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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,
JATPUR BENCH

Orders pronounced on: 29 .7 2614
(Orders reserved on: 26.07.2016)

- CORAM: HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, MEMBER () &
HON’BLE MRS. MEENAKSHI HOOJA, MEMBER (A)

(1) 0.A.NO. 125[2013 s S
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Chandraveermslngh :S/0. Swayam Singh, aged about 27 years, rfo

village and postm2 Sjnsini,’ presentlymlworkmg%as Majdoor in
Ammupltlonq? epot Bharatpur
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Mr Kedgr mal Meeha s/o shrl ewar Majr\Meena, .aged about 40

qyears,*’-sr/o Parllzi?*BalaJl mmodiﬁ presently tharkmg EiS"'“MaJdOOI‘ in
fAmmgmtlon Dépot har;gtpur? F ~
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?Dhoh "Pyanh?? Mathura, presently
worklng as MaJ, oornm Ammuql g

ffdh Depot Bharatpur e
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Sura] Nagar learU"‘Road Jhotwara Jalpur presently worklng as
i ra a‘ s ey .;‘ s A
MaJdoor in Ammumtlon_ Depot Bharatpur ek é_j-'
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(5) O.A" NO. 129(201 3T A

o
Ram leas s/o Paltu ram..aged..about’ 38 yaers, r/o village and
post Sarai Kalan*meteh Mundawer, _AIwar"F presently workmg as
Majdoor in Ammunition’ Depotd"lharaipur ‘ '

(6) 0 A, NO 130/2013

Shyam Sunder s/o Ram lal, aged about 36 years, r/o wllage
nangal Babaji, post Badour teh Bharatpur presently workmg as:
Majdoor in Ammunition Depot ‘Bharatpur.

7) 0.A.NO.131/2013

Sh',zmker Smgh s/0 Vejendra singh, aged .‘about 51 years r/o
.. village Kasoda, post Kasoda, teh. Bharatpur, presently worklng as
Ma]door in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur '
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(8) 0. A NO 132[201 . : ‘E L R
| Sishu Pal s/o Data Ram aged about 34 years, r/o Gummber, post

i Bal Kesher; Agra presently working as Majdoor m Ammumtnon
i Depot, Bharatpur. . .
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(9) O.A NO. 133[201*

Roh|tas s/o Mangu Ram, aged about 27 years, r/o Shypura, post ,

' teh, Deeg, Bharatpur, presently. working as Majdoor 'in
Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur. _ . P

(10) 0.A.NO. 13412013 JISR——

: Baney Singh s/o*leattl Ran‘L,.baged about 35f,years, r/o wllage and
post Jai Clgp[l post Ifar ﬁ i,&oqpbas glstrlct Bharatpur presently
workmgfas Ma]doomlb ‘Ammunition DEpdot; Bharatb*t'unv

}q‘ ‘Lﬁ ?{ AP T i?‘ r’,&‘m! %ﬁ
- %
i S

I, 2
Ja'gb;r Smgh s/ ﬁs‘ban Slngh, aged about 34 years r/o‘ Village
nand post ; Dlstt uMafhura,g pf‘esently W’grkmg as“MaJdgor in
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] 5/0 L P.
D Mee"’ha Nagan,.:'= i Srkalan;

| pasently workihg,as"Majdgor IrikA
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%;Prem Slnghas/oaRan‘?k |J§d|,§ agedmabouthg wyears, rfo wllage
"ﬁL(asooda,*’"teh.ﬁﬁrBhar?thi, dl’s"‘tE”*éBharat Ur,~presently worklng as
Ma]dooaf mﬁgmmunltlon Depot, BharatpUr A

éh “ithala, d|stt"““‘Mathﬂura,
unltlon}@epot Bhar ‘ﬁpur.

woh 5‘
S, W f &
? t’ ,. ! “319; .. ‘“__ﬁr J‘%l' " ‘; I}_;'
(s o, AeﬁNo 1=38£201 s

Avmasbﬁ Kumar| s/o GaneshIQSIngh aged about 27 years, r/o
village anq posta kasoda distt!, Bharatpyr: presently working as
Majdoor in A‘mmunltion Depot,. Bharatgir. ‘#&;ﬂ”‘
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Darshan singh sfo kishori lal, aged about 29 years, r/o village and
post Sukka ki Nangal P.O. Bhandur, Distt. Bharatpur, presently
worklng as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot., Bharatpur.
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“Shiv singh s/o I\llathl Singh, aged about 49 years, r/o Village and

(16) O.A.NO. 140/20

- post Jatoli Thoon, teh. Deeg, Dist., Bharatpur, presently working

as Majdoor in Ammumtlon Depot, Bharatpur

(O N0.125/2013 etc.-
. . (Chandraveer Singh etc. V5. VOI aic. )
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(17) 0.A.NO.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 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 Abrarl, The. Kumher, Dlstt Bharatpur,- presently working as
Mazdoor in Ammunltlon Depotmﬁhagatpur
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(19) 0.A.NO. 143/2013 o,

Mohan slngh ;slo Avtar Slngh aged abdut 47 ye@rs rfo wllage
and post Lteh Kumher, presently workmg as™Majdoor in

AmJnunltlon~Bepot Bharatpur;%?v‘iw,, B, o "‘*f
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Raghuveer Slngh slof*..lamljna T agedﬁ,aboutéSO years, 'srlo wllage

Gundwa post " Ihandor Teh ﬁ‘yAnd dlstt%" Bharatpur,x_ presently
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workmg as Majdoorélm%mmumtlon Depet Bharatpur. |
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. (22) 0 A. NO 146[2013*1,% . P AR i
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: Bhagwan Slggh sﬁ =yad Ram Saml,faged ‘about 27 years r/o
wllage Gundwa Epost"“Bhandor“’"* Distt,, Bhara’{pur ‘presently
worklng as Majdoomn Ammunmon lepot Bharatpurﬁ’% |
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_ Sz‘esh iChand sl%h MlttlmLal,wagedf‘”about 36 years r/o village

~ -athpura; post Allopura distt. Maipuri(U.P.), presently working as
) ‘;Ma doorln Ammunltlon Depot, Bharatpur. : I

and
pos Stnsml teh 'Deeg, Bharatpur presently work!ng as Majdooir_‘ in

L t
. 'Amnunltlon Depot Bharatpur i . }I )
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(Cﬁand'raveer Smgfi etc. 'Vsl'U 1 etc.)




