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Gordhan Ram S/o Raju Ram, Aged About 39 Years, R/o
Village Akadara, Via Bhadasar, District Barmer, Rajasthan.

Jitendra Singh S/o Chandan Singh, Aged About 27 Years,
R/o Shiv Mandir Ki Gali, Gandhi Nagar, Ward No. 18,
Barmer, Rajasthan.

Nand Lal S/o Radhey Shyam, Aged About 38 Years, R/o
Ward No. 09, Sonari Bus Stand Ke Pass, Nohar District
Hanumangarh, Rajasthan.

Jaiveer Singh S/o Sohan Lal, Aged About 40 Years, R/o
Ward No. 1, Chainpura, Po Gorkhana, District
Hanumangarh, Rajasthan.

Prashant Patidar S/o Jagdish Patidar, Aged About 28
Years, R/o Gandhi Colony, Vandarved. Tehsil Sagwara,
District Dungarpur, Rajasthan.

Gori Shankar S/o Karna Ram, Aged About 39 Years, R/o
Vada Bharvi, Sewari, Distric Jalore, Rajasthan.

Krishan Kumar Dhinwal S/o Om Prakash, Aged About 36
Years, R/o Dhani Asha, Po Dhani Asha, District Churu,
Rajasthan.

Rajendra Kumar S/o Bhanwar Lal, Aged About 39 Years,
R/o Ward No. 10, Sadak Ke Pass, Vpo Parlika, Tehsil
Nohar, District Hanumangarh.

Mithu Nath S/o Rajendra Singh, Aged About 31 Years, R/o
Ward No 02 Hardyalpura, 4 Hdp Po Hardyalpura District
Hanumangarh

Minakshi Sharma W/o Bhojraj Sharma, Aged About 35
Years, R/o Ward No. 20, Gourshala, Rajaldesar District
Churu, Rajasthan.

Jitendra Singh S/o Inder Singh Bhati, Aged About 40
Years, R/o Ward No. 19, Kalli Bhatta Ke Pass, Nohar,
Hanumangarh, Rajasthan.

Aidan S/o Jeewan Ram, Aged About 34 Years, R/o
Phogabas, Po Asalwas, Phogan District Churu, Rajasthan.

Ganga Ram W/o Ravi Bamniya, Aged About 31 Years, R/o
Plot No 207-208 Street No Hanuman Chowk Vivekanand
Colony Ganganagar, Rajasthan.
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Nitesh Puniya S/o Parvin-Puniya, Aged About 33 Years, R/
o Vijal Central Academy, Loha Mandi, Road No. 939, Jivan
Nagar, 4 C Scheme, Machada, Harmada, Jaipur.

Manish Kumar Chittoria S/o Prem Narayan, Aged About
32 Years, R/o Koli Mohalla, Birasana Jamwaramgarh,
Birasana District Jaipur Rajasthan

Manohar Lal Gurjar S/o Ghasi Ram Gurjar, Aged About 41
Years, R/o Ward No 07 Kankariya, District Jhunjhunu

Ashok Kumar S/o Suwa Lal, Aged About 41 Years, R/o
Ward No. 09, Dhani Nolkha, Sephara, Gunwar, District
Jhunjhunu, Rajasthan.

Chauth Mal Jat S/o Jagdish Prasad Jat, Aged About 41
Years, R/o Ward No. 11, Dhani Bhoma Ka Wali,
Kanwarpura, Amer District Jaipur, Rajathan

Om Prakash Bairwa S/o Chhaju Lal Bairwa, Aged About
45 Years, Post Office Papraja, District Dausa, Rajasthan.

Naveen Kulhari S/o Dev Chand Kulhari, Aged About 37
Years, R/o Ward No. 2, Dhani Kulriya, District Jhunjhunu,
Rajasthan.

Rajpal S/o Ramavtar, Aged About 41 Years, R/o Jatiyana,
District Alwar, Rajasthan.

Krishan Kumar S/o Ramjilal, Aged About 43 Years, R/o
Ward No 20 Dhani Lalkhan, Dhani Lalakhan Hanumangarh
Rajasthan.

Rajendra Prasad S/o Purn Singh, Aged About 41 Years, R/
o Hukampura, Hukampura District Jhunjhunu Rajasthan.

