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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
AT JODHPUR

(1) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 12999/2026
CNR: RJHC010590742026
URN: CW / 23701U / 2026

Butati Dham Travels, Through Its Proprietor , Suman Bera W/o
Shri Ramdhan Bhakar, Aged About 31 Years, R/o Ward No. 01,
Thakur Ji Ka Mandir, Singrawat Kalan, Didwana, District Nagaur,
Rajasthan - 341303. (Owner Of Vehicle No. Ar06A8854)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Secretary, Transport
Department, Jaipur.
2. Transport Commissioner, Rajasthan, Jaipur.
3. The Registration Authority And District Transport Officer
Jaipur-Ii, Jaipur.
----Respondents

Connected With

(2) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13001/2026
CNR: RIHC010590532026
URN: CW / 23705U / 2026

M/s Shri Krishna Tour And Travels, Through Its Proprietor Shri
Ajay Saini S/o Shri Mahendra Saini, Aged About 49 Years,
Resident Of 71, Purushottam Vihar Colony, Kankhal, Haridwar,
Uttarakhand 249408. (Owner Of Vehicle No. UkO8Pa4070)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Secretary, Transport
Department, Jaipur.
2. Transport Commissioner, Rajasthan, Jaipur.
3. The Registration Authority And District Transport Officer,
Jaipur Iind, Jaipur.
----Respondents

(3) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13021/2026
CNR: RJHC010590712026
URN: CW / 23752U / 2026

Ashok Kumar S/o Surajbhan Jat, Aged About 48 Years, Resident
Of 8-5,9/10 Bsl Road, Basant Vihar, Bhilwara, ( Owner Of Vehicle
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No Mp44Ze4447)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Secretary, Transport
Department, Jaipur
2. Transport Commissioner, Rajasthan Jaipur.
3. The Registration Authority And District Transport Officer,
Shahpura (Jaipur), Rajasthan.
----Respondents

(4) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13083/2026
CNR: RJHC010590512026
URN: CW / 23842U / 2026

Pooran Chand Yadav S/o Shri Rohitashav Yadav, Aged About 38
Years, Resident Of Flat No. C2, Prop No. B96, Khasra No. 1930,
Vasant Kunj Enclave, South West Delhi, (Registered Owner Of
Vehicle No. Ar-01U-3009)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Its Secretary, Transport Department,
Jaipur
2. Transport Commissioner, Rajasthan, Jaipur
3. The Registration Authority And District Transport Officer,
Shahpura, Jaipur.
----Respondents

(5) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13088/2026
CNR: RJHC010590492026
URN: CW / 23847U / 2026

M/s Ashok Travels, Through Its Proprietor, Yashraj Doshi S/o
Bharat Raj, Aged About 23 Years, Resident Of O-2, Steel Nagar,
Mhow-Neemuch Road, Mandsaur, Madhya Pradesh-458001.
(Owner Of Vehicle No Mp14Z27299)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Its Secretary, Transport Department,
Jaipur.
2. The Registration Authority And District Transport Officer,

Shahpura, Jaipur.
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3. Transport Commissioner,-Rajasthan, Jaipur
----Respondents

(6) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13127/2026
CNR: RJHC010590442026
URN: CW / 23905U / 2026

Basanti Mundel W/o Shri Om Prakash Choudhary, Aged About 52
Years, R/o A-48 Krishna Nagar Basni-Ii Phase Jodhpur
(Registered Owner Of Vehicle No. Ar01S0111)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Secretary Transport
Dept. Jaipur
2. Transport Commissioner, Raj. Jaipur
3. Dist. Transport Officer And Registration Authority,
Shahpura Jaipur Raj.
----Respondents

(7) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13128/2026
CNR: RJHC010590652026
URN: CW / 23909U / 2026

Budharam Bishnoi S/o Late Shri Mekaram Bishnoi, Aged About
40 Years, R/o Vishnu Ki Dhani Loonawas Khara Dist. Jodhpur
Raj. -342001 (Registered Owner Of Vehicle No. Ar-06B-9717)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Secretary Transport
Dept. Jaipur
2. Transport Commissioner, Raj. Jaipur
3. Registering Authority And Dist. Transport Officer, Jaipur-Ii
Jaipur
----Respondents

(8) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13184/2026
CNR: RJHC010590552026
URN: CW / 23998U / 2026

Naresh Kumar S/o Surajbhan Jat, Aged About 41 Years, R/o Bsl
Road Basant Vihar Bhilwara (Owner Of Vehicle No. Mp44Ze4446)

----Petitioner
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Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Secretary Transport
Dept. Jaipur
2. Transport Commissioner, Raj. Jaipur
3. The Registration Authority And Dist. Transport Officer,

Shahpura Jaipur Raj.
----Respondents

(9) S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13898/2026
CNR: RJHC010635032026
URN: CW / 25327U / 2026

Hans Travels I Private Ltd., Through Its Proprietor/authorized
Signatory Arun Kumar Gupta S/o Shri Jitendra Kumar Gupta,
Aged About 50 Years, Registered Address Anoop Das C/o Yatra
Tour And Travesl, Near Relex Restaurant, Tezu, Lohit, Arunachal
Pradesh (Owner Of Vehicle No. Ar11E0900)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Secretary, Transport
Department, Jaipur.
2. Transport Commissioner, Rajasthan, Jaipur.
3. The Registration Authority And District Transport Officer,
Pali, Regional Transport Office, Pali, Rajasthan.
----Respondents
For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Hapu Ram Vishnoi
For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Sandeep Soni,

Mr. Sukhdev Sharma, AGC and
Ms. Sulochana Bishnoi for

Mr. B.L.Bhati, AAG

Ms. Neelam Sharma, AGC

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SAMEER JAIN
Order

16/07/2026

At the outset and after arguing for a while, learned counsel

for the petitioners has cited the judgment dated 30.01.2019
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passed by the Co-ordinate Bench of this Court in a bunch of writ
petitions led by Gopal Purohit Vs. State of Rajasthan & Ors. :
S.B. Civil Writ No. 3461/2018 and submitted that the present
petitions can be decided likewise.

Heard and perused the material available on record.

The arguments that the writ petition can be entertained is
duly considered by this Court, but the same is not found to have
any substance for the grounds stated herein:-

(i) Disputed questions of facts are involved and writ court ought
not to invoke its jurisdiction to entertain disputed question of facts
unless there are extra-ordinary circumstances and apparent
violation of principles of natural justice and infringement of
fundamental rights.

(ii) The present matter pertains to a special law therein special
provisions are enumerated, needless to say that it is a trite law
that in case of general provisions versus special provisions, the
latter shall prevail. In the matter at hand, the same being the
provisions of Motor Vehicles Act, 1988.

For the reasons noted hereinabove and for availability of
alternative efficacious remedy, the present petitions are
dismissed.

Pending applications, if any, also stand disposed of.

(SAMEER JAIN),]

274-282-/Akansha Solanki



