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Ram Bharosi Gurjar S/o Shri Chand Gujar, Aged About 52 Years,
R/o  Village  Vidrakhya,  Tehsil  Gangapur  City,  District  Sawai
Madhopur (Raj.) (Presently Working As Block Coordinator Under
Swachh  Bharat  Mission,  (Grameen),  At  Panchayat  Samiti
Bamanwas, Distt. Sawai Madhopur).

----Petitioner

Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, through The Principal Secretary, Rural
Development  And  Panchayati  Raj  Department,
Government Of Rajasthan, Jaipur. (Raj.)

2. Commissioner,  Rural  Development  And  Panchayati  Raj
Department, Government Of Rajasthan, Jaipur. (Raj.)

3. Director,  Swachh Bharat  Mission (Grameen),  Panchayati
Raj Department, Near Railway Station, Jaipur (Raj.)

4. Chief  Executive  Officer  And  Member  Secretary,  District
Sanitation Mission, District Sawai Madhopur, Rajasthan.

5. Association  For  Rural  Advancement,  through  Voluntary
Action  And  Local  Involvement  (Aravali),  Through  Its
Programme  Director,  First  Floor,  Ministerial  Campus,
Indira  Ganghi  Panchayati  Raj  And  Grameen  Vikas
Sansthan (IGPRS) Campus Jawaharlal Nehru Marg, Jaipur
(Raj.)

6. Gopal  Meena  S/o  Shri  Bardi  Chand  Meena,  Block
Coordinator Under Swachh Bharat Mission, (Grameen) At
Panchayat Samiti Bamanwas, Distt. Sawai Madhopur).

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Hukam Singh, Adv.

For Respondent(s) : 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UMA SHANKER VYAS

Judgment / Order

08/07/2026

fo}ku  vf/koDrk  ;kph  dk  fuosnu  gS  fd  v;kph  la[;k  05

IyslesaV ,tsalh ds ek/;e ls  ;kph twu 2026 rd viuh lsok,a  v;kph

la[;k 01 ls 04 foHkkx esa ns jgk FkkA IyslesaV ,tsalh jkT; }kjk 'kkflr gS]
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;kph ds LFkku ij fdlh vU; O;fDr dh lsok fy;s tkus dh laHkkouk dks

ns[krs gq, ;kph dh vksj ls  S.B. Civil  Writ Petition No. 1560/2026

izLrqr dh xbZ  Fkh]  ftlesa  bl U;k;ky; dh led{k  ihB }kjk  fnukad

23-01-2026  dks  ;g  vkns'k  fn;k  x;k  Fkk  fd  leku  izd`fr  ds  nwljs

deZpkfj;ksa dks ;kph ds LFkku ij fu;ksftr ugha fd;k tkosA

fo}ku vf/koDrk ;kph dk ;g fuosnu gS fd mijksDr vkns'k fnukad

23-01-2026 ds ckotwn o mlds mYya?ku esa tqykbZ 2026 ls ;kph&deZpkjh

dh lsok,a lekIr dj nh xbZ gS vkSj mlds LFkku ij v;kph la[;k 06

xksiky eh.kk dks lsok,a miyC/k djokus gsrq p;fur fd;k x;k gSA

mijksDr rF; j[krs gq, ;kph i{k dh vksj ls ;g fuosnu fd;k fd

mldh lsok,a fujarj j[ks tkus dk vkns'k fn;k tkosA vius rdksZa ds leFkZu

esa fuEufyf[kr U;kf;d n`"Vkar fuEukuqlkj izLrqr fd;s gSa%&

1. Barinder Kaur Vs.  Guru Nanak Dev University Amritsar &  

Ors. 2015 SCC Online P & H 12156

2. State of Haryana & Ors. Vs. Piara Singh & Ors. (1992) 4 SCC

118

3. Hargurpratap Singh Vs. State of Punjab & Ors. (2007)13 SCC

292

,oa bl U;k;ky; dh led{k ihB }kjk  Civil  Writ  Petition No.

12054/2025, Govind Ram Yadav & Ors. Vs. State of Rajasthan &

Ors. esa ikfjr vkns'k fnukad 01-04-2026 rFkk S.B. Civil Writ Petition No.

13629/2026,  Ramesh  Chandra  Nayak  &  Ors.  Vs.  State  of

Rajasthan & Ors. esa ikfjr vkns'k fnukad 06-07-2026 izLrqr fd;sA

;fn iwoZorhZ U;kf;d vkns'k fnukad 23-01-2026 dh vogsyuk esa dksbZ

fu;qfDr gqbZ gS rks bl laca/k esa ;kph voekuuk ;kfpdk izLrqr djus gsrq

Lora= gSA

orZeku esa ;g Lohd`r fLFkfr gS fd mldh lsok,a IyslesaV ,tsalh ds

ek/;e ls fnukad 01 tqykbZ] 2026 ls lekIr dh tk pqdh gSA ekuuh;

loksZPp U;k;ky; ds fu.kZ; ¼2009½ 17 SCC 555 State of UP & Ors. V/s.

Sandeep  Kumar  Balmiki  &  Ors.  ds ekeys  esa  izfrikfnr O;oLFkk  ds
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vuqlkj LFkxu ;kfpdk esa vafre vuqrks"k iznku fd;k tkuk mfpr ugha gS]

bl fu.kZ; dk lqlaxr Hkkx fu;ekuqlkj gS%&

"We  have  heard  Mr.  S.R.  Singh,  learned  senior
counsel  appearing  for  the  State  of  UP  and  Mr.  P.S.
Patwalia,  learned senior  counsel  appearing  on behalf  of
the respondents. Having heard the learned senior counsel
for the parties and after considering the impugned orders
as well as the nature of relief claimed in the writ petition
by  the  respondents,  we  are  of  the  view  that  the  High
Court  had  fallen  in  grave  error  in  staying  the  order  of
termination during the pendency of the writ petition. In
our  view,  the  interim  order  granted  by  the  High  Court
staying the order of termination could not be passed at
this stage in view of the fact that if such relief is granted
at this stage, the writ  petition shall  stand automatically
allowed  without  permitting  the  parties  to  place  their
respective cases at the time of final hearing of the writ
petition. In this case also, the appellants have not yet filed
counter affidavit to the writ petition of the respondents."

mijksDr lEiw.kZ ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks ns[krs gq, bl LVst ij v;kphx.k

dks lqus fcuk dksbZ LFkxu vkns'k ikfjr fd;k tkuk mfpr izrhr ugha gksrk

gSA

;kfpdk o LFkxu ;kfpdk ds uksfVl lHkh v;kphx.k dks fu;ekuqlkj

tkjh gksdj izdj.k pkj lIrkg ckn lwphc) fd;k tkosA

(UMA SHANKER VYAS),J

98-Kumawat


