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10/25.04.2024 I.A. No.2993 in L.PA No. 64 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This interlocutory application has been preferred by the

appellant for impleading the recommended candidates with lesser marks

under the ST Category as respondents in the present appeal.

On consideration of the averments made in the instant

application, the same is allowed and the recommended candidates as

mentioned in paragraph 1 of the instant application, be directed to be

impleaded as party respondent nos. 5, 6, 7 and 8.
Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

I.A. No. 3823 0f 2023 in L.PA No.76 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellants for

impleading the persons mentioned at paragraph 7 of the instant

application.

It has been submitted that since there is a large number of



selected candidates under both EBC-1 and BC-II categories who have
secured lesser marks than the appellants, therefore by way of
representative capacity, the candidates mentioned at paragraph 7 be
allowed to be impleaded as respondents in the instant appeal.

On consideration of the averments made in the instant
application, the same is allowed and the selected candidates as mentioned
in paragraph 7 of the instant application are directed to be impleaded as
party respondent nos. 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9.

Office to do the needful,

[.A. No. 3823 of 2023 stands disposed of.

L.A. No. 2669 of 2023 in L.PA No.77 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellants to implead
the necessary parties as referred to in paragraph 4 of the instant
application since despite the said candidates having scored lesser marks
than the appellants in the reserved category, they have been appointed at
the cost of the appellants.

On consideration of the averments made in the instant
application, the same is allowed and the candidates whose names figure in
paragraph 4 of the instant application, are directed to be impleaded as
party respondent nos. 5 to 24 in the memo of appeal.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

I.A. No. 3994 of 2023 in L.PA No. 87 of 2020

This application has been preferred by the appellant for
impleading some candidates as party respondents since their impleadment
1s necessary for a just decision of the case.

It has been submitted that since there is a large number of
selected candidates who have secured lesser marks than the appellant,
therefore in representative capacity the selected candidates as mentioned

in paragraph 4 of the instant application, be impleaded as party



respondents in the instant appeal,

On consideration of the averments made in the instant
application, the same is allowed and the name of the candidates as
mentioned in paragraph 4 of the instant application are directed to be
impleaded as necessary parties being respondent no. 5 to 9 in the memo of
appeal.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

L.A. No. 3883 of 2023 in L.PA No. 88 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellant for
impleadment of the necessary parties whose names figure at paragraph 4
of the instant application.

It has been submitted that there are a large number of selected
candidates under ST category who have secured lesser marks than the
appellants and therefore, in representative capacity the candidates whose
names find place in paragraph 5 of the instant application, be impleaded as
party respondents in the instant appeal.

On consideration of the averments made in the instant
application, the same is allowed and the candidates mentioned at
paragraph 5 of the instant application is directed to be impleaded as party
respondent nos. 5 to 9.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

I.A. No. 3825 0f 2023 in L.PA No. 92 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellants for
impleading the candidates whose name figures at paragraph 7 of the
instant application as party respondent in the instant appeal.

It has been submitted that since there are a large number of

selected candidates under both SC and BC-II categories who have secured



lesser marks than the appellants, therefore in their representative capacity
the selected candidates whose names find place at paragraph 7 of the
instant application be impleaded.

Having regard to the averments made in the instant application,
the same 1s allowed and the candidates mentioned at paragraph 7 of the
instant application are directed to be impleaded as party respondent nos. 5
to 9.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

I.A. N0.3884 of 2023 in L.PA No. 104 of 2020

Heard the learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellant for
impleadment of the candidates who have secured lesser marks than the
appellant in the S.T. category the names of which figure at paragraph 5 of
the instant application.

Having been satisfied with the averments made in the instant
application, the same is allowed and the candidates whose names figure at
paragraph 5 of the instant application are permitted to be impleaded as
party respondent nos. 5 to 9.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

L.A. No. 5589 of 2023 in L.PA No. 117 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellant for
impleading the recommended candidates who have secured lesser marks
under the S.T. category as mentioned in paragraph 1 of the instant
application.

Having been satisfied and having considered the averments made
in the instant application, the same is allowed and the candidates whose
names figure at paragraph 1 of the instant application, are permitted to be
impleaded as party respondent nos. 3 to 6.

Office to do the needful.



This interlocutory application stands allowed and disposed of.

