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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT
JODHPUR

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 819/2025

Veena Kalal D/o Khemraj Kalal, Aged About 27 Years, R/o Village

Jhalra, Tehsil Salumber, District -Udaipur.

----Appellant

Versus

1. State  Of  Rajasthan,  Ministry  Of  Home Affairs,  Through

The Secretary, Jaipur, Rajasthan.

2. The  Additional  Director  General  Of  Police,  Recruitment

And  Promotion  Board,  Police  Headquarter,  Jaipur,

Rajasthan, Jaipur.

3. The  Inspector  General  Of  Police,  Police  Headquarter,

Udaipur, Rajasthan, Udaipur.

4. The Superintendent Of Police, Banswara.

5. Sumit Parkhunda S/o Balwant Parkhunda, Aged About 26

Years,  Roll  No.  636309651  For  The  Post  Of  Constable

Driver, District Banswara.

----Respondents

For Appellant(s) : Ms. Ayushi Solanki

For Respondent(s) : 

HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE PUSHPENDRA SINGH BHATI 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP SHAH

Order

28/04/2026

1. Learned  counsel  for  the  appellant  submitted  that  despite

there being reservation for women, the appellant was not granted

appointment in pursuance of the advertisement dated 29.10.2021

issued for the post of Constable-Driver. It was submitted that the

appellant had applied for the post of Female Constable-Driver in

the TSP area of District Banswara.  
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2. Learned counsel  for the appellant sought to impress upon

the Court that the appellant possessed a valid driving licence and,

therefore, she ought to have been granted appointment against

the  women  quota  considering  her  driving  skills.  However,  it

remains unrefuted that the appellant failed to qualify the driving

proficiency test.  

3. This  Court  finds  that  the sole  reason for  dismissal  of  the

appeal is that the appellant did not qualify the mandatory driving

proficiency test, which is an essential qualification for the post of

Driver. In absence of qualifying the said proficiency test, further

consideration of the appellant's candidature was not permissible.

4. Accordingly,  this  Court  is  in  complete  agreement  with  the

conclusion arrived at  by the learned Single Judge.  The present

appeal is hereby dismissed.

(SANDEEP SHAH),J (DR.PUSHPENDRA SINGH BHATI),J

7-raoof khan/-


