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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
AT JODHPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 13294/2026
CNR: RJHC010602852026
URN: CW / 24183U / 2026

Sunita Kumari D/o Data Ram, Aged About 34 Years, R/o Village
And Post Bharni Tehsil Sri Madhopur Dist. Sikar Raj. Presently
Posted As Nursing Officer At Urban Ayushman Arogya Mandir
Nagendra Colony Dungarpur Raj.

----Petitioner
Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through The Mission Director
National Health Mission And Joint Administration
Secretary Medical Health And Family Welfare Dept.
Swasth Bhawan Tilak Marg Jaipur Raj.

2. Chief Medical And Health Officer, Dungarpur Raj.

3. M/s Shri Ram Enterprises, Shop No. 01 Ward No. 22
Court Road Dhani Kalyawali Shri Madhopur Dist. Sikar
Raj.

4. Krishna Computer Education Society, Shop No. 123
Housing Board Colony Dist. Pratapgarh Raj.

5. Medical Officer, Urban Ayush Arogya Mandir Nagendra
Colony Dist. Dungarpur Raj.

----Respondents
For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Ripudaman Singhm, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UMA SHANKER VYAS

Judgment / Order

08/07/2026

Tl HEAT 04 HUIN HRYSR U bIH  AERIST  3flq
AT Uoldl @ ARgH W AT @ 9aI SRl 6 02
RIfhear vd WRey BRI SIRYR DI ofFHS Toidl g fa9rT & A&y
8U 3eY & IMER W SIUATA. & IS W BRI B Bg SUded
PRaTg s oAl 59 W AR 2023 ¥ I gRT BRI URH fhar 47|
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S Yol &7 949 9y 2023 QAT AT HH 02 §RT A4 5TH U
PRAM BY fHAT TWAT AT BleflaRk H AT HH 4 N
HRCR TSbI AT I fGURT &7 ey A 84 & 918 31y
wiTHe UoiNl 31Tl A 3 & HRIH | ATl Bl HdIY T hH 02
Bl U] dRals Al odfbd S9d gRT MY foATd 13.05.2026 &
ARgA W A P WaAW FHA HRA b1 vl for i [
9 AHT & Jegd | A & TS 2 |

fag™ sif¥aaar I &1 Fded & f& Il w9 d99 a9 |
ST HH 02 B IS U JAW Y PR Vol 2| N Ry
e BRI IS 3l 91 UHTd H 7, 31 31Tl hH 01, 02 Afgd |4l
SRITANTOT, AT & ¥ad fRAR @9 2 9rF © iR 39 Hdy H
MY ORI fhy S q1ad I8 ATl 9da al 713 |

fag™ off¥gaar ardl &1 fded g & Il & WM W
©IHe Yokl @ ArgH ¥ T o fdd @ Wad U] HRdy
ST T YT fham ST R8T §, Sidfd I wWRey fieH IoRg= &
UF &6 16.10.2025 & ATAR Yd H BRI BIHBI Bl UrfHehar
e S &1 wiaem= & | g8 A1 e far & T & snewr favia
06.05.2026 & HEIH W 9 MM & dgd Il Ifafafe™l &1 &Ae
30.09.2026 T HATfOId fHT T T MG Id Y Y A HEAL
o gfad 81 fhg S &1 areer far w3 |

WIIHT Uoidl 3T ¥ 3 T 4 WRAIY AidU & e 12 H
IRV 15T 31MaT T & SUBH Bl URWIST H T8l 3fTal §, 3T
IAD [Ivg AR AL & s 226 ® d8d Pl AQ UIRA
fopar ST Sferd 181 2|

STEl d% ™l %9 01 9 02 fOWRT §RT dFaRl &l FRAOR
RIS fby ST &1 Ued 2, 3Tl $H 01 9 02 §RT ATA—BHAR]
®l DIy Ffad T8 & TS 7, I§ YR wiede ol & Jegd |
<d gU ATF fOMRT @1 WA IUAR RS T8 7 | AT FH 01 T 02
T 9 It & 9 HE: FRTT 9 HHAIN] B hls ey Aol
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g1 Il furT &1 @i B, v Refd €0 g 3d: 98 dIs
IR AT BT AfABRT T8 2 |

fagT™ afegadr arel &1 IR W Ud A1¥e FUige State of
Harayana and ors. Vs. Piara Sing And ors. [1992]4 SCC 118 D
Al H Afdereas Fgfdd od 99g 9 99T & gRT FRAR @) Ty
off TAT WIFHS Tkl @1 DIg YADI o1 ol | I8 l® ol gl
H AT @ PR ¥ SN YRV W AR] el 8l o |

g Tfaedr I &1 IR A 39 AT BT q9ReT UIe gNT
S.B C.W Pitition No. 12054/2025 Mafde M IEd T I g1

RIS RIS 9 31 ¥ UIRa o1y {3 01.04.2026 U HRd U
T aed fear & wdec i)l 9 dy 99| B @ 918
ST farT &1 I8 <¥c 2 & 98 armesl fiear & %y § Iy
I U FIffe B FRYfaa 2g e S ufshar e |

S8l % & &l [dg R AFA- |ared [RTed 9 3o AT
@1 o g AT gUh—yoeh B A 89 Rerfd d @ wared
AT BT [0 &1 dGh BT |

AR Hdied ORI & 1A% §id (2018) 17 SCC 641,
K.K. Suresh & Anr. V/s. Food Corporation of India & Ors. P A
H g8 g gfauied @ s 2 b @l gl & Hag Heied
e TOT B Aegd O AT B SUGel drs s 2 dr Ul
Rerfd # I 9 Q9T & 9/ A9 SHar Er Faaar & Hdy
wIUT T8l Bl & iR U RfT # It el fowrT § FRar <y
T AU o 99 & Geg H Blg eI YT HYd BT BRI T8l 2,
SWRIFT v &1 WRT W=7 07 AT © S TR g

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
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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."

A Hdied <o & SWIgd =de v | ufiuifed
AT & JTIR W 7 b Ml IS f9RT dor ar<l & dre
HHY: AT 9 HHaRl & |y T8l ®, I Ul Reafd | s
I, I H YA fRaR w9 W ofd, 39 UYBR BT g

AT AT UT SR BT ATABRY T8l 2 |
IR I8 ITRIpT WIRST & Sl 2 | [ 3mded o gl

AR FRaTRa fobam S 2 |

(UMA SHANKER VYAS),]

Murari Lal Sharma/97