25) 5AN0149 2013'1' S T

Ram Veer Smgh slo Ktshan Slngh aged fabouti51 years, 1rlo vi lage iand
post Mandha ‘Post Sankh The and Dlstt Nlathura presently working- as
Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur. l | :
(26) G.ANO. 15012013 Ny

Nahar Singh sfo shrl Charan Singh, aged about 48 years, r/o vi lage'fénd

. post Nangla- Harchand post Sogar (Bharatpur) presently wcrkingi as
' Majdoor in Ammunitioh Depot, Bharatpur.
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Motm w,:ggAjeet Slqgh ahed about 37 years? rlo vmage ancl{ post Bachmadl
presepfly worklng'as Majdoor in Ammumtlon Depot Bharatpur%\
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(28) 0. A. NO’E1152[201 e

Vinod,ikumar Sharmaﬂg!o Khe C and aged about 32 yedrr% rlo Mumara
JD|stt-“"“1§'l§sharatpur(f“presenﬂy*i

wo%rk;ng as ;,Ma]dupong in Ammumtlon iDepot
Bhapatpur 5 i
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’ (29) OUAINO. 153/L2013w g

’about'36 ‘years 7 rlo wllage post Boral

-Méjdo %of Bharatpur. "™
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Yogesh fShagna slo, Rajendrad Prasad, aged\about 27 years r/o Jamun Ki
Bag|ch| goalpura RoadH Subash Naga;,mBharatpurf presently v’frorklng as

M“lj‘aﬂ-‘

Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depgt, Bharatpur, .~ - ot _J@’
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Raj Kishore siohB*ru Kiskiore, aged- about 33 years"" rfo v1llage and post
Ajnothi, post Ladpura “teh...Chhata,. Dist: P‘Mathura 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 Hathupi Post- Hathuni, Teh. Bharatpur, presently working as
Majdoor in Ammur’{ition Depot, Bharatpur.
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' (39] 0.A. NO. 163]2013 s i
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Do ArJlnd Sharma s/o Mohan Lal Sharma,. aged about 32 years /o’

(33) 0.A.NO.157/2013

Bijendra Singh s/o Hidda singh, aged about 44 years, t/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 worklngwas;l\/lajdoor in Ammumtlon Depot.,
Bharatpur . w,ﬁ,a* :

L3fﬂ O.A. NQ‘159/2013 ”“3

1:

Lal Slngh slo'1 Rohan Slng}} saged about 34 iyears *illage and
post Jathoh Rathwan?fTeh ‘And ,tllstt Bharatpur %presently

\;;:orkmg as Majd.ogﬁ‘ in %mr{numttggn Bepo .Bharatpur by
:
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(36)30 A. ‘NO. 150/2013”%& ; T ¢
’ E Kunwar Pal Smgh slosRa es Chan age about 46 years tlo
Jlf Garroly, postE)authlothl
4 as “Majdoor mﬂAmmumtlong
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1 %‘Sunherl slo RammﬁBabu aged t@bou?t,’28 years, r/o Vlllage and

Post Ma; eF’ost Bharah eteht;ezlasen Bls;t EBholpur presently
wotklngfa‘ssMajdooran Ammumt]on Depet Bharatpu
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(38) 0.A.NO 16242013 %, .@w“’ it ,; #

; Ratnveer Slngh s/0% Mahendra Smgh aged about.28 years, .r/o
' village and post Kasoda D|stt Bharatpur presentTy workmg as
Ma]door in’ Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur ﬁﬁﬁ
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Bab[u Smgh 's/o; Mansmgh aged about 27 years r/o village and

post tak a dlSSt Bharatpur presently worklng as MadeOI'sll'l

Ammunltlon Depot ' Bharatpur . ] i
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la. madhopur, post Saunkarl distt., Alu'a’r, '

Majdoor in Ammunntlon Depot Bharatpurj.
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(4i) o A. NO 1651_2013

Rajesh Kumar wchona s/o Munshl laf aged about 32 _years, ':r/o;; -
g Gurveera post Dhanders teh. Kaman;, D:stt Bharatpur jresently:
worktng as Majdoor in Ammunltlon Depot Bharatpur :
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(42) 0.A.NO, 29;[00214[2014& e

Raju Singh sfo Shri Ramu Slngh aged about 31 years, rlo House

no. 43/13, village ‘and post Kanjauli line Distt.- Bl"naratpur K
Rajasthan, presently Workmgaastalgoor in Ammunltlon Depot
Bharatpur. &= “ gk &%‘"‘M
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M.A.No. 29«1@020142014 e L f.? '*‘r-,% |
Balblr Slngh s/o shy *@m. Prakaé’ﬁ*{fSlngh aged -about*30 years,
r/o vlllage and posffKasoda Dlstt Bharatp_ ur; Rajasthan presently

7»}13

f Kush Pal Smgh /o éhr Farendra” Sjngh”aged about "36. years N
1 r/okDhai Ji Ku,HaveIg, /g\{al ?Band"“'D|stt fag Bharatpur Rajasthan »

presently workmg as Majdoo? in Ammumt;on Depot, BharatpUr

;.5'5;‘ .\J ‘}q ] E -i.
f‘*"‘“ '3 i

(45)t0.A:NO. 291"700217/20‘1*4,&;,5., SR e T
M.A, No 291_/00193/2014 4

Harlal S/o Shn Shwlal aged bout 33 years r/o wllage Achalpura,
post;% Mikhara, Distt Bharatpur RaJasthan, presentiy w‘orkmg as
Mazdoor mtAmmunltlon Depot* Bharatpur ‘
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(46) O.A.NO. 29J00218/2014 & T e
M.A.No. 201/00187/2014 =it

Ashok Kumar s/o Shyam”Babuwaged about 34 years, rfo Mori
Char Bagh, Near -Sindhi Dharmshala, Distt. Bharatpur,

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

{47) 0.A.N0O.291/00219/2014 &
M.A.Ng. 291./00198/7014

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

(0.ANo.125/2013 ete.-
(Chandraveer Singfi ete. Vs. VO ete. )
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(48) 0.A.NO.291/00220/2014 &
M.A.No. 291/00196/2014

Ashok Kumar Solanki s/o Shri Bhoop Singh, aged about |, rfo _

village and post Bachhamadi (Noh), Distt. Bharatpur Rajasthan
presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bharatpur.

