ': }«5 ‘ 1"‘ . g

f%e?fect \from%’! é“’ a&%eii' foul';umg The é"rms and condlﬁtlg)ns of
S ;g
it

:'w’ﬁ*

 juiercals
r"ﬁ

skl

“recrultment

é”i’;

: !% 5 Ol
process‘k éﬁd\“g‘ecnbitmﬂeamﬁ@forr’ appolntment” are dlftJerent

¥ ?"‘ 17!‘ 4‘ 5
-
alzLd _,;é'lstmct-x&s spectus which the app!icants‘.are trylng to
J"‘j -, "i. g

%gntem;lngle to cre’a‘te-awconfdslon The recruhltment process
‘fg

_“n. N

mé‘y haveu.been |mt|ated~in 2003 but the’ actual appomtment
g O
came toh’t'jem ade“]""“February, 2004 ard it cannot be relate

back thJ 2003 for the purpose of claiming benefit under old

I
Pension Scheme.

Hon'bleI 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

1 ' v (0AN0.125/2013 ete.-
. {(Chandraveer Singhi ete. Vs, VO etc.)

With

concernled to slgmfy his acceptance of the same. In the' .

St Rk e e e e R e n e
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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 and 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
e R TR U ey,

date of appomtment of the appllcantt,_wnl govern his service

. ~ l| }
it e d iy “ g ey,

. under’ the respondent authorrtles x ;' He

R i By
.f ST Ty,

“";f 15.sLearned counsel for tg{?e appllcant veheme tliy argued on the
A
7, ol Ty
f‘é basé of mstructlons c;gated ﬂ 1€ 2606 (Annexure\A 5) issued
: :'""g,_; ~a4§=-' i, ‘E_ ‘%" B ? i?' LE
psunder Ney Pensmn‘tSchemetwt_nch I'Lasr been |ssued n the
F o

.:'{ f P
. i’ﬂ {i’ ‘qﬁ#
" '"ht0p|c o@‘?ﬁt“ﬁ.ppfﬁ‘fabg!

%f»:‘

i
r”'

T

Jf‘f-’ o et :
W&.&u«..«:,iatwn‘h ] # 5'

‘"J:.-2004 and put on

;u-nﬁ. \P"

«:ea}%
£ respect f,(j.af those,w-

g

£ gc‘-..-..:a:gjfr' -

asunder:- |
i

et R+

g'l

=3
T
3
Q.

| o
O
t
o
?

bty

k

- «f"' “%., &

i, £ covered under CGS (Pen5|on)wRuIes ];,972”.4
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16 A perusal'*of the clarlﬂcatron WOU|d make it ar‘nply clear that
. ‘v

a
- &
e &

"‘--!"'

Lt

g R st -
"‘?3"@1:7' Fsg ;nﬁrmmﬂ'fny

appomtment" prlor to 1-1- 2004 and are paid salary prior

thereto, are to be governed by old Pen5|on ‘Scheme. In this

case the apphcants haveno_t-been put on induction training
: Ik 7 . .
. e : i .
nor thei_r_apooint'ment has taken place “prior’ to 2003i and,

Rl
{CCS ,(Pen;%ioin) Rules,vr 1972 in’

e|r appomtment pnor to 1-1-

the sameh‘does not “help-the’ appllcantsﬁ’at all as |t relates t0'

persons who are put on “induction training after-

_ i P ' (OANo0.125/2013 etc-
i I - (Chandraveer Singh etc. 15, VO ete. )
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-therefore, the rellance placed by them_on this clarifigation

his also mlsconclzelved BT

17. It is well settlled prop051tlon of law by the Hon'ble Supreme

Court that merely because a candidate is eligible wheh the

advertisement was issued'or that the name of candldate is

T

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

R TR A ey i

|
candldate touﬂb‘e appomtedsbut themappomtment would take
i’ !.}:{' ] nj""‘

; ) “‘1.,.
. effect'from%thekid%te of‘appomtmentgaqd noks fr;fm the date of

assmgffﬂthe uexamlnqtlor] The Hon bleé—prext Court has

i L

j’-i-*’ con;:jlstently hé'ldﬁ thgt evenf if a° number of vacancies were

Mg o i u ‘i
ﬁnotlfled f;ﬁd&a kmie%@t% r‘lid, fgieqﬂigeﬁnumber o; ,candldates

B ey Y s .

