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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
AT JODHPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13046/2021
CNR: RJHC010559982021
URN: CW / 23722U / 2021

Ramswroop S/o Shri Laxmanram, Aged About 31 Years, Resident
Of  Village/post Indergarh, Tehsil Sangaria, District
Hanumangarh, Rajasthan.

----Petitioner
Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through The Secretary, Panchayati
Raj Department, Government Of Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. The District Collector, Hanumangarh.

3. The Chief Executive Officer, Jila Parishad, District
Hanumangarh.

4. The Development Officer, Panchayat Samiti Sangariya,
Hanumangarh.

5. The Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Indergarh, Panchayat

Samiti Sangariya, District Hanumangarh.
----Respondents
Connected With

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 11345/2021
CNR: RJHC010493512021
URN: CW / 20532U / 2021

Baljinder Singh S/o Shri Amarjeet Singh, Aged About 38 Years,
Resident Of Gram Panchayat Manewala, Panchayat Samiti
Suratgarh, District Sriganganagar.

----Petitioner
Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through The Secretary, Panchayati
Raj Department, Government Of Rajasthan.

2. The District Collector, Sriganganagar.

3. The Chief Executive Officer, Jila Parishad, District
Sriganganagar.

4., The Development Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Suratgarh.

5. The Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Mane Wala, Panchayat

Samiti Suratgarh, District Sriganganagar.
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----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Sikander Khan, Adv.
Ms. Heena Aman Siddiqui, Adv. for
Mr. Mansoor Ahmed Siddiqui, Adv.

For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Arpit Yoganandi, Adv. for
Mr. Kuldeep Sharma, GC.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UMA SHANKER VYAS

Judgment / Order

07/07/2026

SWRIGT Tl AMADHIY FAM TA1 W ARMRT B Giaar ol
gfte I gl IR 59 T &1 377e% & Add ¥ fhar Sff &7 ¢ |
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e Toidl & Aegd W YT B SUSY dNdls T @ df Ul
Rerfd § Ir g A9 & dI" HAE HHaR] fqd R & ey
wnfid T 8 & ok U Reafa # arll e favrr # fiRar wu
q AN R I & Gdy § BIS MY U B BT ARNBRI 7L g,
SWRIFT v &1 WRT F=a7 07 AT © S TR g

n

7. In the first place, the appellants failed to adduce any

evidence to prove existence of any relationship between
them and the FCI; Second, when the documents on record
showed that the appellants were appointed by the FCI
Head Load Workers Co-Operative Society but not by the
FCI then obviously the remedy of the appellants, if at all,
in relation to their any service dispute was against the said
Society being their employer but not against the FCI;
Third, the FCI was able to prove with the aid of evidence
that the appellants were in the employment of the said
Society whereas the appellants were not able to prove
with the aid of any documents that they were appointed
by the FCI and how and on what basis they claimed to be
in the employment of the FCI except to make an averment

in the writ petitions in that behalf. It was, in our opinion,

not sufficient to grant any relief to the appellants."

AFAT \aed RTAd & WG e e #ogfiuiiea
FRAT O ATAR WK ¢ (& AT ISibig [T9rT T areinmor &
g Fwer e 9 A & A6y T8 2, o Ui Refy # s
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(UMA SHANKER VYAS),J

46-47/Murari Lal Sharma/306