(49) 0.A.NO.291/00221/2014 &
" M.A. Nd. 291/00195/2014

-Shiv Ram Singh s/o.shri" Mdhé‘ﬁ‘"slngh,gaged about , o Qtr. No.
4, Type-ll, - ;I'elephone Colony Rajendta., Nagar Bharatpur,
Rajasthan;- *prese,ntly workmg ‘as aiMaJdoor in Ammunltlon Depot
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M.A.No-?‘291 00194 gosz4, N P '%g\ '
éDmesh -Kumar 86 ‘vs.hrll;g1 ‘ha%g\gan tifo Villags: and post
;Jaghu;]a (3 shyavi)v%lglstt Bhé gpur,&,joasthan presentgﬂw king
1‘:}4‘ i s 5
asiMajdoor ir |‘£1§‘Ammun|tlo ggo,tr Bharatpur. {
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Krlshna KumamSharma s/o Radhey (Lal Sbarma agedvabout
!ik‘ r/o ﬁ}/!llage and® p st Gunsara, teh Kumher Distt. Eijgaratpur
ki RaJasthan presen IyﬁworRlnggas% Majdoor in, Ammumtlon Depot
%Bharatpurun |t S #
“7‘ & g _' : “*.aie ;""r; :
' ;‘291/¢001924201 ,_f
O
B Sohan Lal s/o Peetamber,.qged abodt"‘ rlo lelége and post Ma[ah
A Distt.- Bhanatpu ‘“‘RlaJasthan presently‘.aworklng‘ﬁ’as Majdoor in
co D‘pot Bharatpur B R AP T
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H ._”ArJn Smgh slo ShrntBraJ:ndra Smgh aged about 30 yealrs '{l,o. i
j‘-..-;hwllage a}nd .post!’ Burawai-- Chlksana ‘teh. Bharatpur 1 Distt.” . ]
R i.,Bharatpur Rajasthan _ p__reslently worklng asﬁ Majdoor 4in .
b mumt[on Depot Bharatpur.. 2 | , ‘ .
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._“-M A'N 291[00190[2014 -
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. (54) o.aNo. 291/002255/2014 & .

‘A

R Nawal Smgh slo Shrl Ram Slngh agedlat;cut years -1/ wllage

Addi: and- post Kasalda,

. Rajasthan present!y Worklng as Majdoor in Ammunltlon Dap.ot,_z

Lo ;Bharatpur

(55) 0. A NO. 291[00227[2014 &
"M.A.No. 291[00189[2014
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Kunwar Slngh slo Shri. Bhagwat*Smgh aged‘.about 31 years, 1/o
village Addi and, po§t KasaucTa‘*‘"teherBharatpur‘*D|stt Bharatpur
Rajasthan freséntly working as Majdoor |n ,,Ammunltlon Depot,

Bharatpur i
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(56) om NO. 291/00228/101

M.A.N®. 291./00188/9614 11 E,
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[fRaJesh Kuma[“*s/o Shn:h‘(‘Bop;.'
e" wllage and’ Epost Ucchha “M
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'Sanjeey” Kumar sld .Shri Naresh Pratap*“‘Slngh aged about 32
years, irlofavﬂlageh Rampur post Jamalpur; DlsttaMunger Bihar,
pr’ésenty workmgl as‘nMajdoor in AmmUmtlon*Depof Bharatpur
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58) 0.A. NJ}291 60230 /2014081 R
M.A.No, 201/00186/2014,, i,
e, T o
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Mukesh Kumar s/o Shri K&shay Dayal aged about 32 years, r/o

village and

post Baben,

Teh. Kumbher,

Distt. Bharatpur,

Rajasthan, presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot,

Bharatpur.

- (0. ANo. 125/2013 ate.-
(C!' andraveer Singh etc. Vs. VO etr. )
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about 395,years r/o
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(59) 0.A.NO.291/00231/2014 & -
M.A.No. 291/00185/2014

Dashrath s/o Ram ji Lal, aged ahout 30 yea}s, 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 Singh, aged about 34 years, rfo village

Loratef F‘mtrf"qwt

and post Ucchalaneh‘f”RoopWaas*'*fllstt Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently workmg as MaJQOOI; ng P;Tmmumnon Depot Bharatpur.
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(61) O.A. NO.'291/00233[2014 & L Fy e
M.A.No. 29-1[00184[201 t’—e’],.“;_, _ ‘a
st
Doorendra :Prabodhqeslo Rril éga;‘ilas Chand aged*,about , o

Baben ”(Bben) (gsTeh'L Kumher% Dlstt"w Bharatpur "Rajasthan
presently workmg ash Majdoof' i Ammunmop Depot; tharatpur

SRE

La:S ngh agedr‘about 32 years r/o

Vlllage Mallpura post,, Sev al"-’"-,,'lstt Bharatpur Rajasthan

i\f
i pi'esent!y Workmg &S Majdoo
5 4

i Q"Ammunitlon Depot, Bharatpur
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Hardev Smgh slo aShi‘I Shyam’Lal aged abth 34 years rfo
Vlllage Khanswara post Paprera teh Kumher V|af,Nadba| Distt.
Bharatpur;,, Rajasthan presently worklng as"' Majdoor in
' Arﬁmumtlon“Depot Bharatput. " o

IR
el Y
Kl (S,

ol
?"' i ) ..oe‘-!* 27
J"“"Hﬂmmmyuﬁr e

(64) 0.A.NO. 291_/00236/2014 &

" M.A.No. 291[00180[20; _

Pappu s/o Shrl Mahaveer -Singh, aged bout , o V||Iage
Girdharpur, post Ke!soda Distt.- Bharatpur, Rajasthan, presently
working as Majdoor in Ammunmon Depot Bharatpur .

l
. P . i
{ . i

 (OANe, 12}/2011 ete-

(Chandraveer Singh ctc. ‘L’SJ‘UOI ete. )
'
. . i
|
|
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(65) 0.A.NO.291/00237/2014 & !
M.A.No. 291/00179/2014 - S
1 } i | N
|

l -
Ntranjan Singh sf/o Shri Kishan Singh,.aged about 50 years, rfo
Village Moroli, post Udhyog Nagar, Distt. Bharatpur, Rajasthan,
presently working as Majdoor in Ammunition Depot, Bhariatpur.