1 gy ;J' ! gard
5%were f@‘und successfuf‘ Aey weuld? not acqwrel any
L. o T, A i

L)
ESHRL
sl

o sy e SRpAT DA At i
= 2

e lndefeaéible rlght* 10

‘}: (“ ““ "‘? :

p s

sdasiinris J"t-\-‘w‘b&?

ppo ted agalnst the existmg

_Ff;
.wi?’&"

N
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18. We also‘“notlce that the“apphcants haVe falled to challenge
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the validity of the cutoff date of New Pension Scheme and as
such they cannot be allowed to claim that they should be

lgo.\_/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.

(0. A.Np.125/2013 ete.-
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19. We are fortified in our view. from decisions of two -Benches of
this Tribunal. The Chandigarh Ben_ch 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 progected CAse,, of the applicants is that the
process*to’ Fill Jup the posts“ofeCIerks was initiated by
1ssﬁance of anradVemsement dated 28 3.2001. At that
J{f tlme the GPE Schéme? wl,tt'r Pell,smn Was in operation.

- o

& Hotgveyer a lot of time was copsumed m,completion of

gthe appointment process and thé*a ppcants ultimately

'.355‘ ﬂ‘,,:\came to be arppom?’édf .. July, 2004 only?’nby which

4;,%5 tf time tl'deﬂrnew' CPF Schemeﬂaof 2004 had corne into

£ e, operatlon we. f 11,3004, It i§ further'thet case of the

Ao e appllcants that ;ﬁtt!e E"new CPF Stheme Has.come into
§oT i

Operatlon only whe n.;r.l‘etter da’ted 1162009ial was

=T,

ki |s§ued,1mak|qg tlonal and as such they have to
g el be’ treated “d biden,, appomted under the old
q 0 gE m . o e
1 ﬂg gThearesponde$§§§ have fileg, a?"‘freply to contestﬂ%the
ﬁ Bl i 1=
ioa c!alm‘ of tlie appTIC rrts t;rhe;!r plsa is that thlsjlssueg has
% ii,},«t alread&*been settled?by fthis“@eurt in the |denthaI icase
1‘ ' of, yazarﬂKumar &fOtherlevd"F"l'J“nlo‘p of India & Others
/- ;}? | ﬁd (B ;“"ﬁL S ‘ﬂf“iﬁ?‘? 5 Fﬁvf E'q‘?,ﬂd _‘w"' é:;—., .
— '&1 . f“" 4“%We'rare not’ reproducmg gtheﬂ p[eadmgsa_of theq{partreS‘
A~ H { ~# in detall as the issue- is Mo alonger“‘:res -integra and

ey Eﬁ_ stands settled by this very,. Bénch ofatheﬂ'rlbunal in the
. % ™ case of Nazer Kumiar-&’ Otrer V¥s. Union 6f India &
Y *Qthers® etc (O A.No, 338“CH *2008"and O A.N0.408-

Ty CH-2008) decld‘edE 0n310.06. 201"0 Para 15 of the
wgudgment,,bemg relevant is, reproduced as under:

-
T s e TP 4

- i
‘ ‘J.‘Sv-vlr]xwew of the.abo¥e proposition of law laid
" downt by the’ Hon’ble Supreme . Court the U.T.
Chandrgarh whlle adopting thé notification
dated 12.12.2006!(Annexure A- 3) issued by the
State of Punjab’introducing new: CFSF Scheme for
T - .its employees:w.e.f»171.2004 vide order. dated
B U 2007 (Annexure-—-,-.‘A-z) and | also making
: mecessary amendment? in the, relevant rules
y.e.f! 11,2004, could not make it leffective from
i , rany other date as the complete| scheme was
i made effective and the said scheime takes effect
i 1 J\r ef 1.1.2004. We do not find any-illegality in
I : the olrder dated 14 2.2007, Annexure A-2 or the

4 u o o . . (OA.No.125/2013 eti.-

i ; S et m (Cfamfmveer Singhi ete. ‘Vs VOI ete. )
. i j » . ,:‘ ) i
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- ; |C1rcular dated 12, 12 200b (Annexure A~B) as it

. I f | ~ 'does not make any. amendment to the | basic

scheme. :-The date from vhich the Scheme is to

do nat find that any grounds have been jmade

o out to interfere W|th the date from which the

o new Scheme has been made effective .in U.T.

