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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN 
AT JODHPUR

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 400/2025

CNR: RJHC010221472025

URN: SAW / 610U / 2025

Jyoti  Regar D/o Shri  Chunni  Lal  Regar,  Aged About 30 Years,

Resident Of Shitala Mata Mandir, Ward No. 9, Bansi, Badi Sadri,

District Chittorgarh. (Rajasthan)

----Appellant

Versus

1. Rajasthan  Staff  Selection  Board,  Jaipur  Through  Its

Secretary,  State  Institute  Of  Agriculture  Management

Institute Premises, Durgapura, Jaipur.

2. Nikhil Khichi S/o Shri Nand Kishor Khichi, Aged About 22

Years, R/o Naiyo Ka Bas, Jayal, Nagaur.

----Respondents

For Appellant(s) : Mr. Bharat Shrimali

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Manish Patel

HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE PUSHPENDRA SINGH BHATI 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRAVEER BHATNAGAR

Order

07/07/2026

1. Learned  counsel  for  the  appellant  submits  that  the  issue

raised in the present appeal is squarely covered by the judgment

rendered by this Court at Jaipur Bench in Swati Bhatt & Ors. Vs.

The  Director,  Primary  Education,  Rajasthan  &  Ors.  (D.B.

Special Appeal Writ No.612/2024),  decided along with other

connected matters on 19.08.2025, therefore, prayed that similar

order may also be passed in the case at hand.  The relevant part

of the judgment is reproduced hereunder:-
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“7. Admittedly,  the  learned  Single  Judge  has

made  certain  observations  with  regard  to

appointment of the appellants in first round.

8. We are of  the considered view that even if

after revision of result respondents would appoint

successful  candidates,  then  also  services  of

appellants  cannot  be  terminated  by  the  State

because  there  was  no  allegation  of  fraud  or

misrepresentation  committed  by  the  appellants

herein in connection with their appointment.

9. In that view of the matter, these appeals are

allowed  and  paragraph  11  of  the  order  dated

28.11.2023 passed by the learned Single Judge is

set aside. The respondents are further directed not

to terminate the services of the appellants herein

in view of  the judgments  passed by the Hon’ble

Supreme  Court  in  the  matter  of  Girjesh

Shrivastava and Anmol Kumar Tiwari(supra).”

2. In light  of  the aforequoted order,  the present  appeal  also

stands allowed in the same terms as in Swati Bhatt (supra).

3. All pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

 

(PRAVEER BHATNAGAR),J (DR.PUSHPENDRA SINGH BHATI),J
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