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

s i S LT g __%%

Narendra Singh« 570 Shrl iVI ar[;Slngh aged about 28 years, r/o
near - DAyﬁ*School ngon ral Roade-, .iSubash Nagar. Distt.

Bharatpur RaJasthan presently workingi as m Majdoor in
Ammumtlon“E)epot Bharatpur ?rfj..n %

b
(67) otA :NO. 291/00239/2014 &" o
72014 N 8 L F S

g presently wort«ng‘ s’*"Manggﬁ 4\gémmUn|tlon5Depot Bharatpu‘r
i 115 B e S AR ..';%;“‘-aa o 4 Appllcants
E T\r'lg" ~7¢~§* “’?‘g& & é! g Vs j‘% "\vq‘-— “ ‘, A
¥ 21 e ,‘ 2 J:.__;!" [i}- {( lhh 5;; iy e
“!"3 it '*;‘;’é;_‘t; ¥ Ve,rSU.S % 1-? P R
1. uUnion of Indla s % SRR " F,--*‘ jé'

%hrough‘“’the Secn;etary to the Govt of Indla S H

Ministry, of Sefence;” N

New Delhi. * <. e

5,3’1%" % . e on “. - K ) s

2. Officerd chargs A o. C. Records, o 5 &

Secundrabaad o e

"sr,, wlAh:l‘“"iu—:,—, P e i \:&.‘é-"'h

3. The Commandanth — ,,_y_rif-*"“ad

Ammunition Depot gzt g

Bharatpur.

Respondents

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

{0.A.No.125/2013 etr.-
" (Chandraveer Singh etc. V5. 'VOI ete.

&)
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R

ORDER
HON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK MEMBER ()"

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 has“ﬂledpthlsao A w1th a prayer to quash the

@n‘
i,
order datEEd 14.2. 201Zr fead with ofder dated 12.1.2012
,51" g, 33 h R Ei.’ B lu({'rr..s
IJ wde Whl(‘.{l;l*@;kﬂhe was informed " that ttlle emstmg Pension
: g
iﬁLSc’hlemfé'ﬁ‘was 13;\4 feh:e ’ﬁt“é}%s,g%,_lz 2003 f;nd @e“w pension
ch I ;,E ; ‘1 ":, 3*
.g?‘ '%Scheme lu;regucep &.f, ?11 2004“1&5 appllc."able toﬁ&all the
Sopes o %‘ %aﬁ VP& 5 Y
5 ‘Gentral jGov Vants, . appomted onumor ;after
i I-‘c’ é@\ - J %?ﬁ"’* .-_,,:.Wif"?%ﬁ Y,
: T e .
; 1d..3)

”“’1 1. 2004 At was apaomted 1n the 'year :

. e e —
-n:s

i 2004, thjus* Wou_jﬁ noJ,;.ﬁ. red by eX|st|ng Rules,“"1972
i és:x L M

s e i
o F b By, g
3.+ The facts ofgthe,aca?e whgﬁch;{lé"ad tQ ﬁllhg of O.A. are;that the
i S *

A %

-l

o R,

e i

B,

, Ammumtlon Depot Bhalﬁatpﬁr d:g.,euiated a notification |n the

#i -'5 o Mtﬂgﬂ*‘q‘*ﬂgﬁ”ﬁ%{ﬁ% # _,ffi""ﬁ '?’B-h,h ,‘-ﬁ’

& montp oﬁfSépte{nber, 2003 mwtlr}guapphcahons for the posts

. £§‘ ﬁﬁ‘ﬁg'- ﬁ. ,; ;gr A ‘B&";is

f's,Mazdoors ‘The apphcant clalms thata the process of

'f;,% ‘i - oty m.g.,._are”“ 'ﬂ fv
apﬂpomtment was finalized,. and abpomti’nentﬁf’/ se[ectlon

i J v i A

q ""r P v Mr*" ‘.:r

Ietterseyvere 1ssued in the monthrof' November, 2003. 1t is

d‘ R e Ll et

submitted thte the,kGovernmentﬂ"“éants who have been
appointed / selected prior to 1.1.2004 are to be treated
1 under the CCS (Pen5|on) Rules, 1972 and those who have
been appomted / selected on 1.1. 2004 or subsequently are -
to be governed by New Pen5|on Scheme. The claim of the
'_apphcant IS that smce the appllcant Was selected as per the

T (0AN.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singhi ete. Vs, VOI etc. )




e ' . 12 -

|
|
1
]

I

1

netification hssued in the month of September 2003 and

appomted mrthe ‘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 (Pensron) Rules, 1972 was declmed by Annexure A-1,

Hence this Ohglnal Appllcatlon
tﬂara-.%a.-u
4. The respohgeﬁtsze opposed ti‘-‘i*ewo @,A. by filing reply They

o _
su let thatﬂ ’?ﬂ ﬁpotn’ C’;%IO?]&fGF%SquCtlon‘%to the post of

y,

) news papers‘rfpreptember 2003

.'“ andfﬁompetitd\fe%physme;t St g%ﬁﬁya nterview was éonducted
[ R e

1pﬁgl\‘flazdcflic;ﬁrs {Nas pubhshed

s ::H
: ‘qurlng theﬁperrod 9,11b 20031 A‘ZB}Q}‘2003 The appltcant
i i, *“*-r“ Efﬁﬁr; o

bvas oneffof aLh 9.5%5 % nd ldates"l"SeIectlonhletteri?(Not

g‘r I g7,

g ":ilwa,ﬁ tﬁf;‘%‘k“ w!&j #e‘t“%f%ﬁ S .,ih :{uﬂ' i~ F7 _?1‘4‘5

- ..% hlm n 10 11.2003. They
; f“ appo:ntnlentllorder) %?‘ ;}?fdfto g f

':" AL Ty, %"'-""1 f : H‘IS
{ %) have sd%& tted nt'ﬁa’? fhd s Iectlghgm letter e hiosedﬁ as
4