: l'l'.‘handlgarh i.e. 1,1,2004: In so far as ¢ldim of

ante-dating - of -their _appointment is concerned,

that can also not be accepted in view of the

rejection of such claim in an earlier petltion

. Under,,aélsomemunrsconceptlon, the applicants

| | #tceﬁtrlbuted to!wara'?&'“‘G&i Scheme and! such
e amount is flowrbeing, refunded to them and they

- ;ﬁ"“ aaréito be*made’membegs f CPR.Schemie, having

) ‘ - ,.-‘J‘ *ﬁ ‘qbeen substantively appointed after 1.1.2004.
~— & g:ﬁa This can also not be faulted* w_;th S
! ,}E“g L!A'“‘ _J,E’Q "S ﬁh‘é’:ﬁmtkﬁ lﬂ f .znll.

. 1‘~ 4 Fin lnégt that thel case oﬁ’ithe appllcants |s~co’vered on
éf; u.%m all foursrgwith th d‘ectswn aforesald thig Onglnal
_"% '

L w i .
4 E:? Apg{irgca;tl’oh,‘li;dgénrsseg &f"’ . S » 1
;L? %EZESImllarl n««au;;losta d__mjtéjal (':|rc‘u_rn§_tanii§§%s Bombay Bench of
th ﬁ"‘" v, ’ ?’ -ﬁ. —h-‘*‘ .
. _ PO (e ) : ek
. § £ this Tn%%nﬁlﬁ “‘""‘ sr/zow z sgn Atul Pandeﬁa Vs
P : ‘; REE T Tailagh
H eg*‘isw."’ " OR ey % d
fm uoI etcﬁ?& ecMedﬁte;r}gﬂS g?izel";ﬁasahelg"as under g
. T AR 1,13 4
' *20. The apph,cj%nt has ‘never “hallenged theedelay in

issuingr ?;«t;he Eoffer? f} mappoi_ntment His § first
representatlon is:0f; thetyear, 2004 “whereby he slmpiy
r"'f requested the authorities to coVer h|m under the old

Ny ‘-; & Penslon,:'*Scheme of 1972,. He +.made hlS next
"-tzz fepresﬁ'ltahtigon in this regard in the" year 2008 It is
'i‘%& .%ewdent, froffi<the.chart”given at’Para<4.6 of the O.A.

w that therappllcant had. not‘been smgled out in respect
%, . of“Isguance of* ‘the; offér of ap_pomtment in February,
ieﬂ”‘5‘4;2004 One Mr Pankaj Kumar-rSmgh,ﬁwas also given the
offer:,,of appmntmenhn“March 2004 Had-the applicant
approa’j&hedh@a compehgenta'€ouﬂ of Law challenging
denlal pf 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
Pen5|on 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

(0.2 No.125/2013 etc.-

| {Chandraveer Singfi etc. Vs, VOI etc. )

take effect is mentroned in the Scheme itself. We
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e
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
ie. prlor to 1”1“2’004 and a's such-aathey cannot claim that
a ""- 'h’ ‘s_._‘ '“t
they.r have to be governed by1 old Pensmn Scheme.
P 22.. =In wewwf the afore salgq; d15cussto tlg held that the
' & *""?"h-.«.” A T A
s sel&ttion of the‘%ppllcants ha i,taken place in ‘2003“but thetr
& ‘*r,,,_ ,.arf " a% ﬂ~ % PO ﬁa
iy _actual appomtment came tofbe_ﬁ.madeg% fter 1. 1 2004 and as
i m"e—such they weq!d be,"" Abév @ﬁwdz‘byhl\lew Bensmn Scheme only
’!.J i T h‘: A B,? Lt
H el ﬂa@-mw—!a»hé-‘ A LAl a
! *g appointme | |n 2004 é"é‘%‘not be related back
3 R ! Yy T, ,‘!_‘ SR
j
é;l -n-. "L .' i
% L .4pension under CCS (Pensmn)«Rule‘
Fr I ﬁ%&}i{dﬁ (“ ;‘ .‘ -
these*OrlgmaI Appllcat ons:fi dis
-— . G w- ’? \"r' 4, “q, *
{‘r' f% leawng the partles to bear their ewn cOsts i ’a i
‘i'!%é ".- e'f, : ‘\,;_ . et ST e
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