L.A. No. 2911 of 2023 in LPA No. 118 0f 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellants to implead
certain candidates whose names figure at paragraph 4 of the instant
application.

Having considered the averments made in the instant application,
the same is allowed and the candidates whose names find place at
paragraph 4 of the instant application are permitted to be impleaded as
party respondent nos. 5 to 13.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

I.A. No. 3975 of 2023 in LLPA No. 125 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellant for
impleadment of certain selected candidates under the BC-II category who
have secured lesser marks than the appellant in their representative
capacity.

Having considered the averments made in the instant application,
the same is allowed and the selected candidates under BC-II category
whose names figure at paragraph 5 of the instant application are permitted
to be impleaded as party respondent nos. 5 to 7.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

I.A. No. 3973 0f 2023 in LPA No. 126 of 2020.

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This interlocutory application has been preferred by the appellant
for impleading some of the selected candidates under the BC-II category
who have secured lesser marks than the appellant in their representative
capacity.

Having considered the amendments made in the instant



application, the same is allowed and the candidates whose name finds
place at paragraph 5 of the instant application are directed to be impleaded
as party respondent nos. 5 to 7.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

LA. No. 3993 of 2023 in LLPA No. 127 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This interlocutory application has been preferred by the appellant
for impleading certain selected candidates under the BC-II category in
their representative capacity who have secured lesser marks than the
appellant.

On consideration of the averments made in the instant
application, the same is allowed and the candidates whose names figure at
paragraph 5 of the instant application are directed to be impleaded as party
respondent nos. 5, 6 and 7 in the memo of appeal.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

LA. No. 3992 0f 2023 in L.PA No. 128 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This interlocutory application has been preferred by the appellant
for impleading some of the selected candidates under the EBC-I category
who have secured lesser marks than the appellant.

On consideration of the averments made in the instant
application, the same is allowed and the candidates whose names figure at
paragraph 5 of the instant application, are directed to be impleaded as
party respondent nos. 5 to 8.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of

I.A. No. 3971 of 2023 in L.PA No. 183 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.



This application has been preferred by the appellants for
impleading some of the selected candidates in the representative capacity
under the EBC-I category who have secured lesser marks than the
appellants.

Having considered the averments made in the instant application,
the same is allowed and the candidates whose names figure at paragraph 5
of the instant application are permitted to be impleaded as party
respondent nos. 6 to 8.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

L.A. No. 3977 0f 2023 in L.PA No. 193 of 2020

Heard learned counsel for the respective parties.

This application has been preferred by the appellant for
impleading certain selected candidates under the BC-1 category in their
representative capacity who have secured lesser marks than the appellant
and whose names figure at paragraph 5 of the instant application.

On consideration of the averments made in the instant
application, the same is allowed and the candidates whose names find
place at paragraph 5 of the instant application, are permitted to be
impleaded as party respondent nos. 6 to 8.

Office to do the needful.

This interlocutory application stands disposed of.

LPA No. 64 of 2020
With
LPA No. 331 of 2014, LPA No. 49 of 2020, LPA No.50 of 2020, LPA No.
74 02020, LPA No. 76 of 2020, LPA No. 77 of 2020, LPA No. 87 of 2020,
LPA No. 88 of 2020, LPA No. 92 of 2020, LPA No. 103 of 2020, LPA No.
104 of 2020, LPA No.105 of 2020, LPA No. 114 of 2020, LPA No.115 of
2020, LPA No. 117 of 2020, LPA No.118 of 2020, LPA No. 125 of 2020,
LPA No. 126 of 2020, LPA No.127 of 2020, LPA No. 128 of 2020, LPA
No. 133 of 2020, LPA No. 183 of 2020, LPA No. 193 of 2020, LPA No.
266 of 2020, LPA No. 642 of 2022, W.P.(S) No. 459 of 2023, W.P.(S) No.
489 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 493 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 649 of 2023, W.P.(S)
No. 651 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 652 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 653 of 2023,




W.P.(S) No. 663 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 691 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 692 of
2023, W.P.(S) No. 693 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 724 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 731
of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 896 of 2023, W.P.(S) No. 1256 of 2023, W.P.(S) No.
1310 0f 2023, W.P.(S) No. 1484 of 2023

Let these cases be listed on 27.06.2024.

(Rongon Mukhopadhyay, J.)

(Ananda Sen, J.)

(Rajesh Shankar, J.)

Shamim/