%tuj Annexure A‘ 3*-‘*“ha§§§n3g lgblée \j(sg%g}; signed bysthe Depot
. “E b B

‘_'é.
4}% an%?lsréé:;orgﬁd dd‘éumgéggmksiéplerth oﬁr}gmal lettergssued
- o.; ‘h\%_
{‘?g? td1 aﬁpllcantysetectxon was pfso}'u]sronal- and subJect to
T 1 s‘a{, "«L A .f
‘éa guthentu:lty of d‘ocuments »*‘Accordlng[y, after qonﬁrmatuon

& .f;u
«' b .
I ‘1

4, i e '”"i'"
fr"authentlmty of* “’hls *document appomtme’nt order was

a.- . »;v

issued to“‘-thue appllcant“on 372 2004 agamst which he joined

b, i
R ran i s i

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 Ii.l.2004 are authorized for pension under CCS
(Pens'ron) Rul'e, 1972 and the candidates who have joined
duty on or after 1.1.2004 are to be covered under the New
Pension Scheme. The applicantlhaving joined his duties after

(0.4 Nb.125/2013 ete.-
(Chandraveer Singh etc. V5. VOI ete.)
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appointment on 9.2.2004, he is not entitled to pension under

CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972. Copy of seiection vorder 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,
H.rma:ﬂs’immqh

Ministry of,,;Fma-r‘]‘c‘e Notlflcat:on’“"“‘No %5/7/2003 -ECB & PR
T :

& .
r.]IA A i !“

datedf’zz 12 2003 éGovt ' of Indlaf ae tt. Of;,PenSJOn & P.W.
%

L.
N 0. M. ‘No "38/58/06-P&PW - (A) dated w11 10, 2006 and
., 15"‘; gﬁr@rlﬁ‘i%!aﬂ%ﬁé‘fﬁ {'
t * *
_ﬁi 5. 3”2008 are placed on Qecord as‘rgl\nnexure R- 3 ‘.n;
'k" " N EREY ! :
H v;They subm't that a5 p*'e tof or;éger dated 11 10.2006
a% ! et I“"q ; N 'E’ﬂ "’5:“ i
Pr‘; ”*mm(Annexurje ‘R=3,), 3ees vyho*"\};{ere put omsinduction
r ?LQ_; Fiedl %- - o -ﬁ'-’;‘s"‘ _,:mv.w ‘i
] J}g SR Ay S R ’
£ ¢ trainingbafter t eirFapr en;t,‘prlor to 1.1, 2004“and are
g e %’z"”""‘“ PR, o, e
i Y Ry :
2 paid salaﬁ’y?from;rtha ;# éalte_ ﬁWouldefbe%zcovered under CCS
v LA EE L B
E F}(Pensmn) Rules 1972r L ) Vg
t g UL {
k‘i‘f 6. The apphcant hasff{led,‘”},erejmnder stgtrh;at view to rebut the
[l "i‘:' f ) o, ﬁ’”’ b E‘J““:{‘ir T;T’, 3 !ili.-_ ’ ;I
Y f suﬂbmnssmns mefde in the written statement :
’51 "e ¢ I f"“ .o }; 'y

& R o

7.5 e:~We have heard Ieamedcounsel for the respectlve’%partres at

5 ; :‘ . '.:- i .7,.1.-.+ : . ‘:‘! ;' -;», - »J.n#‘,w;{ ‘F.E
length R ¢; E’i‘ v ' ) - a’f
E: I?qﬂm r_!f“a_ "ﬂ“ .-e"" “ﬁf
8.' Mr. P.N. :lattrgﬁlearned “coungél for thea;appllcant argued that

== -\-ﬁ’a
TR o o W@W

the recruitment process had been |n|trated In 2003 itself and
the applicants stood selected in 2003 and, therefore, they
; would be covered under the Old Pension Scheme as the term

appomtment” ,would take within its sweep the process of

recrmtmer;_t also and it cannot be separated for the purpose

2N !
of deny‘in_gtthezbeneﬂt of old - penS|on scheme to the

'i j: ’ N e
o ; : (Oﬂ.Wo.IZJ/?UIJ ete.-
b (Chandraveer Singfi etc.Vs: VO etc. )

; |

4

)
I
t
i

|
|
i
. Ao e



appllcants Thls was hotly contesteld by Iearned counsel for
E

the‘_ respondents statlng that. the term appointment: is

_independent Iof recruitment process and one does fAot|enter
into cadre, unless a fo;‘mal appointment order is iss,ue'id and
in this 'case the appointment has:‘ been made after 1.1;2004

: 'and as such the appllcant would be governed under the New
I
I e W .A{t—'m—-m TNy ’?\nim

| Pension Sehem’e e b “'”“*w,‘_k‘"
9. Mr. ,L?’aattl;& ,e‘é N}!cazc)unsei for"“the;‘a?pa'c“: te vehemently
gﬁ)l}ap%omtmentﬁerkjer ofi the:rqéppﬁf‘lh”* 'Ptfnt' the GoveI}nment of
o R % {dted” % 4
¥ lea by notn‘lce [91‘1 d:at id‘ ;22 1 Irii003 appro“\feg;_‘ the
oy by, uﬁ}, ;3_’*{\ s

'éf éMproposage “tor Lkl m_plem%

A e se-«ml?jﬁ

18 WS r;%structur%d defmed
' g ”‘*‘*’Contnbutlon Pensun
di:mz

'nfeu;; ‘the new recrultsits Ceqtral
1 " = .' , Hm } pns x

2 LE Governmen‘ggmlnjng :?se!v;;ce n&;or’“afger"‘ol 01 2004 'ﬁ'he new
2 1‘&?" .GD.' ) ’ i E F'-‘.f , %{ = J" r‘
?t\ nai Pensmn Scﬁe[‘h placed the;thenf‘exrstmg CCS-= (Pen51on)

! T’%” ) § o gl
&

"t

% Rules 197zhw'f%’i=af%e,;i ﬁoa;led“«f ThHe Ces, (Pensmn)RuIes
:f

é

fe
fa

"ig

agh

, [
3. 1 ZJh bntifiued to Il the | lo ees 5Q ected, rt
_% 27 }: ntl u_%t govern all t e}anp \;% ] L pr|o 0

%ﬁe‘l i%-z 2003 Ee su“bmltsgthat*the appllcantchan?rot be made

‘ie g\-‘ . n,,,l“". f

-
toa‘“”s ffer‘*due to deiayediprocess of appomtment However,
. .,... \f'

they aré"%’ab,emg arbitrarily™ shd lllegally compelled to be

“M o ﬁvf
| '*‘%mse‘w”.m‘.‘.ml and

governed under the new scheme wh[ch has come into force
w.e.f. 01.01.2004 under which they have to contr'lbute 10%
R
deducted from their salary bill every month. The CCS

(PenAslfon) Scheme 1972 is very much different and more

“beneficial to the employees. Had the‘Applicants been given

(OANb.125/2013 ¢ic.-
{Clandraveer Singh etc. Vs. V0! ete. )

—_— 4=

of their basic pay plus dearness allowance which Is being *
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appointment letter in 2003, they would have also joined
immediately and would have been governed by C_(ZS(Pension)

Rules, 1972, This was resisted by the learned counsel for the

respondents.