Rajendra Khoja S/o Mohan Lal, Aged About 41 Years, R/o
Banwarla District Nagaur Rajasthan

Arvind Kumar S/o Mukanda Ram, Aged About 41 Years,
R/o Village Bhadadar, Police Station Sikar Sadar,
Badhadar, Khuri Badi, District Sikar Rajasthan.

----Petitioners
Versus

State Of Rajasthan, Through Additional Chief Secretary,
School Education Department, Government Secretariat,
Rajasthan, Jaipur.

The Director, Secondary Education, Bikaner (Rajasthan).

----Respondents
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For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Vikram Singh Bhawla
Mr. Ram Pratap Saini (through VC)

For Respondent(s) P

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDEEP MATHUR
Order

08/05/2026

1. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the issue
raised in the present writ petition is squarely covered by judgment
of this Court in Manoj Khandelwal & Ors. v. State of
Rajasthan & Ors. : S.B.C.W.P. No. 7283/2014, decided on
16.07.2014 at Jaipur Bench and the said judgment has been
followed in Krishan Lal & Ors. v. The State of Rajasthan & Ors. :
S.B.C.W.P. No. 19179/2017, decided on 30.10.2017 at Jaipur
Bench. The petitioners are also entitled to the same relief as
granted in the case of Manoj Khandelwal (supra) and Krishan
Lal (supra) claims the petitioners.

2. In view of the submissions made, the writ petition filed by the
petitioners is disposed of with the similar directions as given in the

case of Manoj Khandelwal (supra), which read as under:-

"This Court in Suman Bai and Another Vs. State and
Others - 2009 (1) WLC (Raj.) 381, held that
candidates in lower order of merit cannot become
entitled merely because they had approached court
earlier. Petitioners had a fresh cause of action for
approaching in such situation and their writ petition
not barred either as res judicata or as being him in
properly constituted. This directed the respondents
to treat petitioners senior to respondents, who were

in lower order of merit.
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It is further contended in the writ petition that in the
matter of School Lecturers (English) in the same
Department, where appointments were delayed
because of the fault of the State authorities, the
candidates were accorded appointment from the
date the candidates stood lower in merit were
appointed and they have been granted all
consequential benefits of services.

The petitioners approached the respondents by way
of representations for extending them same benefits
of service which have been granted to the
candidates who stood lower in merit than the
petitioners, but till date nothing has been done.
Hence, this writ petition on behalf of the petitioners
for a direction to the respondents to treat their
appointment from the date the candidates lower in
merit, were given, with all consequential bengefits of
service, such as seniority, continuity of service, pay
fixation, grant of annual grade increments.

Having regard to the facts of the case, writ petition
is disposed of requiring the petitioners to make a
representation to respondent no.2 - Director,
Secondary Education, Bikaner, alongwith a copy of
this order, who shall, after verifying the facts stated
above, consider and decide the same by a speaking
order within a period of three months from the date
of its making, addressing the grievance of the
petitioners for extending them the relief as prayed
for, as the candidates, who stood lower in merit, are
getting benefit of higher pay, seniority, annual grade
increments and other service benefits including the
selection scales. If the respondent no.2 decides to
place the petitioners above in seniority than the
candidates who stood lower in merit, then the
petitioners would be entitled to all benefits of
seniority but they would be entitled only to notional

benefits.”
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3. For the purpose aforesaid, the petitioners shall file
representation before the competent authority giving out the
requisite details along with certified copy of the order instant
within a period of four weeks from today. On receipt of the
representation, the concerned respondent shall decide the same,
in accordance with law within a period of eight weeks from the
date of receipt of the representation and accord notional benefits
to the petitioners from the date persons similarly situated to the
petitioners and lower in merit were given appointment, if entitled.
4, Upon consideration of the representation so filed, if
respondents find the case of the petitioners to be covered by the
judgment(s) aforesaid, before giving actual benefits, an
undertaking shall be procured from the petitioners to the effect
that his rights/entitlements shall be subservient to the fate of the
judgment(s) aforesaid and in case the same is reversed or
modified in any manner, they shall also be liable for restitution of
any benefits/emoluments so received.

5. The stay petition also stands disposed of accordingly.

(KULDEEP MATHUR),J

18-divya/-