10. Mr. Sharma, learned counse! for respondents reiterated what

has been stated In the written statement.
o AT,

11, We have glven"E our, deep cons?i'derag,on to the respective

”‘e
sub;mssmnga‘g;‘nade :bgr “‘-Iearnfechou ngel folisthe parties and
I{f ra} ui Et ﬁ -1#' -\%
54|:5erusedrthe material o' file, o @ Y
4 SR e k
bl Fg az5-$-o i 155‘}"‘3"' . ih‘!
\\J 316 The sole xssueatr?aé: réqu: es, 0 befej(amlned ang %answered by
lJ ﬁ‘ﬁ
kpjfcant’s, yvhose selectlon process_

77
Fuf V,F'"‘ !.": *i’"’

e -QOOB »b t ;actual appointment

1
5

e

i A,
faus is. as to,f',whethemttbe
B w.g"“e‘-‘“. !
H,.; fhad sta 1E%ed x'lmm@awgt qud

£ T came to{npe made

iinan ar
?l U »l”’ v

3 ces (Penslon)fRulj;%; 72 p]e”waPegs:on whicif has Jeen
a ¢4 T‘gi ‘

W Trr, Tt

2004, \ would"g,be governed by,the

Fba S

ﬁ

li 13. Ev&netﬁ” Ughﬁth?&ﬁ%h%lCltyff& tg *‘lettens-dated 11, 1;2003‘

S . ‘ﬁr ¥ ~ ﬁ-,. 1‘&:&% ¥ :ﬁﬂ' |’7 .L

i; (Ange)(ure Az3) is disputed by the ;responden_tsﬁ yet even if it
U L E‘s._. W h N
o ‘K I", Ffﬁi"t li &

IS accepted to}be truexfor-the'*sake of argument onff; it would"

up ‘\5{‘ 5’(‘ i,
ﬁq,,,,,i introduced fo pe 1505 appolnted o! or after 1.1. 2004

o

w‘i m».._,\w_‘

- ﬁ'

. ?W s "..

® . ‘ make clear that thef’ same Was* in furtherance*’of recrwtment
: i, T

,.! "'wn.,.._ ,.,r"’ J"

; process onlyﬁgs it Wasissia for completton of formal|t|es

3 e, g
s Y -p;mmwe-‘ o

before actual appomtment s made. It mdxcated that the

.appllcant had been selected for"appomtment (not appointed)

,,,,,,

appomtment) is prov:snonal and . shall '} be sub]ect to

S A e ; HEE ’ a (0,91 No.IZI/ZﬂJJ ete.
‘ oo ) s (Cﬁaﬂd’mwcr .S'mgﬁ ete, Uk 'UOI etc.)

H 1. i
‘ : : ; !

. as Mazdoor I|n pursuance of. advertlsement dated 6. 9 2003

| and 19, 9 20 3. .“{It was made clear that the selectlonl (not .

;__veriﬁclation -io‘f;date of blrth to ascertaln age as on Iast day of'

o s

- ),.‘.‘.’ B
s i e e

R

e e il
5 -




o,

|
S

e e e e e

| .submission of applioation,__ed.ucallt onél certificate and Police

verification as applicable and blai;nl& 'fc’)rn'j for attestation and
' N | 4 oo .

were aléo '_forWarded for camgletion

1
medical examination

1.

and due attestatlon which were to' be submitte bkt ‘the

applicants to- the authorlties. :.The applicants have not

encloéed any appointment order, However, a copy |of same

has been ﬁenctosed by the resp‘ondents at Annexure R-2.

| ,—;f: r§~
: datedwg 3.2 Zﬁ)oiﬁh:c offers t%e:abpo ;tmse*n to the apphcant
a4 s
mwtlng plﬁm to Join the post if the term‘"gfand condltlons are
’!/ Fug, i wh%’"émfg,,

e acceptable to%nf!rn T_pe ?eléctl@n*ang appointm@nt fs, to take
gg iw:anﬁect from%:the dﬁtgéf %mh JIE’

..v,,,v

,ﬂ"l‘le terms and’ condltions of

a1 'ﬁ i T w?‘ %

. ; . 4 ,
f ﬂmmappolntmEnts-a é gjﬁé!%g%j‘ -_’jﬁvtﬁeu!etteréorder T'I:hus, |t can g‘_
b
&

.--&’5*"..

“appomtr,neqt" are di ferent

'“-1‘." , 1”‘ 1, ‘;

ndIStlnCt conspectus which th‘eyappllcants ‘are trying to

LT

“a ,

et
;glnterrqingle to create~a vconfuelon The recruitment process

w s
Bl -

may{_llgkave «been mltlated in 2003 but l;he actual appomtment
?v:"’
came t%“’bee made lﬁ"Fetmrary, 2004 afid it cannot be relate
M '_“u}hg?‘pwﬂ‘
back to 2003 for the purpose of claiming benefit under old

-1.‘.,&

Penslon| Scherne.

. 14, Hon'ble.l_ Apex Court has observed that appointment to a post
Is made by Issuing a letter of appointment indicating the
|

termsA:of the appointment and requesting the candidates
|

-

goncerned to signify his acceptance of the same, In the

| : (OAN0.125/2013 etc.-
| . (Chandraveer Singh etc. Vs, VOI ete. )
|

1
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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 appolntment in direct recruitment. The

service rules and regulations which were prevalent on the

e
date of appomt?nent of the applrcant wlll govern his service
. under the respondent authorltles s o .
\J‘ . ‘CF "!". 4 L# i %‘
- 15, fLearned counsel for the applicant vehemently argued on the
4 T "*-J-g, f@éﬁ?ﬁ”' ’&#‘:""' S %"i
# basr_s of mstru}}ctlogs datep ]ii.l(l 2{306 (Annexure‘*A 5) issued
oF Py 2 i X P"
F ’b.p ; LA E' & AE ;&? %
éf? (‘*aunder N%*?P;ek:smn Sghe:?eivmch h,as&%been [ssued qn the
.i;- ks H)- ;| . »,ﬂ-
F; ;"htoplc ofgj"?“'*“Appl icabili 3“& ¥§- CCS (Pensron) Rules # 19‘}2
L gl ; ks Tl ety
P ; 5 cm,‘,,,.m.éh - 'r

S F

u,,,; |nduct|on§tram|ng and rth § b
. F I

.';‘q et JL

¥ & ¥ £ 2.‘

4 .. it si'.clar:,rfleg: thatu,‘the

i Tl )

" mductlon tralnlng; tterﬁthelr adpomtment prior to 1-1-

. % ," *\._, ’
¢ t“%, {3 g 42004 Land are paid salary -‘-from thats date would be
' ffiﬁ, k‘? e ,9” ‘" = " Tt a
i"gi‘ ., covered, under GCS.(Pefi&on)- Rules 1972” -15"
5, "*=- ‘.“j‘e_,, pin v

.16, A perusal*" of 1 the ‘clarification™ wou]d make lt amply clear that

.
l . s, I

the sameﬁ‘dg,es not help~the” applrcag,ts"at aII as it relates to
Lﬁg&n%ﬂ"?wrw mutn""m'?‘"'w‘ = h

persons who are put on “mductlon trammg after-
appomtment" prlor to 1 1- 2004 and are pald sa[ary prior
i'- thereto, are to be governed by old PenSIon Scheme In thIS
case the appllcants have- not been put on |nduct|on tralning

nor theiri.appomtment has taken place prior to 2003 and

i

* (OANo.125/2013 stc.-

(Chandvaveer Singhi etc. V5. ‘,’UOI. et )
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l 1
therefore, the rellance placed by, them on this clarlllication
i

apl_

lS also m|sconce|ved

[
H ]
i«

]
4 P

17 It is well settled proposrtton of Iaw by the Hon'ble Supreme

Court that meérely beca_use a candidate is eligible whep the

advertisement was issued or that the name of candidate is

7
e 1

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

e RSB ST
candidate tou—*b”e appomted but thewappomtment would take
“" B "'{. fé.u e sh"h

f!"

effeot from the‘kadate gf%pp0|ntmentéaj’]d not from the date of

. g,
pa55| :?’?sthe examlna on The Hon §1e pex‘& Court has
el A

ﬁ g’%ﬁgm (g

‘fiiﬁ&, " *@,

Sf congr;ei:ently éld‘;%that eé/ery if @*fumber of vacancles were

5 %JShankarsanwDash V.

rﬁQOtlfIEd forﬂappémtmentgand aadequatef.;qumber of candldates
2

A
WET A L o

m 1
‘*%were fo‘u nd: q‘ﬁsuccess f

tjgey would" not atqunre any
W

En...'

a
«g‘““"“ mdefeasrble right
st E%.s.ai or:

g,,.n vacancreSf-_.-
. ﬂ}t "iﬂf

L

s q PH
. S 4 - . |
Jﬂt Ashawﬁaul Vi St“é"'t"‘éaofh%&x",’;‘ﬁ(fﬁfgge}yz SeC, 573; Unibn of
3 3 fi‘." Sy ot I“h’ S
‘%%% IAdIS. AV, $:S.#/Uppal, (1996) 2 sce 168 *a nd: Hanuman
T [ WS
‘—‘é;%l:rasad V. Unjon'éf-India;: (1996)10 see 742,
g, %’ e v ;’I p Lk a-*"“ #
ég.i%. J"!% '{"-‘L;‘” - ¥ £, i h - ‘rf ﬁy_.ﬁ;.-"."d
18. We also notloe that th\e"apphcants have failed to challenge
i q,,“u b st

Sy T g SRR FER i

the validlty of the cutoff date of New Pensioh Scheme and as
such they cainnot be allowed to ciaim 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 No.125/2013 etc.-
(Chandraveer Singh ete. Vs, VOI ete. )
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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 Codrt has held as under :-

“2. The projected..case, of ‘the applicants is that the.
processeto “Fill up the. posts ofeClerks was initiated by
|sslﬁance of. angadverrtls ment datedm28 3.2001. At that

) t1me¢the GPF Schéme! w1t Perl,smn Was in operation.

\ ‘ A HoWeyer, a lot of time was cor;sumed |nacomplet10n of
- j-""; gthe appointment process and the"agpllcants ultimately
F r»e:rt Came to p *?a’ppOIf%amlnsJuly, 2004 only, sby which
__’d*‘ % time’ ttle new’?CPF gchemeézof 2004 haél cbme into
£ ™=, operation w~«e fi 101, 2004 It 15 ysfurther the case of the
A B appllcants sthat’ lthe inglv CPF Sc eme has .come into
Yo T Op,eratlon only Mhen letter dated 11.5.2009% was
iay |ssuednmak|ng ttlope[ahonal andt'as such they have to
,be,, treated™a jeen, ar ppmnted under- the old

.. F.- Eal
e :,f‘i . il
o, iy h,‘,l -:g

oG clalmiof the ap@fl %nts%‘Thegﬁr p[ea is that thls,,;lssuelhas
b %m_;-l' already been settled by’ thls'@oUrt in the 1dent|cal .case

% of Nazar(imar &[Otherss¥Union of India & Others
i é}‘ . "'" 'ﬁ"‘sﬁ-‘i fjft E&iﬂﬁ?{?‘t@m ,‘.t’i‘- wq. .
(i ‘al.%' , 4%\1\76 afe not reproducmg Etherpleadmgsh of the a{partles
' ' Jn detal,l as the issue- is ‘mg,0ngerres-integra and
- stands settled by this very_b.Bench ol’»«the,ﬂ'ribunal in the
Y "‘; case of, Nazar Kumar~8& Othér Vs. Union_8f India &
i % “Others¥etc,, (9,A.No,338¢ CH+2008.and +0.A.No.408-
oo s«{ CH-L2008) deC|d,edg oh310.06. 201"0 Para 15 of the

w;udgment_belng relevant s, reproduced as under:
.m, D, .m_.m..-ﬂ:*"*

1‘5 =N view of the aboVe proposmon of Iaw laid
down by the" “Hon'ble: Supreme, Court the U.T.
Chandlgarh while -adopting the notification
- dated 12.12.2006!(Annexure A-3) jissued by the
State of Punjab: mtroducmg new ClllF Scheme for
-its employees;w.e.fi:1.4,2004 V|d .order dated

?
,-Is‘"*"“

. _ necedsary amendment/ in the, relevant rulés
' . f wee.fy 1.1.2004, could not make. it leffective from
- - -ii-any other: date as the compiete| scheme was
ijadei effectlve and the sald scherre takes effect
Ciweesfl 1.1.2004. We do riot find any-illegality in
: 'lhe order dated- 14 2.2007, Annexyre A-2 or the

(OA.N.125/2013 eti.-
(Cﬁamfmweﬂ Singfi etc. Vs, VOI ete. )

|

-]}

14 . . -
' B

‘l ?&3' 3 liL»»'l;hhe,a;i-respondegn’tst have filed a»freply to contestﬂ the

o B 1422007 (Annexure “A-2) and |also making'
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b
1\
!

oo - - b
o S |
l(:|rcular dated 12.12. ZOOb (Annexure A- B) as it
~ does not make &ny. amendment to the|basic
. 'scheme. ;The date from “which the Schemsg Is to
, take effect is mentioned in the Scheme Itse]f. We
.- ido nat find that any grounds have been|made
; ‘out to interfere with the date from which the
new Scheme has been made effective in) U.T.

‘Chandiga’rh i.e. 1,1,2004! In so far as clgim of

ante-dating -of -their -appointment is concerned,

that can also not be accepted in view’ of the

rejection of such claim in an eariier pe’tltion
Under,osomemunlsconceptlon, the appllcants

' Mco’ﬁ’fnbuted towardq?,“GlgF Scheme and; such
w‘@’“’ amount Is oW} Fbeing, refunded to them and they

b are to Betriad mem?ers f CPF.Scheme, having
T _"j been substantively appolnted after 1,1,2004.
& f%u Th|s can also not be faulted Wlth r %

iﬁ"ﬁ t{ !E\ghv mv ”i‘f PR F{‘\t” '“{“i ‘
~§"—é % 4 Fmdlna rt at%gthe‘! case of the%applrcants recovered on
f- ", all fouré wrth the decision aforesald thig' Orlglnals
{ ta%, Apghcatron :]idisn"rgjssed‘ #.’ P b F‘ih-
;g 2@%51m|IarlyvvﬁmuaImo”’stmj*d‘é‘nﬁt?almrcumstan'&ies Bombayf‘*‘Ben*ch of
selchi Al i
g A thls Trihunalk’“a’&*E Wit '— Shn Atul Pandey Vs
z et L, S
;it i‘l& UOI et ﬁdeoldéé’w o"r‘ms ?ug_ ) ‘?‘Aksasaheld as under =
b . oy L. J ra..i}’ u
% Elw} %20, %%Tihe ap}phc‘gn? h‘asif‘neveg,challenged the.deldy in
% [ssur_ng*%%ithhe é’ offer; oﬁﬁﬁrappointment His } first
;Jif_ p ..representaflonmls do ;tzl:i *“year 2004 whereby he 5|mply
ﬁisﬂ_{ fy’ requeslted the authorities tg.. .coVef’ h:mgunder the old
oo 7 Penslon; Scheme of 1972 4 He . made hIS next
’“ﬂ.,% ;,‘ "r‘epresentqtlon in this regard in the year 2008. It is

", evndent from-ﬁthe,,chart*gwen at"Para‘4.6 of the O.A.
“that the .applicant had. not* heén singled out in respect
of ™ lssuance ofs theaoffer of apBolntment in February,

{“‘%2004 One Mr. Pankaj Kumarmegh was also given the
offenogapporﬁtment“m March 2004 Had the applicant
approachedma cornpetenthourt of Law challenging
denial of the offer of appointment along with other
SImrIarIy 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
w7 Was not available at the time of his appointment. It is
also surprising that he did not even challenge the

(OANo.125/2013 ete.-
[(Chandraveer Singhi etc, Vs, VOI ete. )
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.
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
i.e. prlor “to 141, 2004 and as suchusthey cannot claim that
e e, ¥ ”**:c
. thEYr have to be goverrled by{old Pensmn Scheme
I - N H E 5 . 4
. ! ’ ® ’T i 7 o i By
- 22 In VIEW‘;-Of the afore alq% dlSCUSSIOfT;' 'Itf“'IS held that the
_:ﬁ ‘hr’ ' A ;}‘q‘.}f’j %‘MR‘! o ﬁi{‘}ﬁiﬂﬁ_ %
& selectmn of g:he qppltcaqts hadggtaken place in 2003 but thelr
& f;’ iy, "{Q_ % g £ "1%!’7:
# - mactual app ;?ntme:ptFe,gamhe ﬁ{,«be ,madeeﬁgfter 1.1 2004 and as
i; kG *"‘?ﬁ‘ = :’gr {H}‘ P .g‘ff w_sl‘"' -&t;,; ’ o s
f ﬁ -'such they woulc?‘b .*‘g"e';"'ia Fn’e“d *by New Pensmn Scheme -only
-r uﬁ :l}{ﬁ Sy W‘i‘f LE R lv-qh".c.‘vemﬁ e ’é
g and thelékap[_a_q;!?gt{m" |n.,2004 caﬁi ot be related back
:; 4toa perlod prlor tokl 1 2004 so as to
gt pensmn under CCS (Pensmn) Rule
1?: %%2«4,.1“ %l" o ]
N " thes‘e»*Orlgmal Applléatlen§ all"and are dISi‘nISSEd accordmgly
— : EE £ el 5 Fi
‘? 4 'Ie}g\dng‘ithe'pgprtles to bear their own c05ts % __g?"
ST N A
"}& "il, o L ‘T’!ﬁ;,sﬁ;n‘“ﬁ”m{w:{:;"q' AT
4’%!?@ ?!v"'-.'., ‘f‘x';:? "."‘i-' | ST - HF' ) i
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