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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT
JODHPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 15391/2025

Ramveer Jakhar S/o Madana Ram, Aged About 52 Years,  11,

Rajeev Nagar, Jodhpur, Rajasthan.

----Petitioner

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Chief Secretary, The

Department  Of  Home,  Government  Of  Rajasthan,

Secretariat, Jaipur, Rajasthan.

2. The  Additional  Chief  Secretary,  Department  Of  Home,

Jaipur, Rajasthan.

3. The Director General Of Police, Jaipur, Rajasthan.

4. The  Inspector  General  Of  Police,  Ajmer  Range,  Ajmer,

Rajasthan.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Puna Ram Sen. 

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Shailender Kumar for 
Mr. RRS Bhati, GC.

HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE NUPUR BHATI

Order

05/05/2026

1. The instant  writ  petition has  been filed with  the following

prayers:-
“a. The record of the case may kindly be called for;
b. The impugned Order dated 26.07.2024 (Annx.05)
as well as initial punishment order dated 30.07.2020
(Annex.04) passed by the Respondents may kindly be
quashed and set aside;
c. The respondents may be directed to release the one
annual grade increment withheld from the petitioner
and  to  grant  him  all  consequential  service  and
monetary benefits, including the payment of arrears,
from the date the said increment was due;
d.  The  respondents  may  be  directed  to  treat  the
period of inquiry as unblemished and to expunge any
adverse remarks or entries made in the petitioner's
service record in pursuance of the impugned orders;
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e.  In  alternate,  the representation of  the  petitioner
may be decided objectively.
f. Any other relief which this Hon'ble Court deems just
and proper in favour of the petitioner, may kindly be
granted; and
g. The cost of the writ petition be allowed in favour of
the petitioner.”

2. Brief facts of the case, as stated in the writ petition, are that

the  petitioner  was  initially  appointed  as  Sub-Inspector  in  the

respondent department on 20.10.1997 and on 16.10.2019, while

serving  as  SHO,  the  petitioner  was  informed  about  an  injured

victim  (Shri  Manakchand)  and  deputed  a  Head  Constable  for

necessary action and based on a report by the victim's son, FIR

No. 252/2019 was registered on 17.10.2019 under Sections 143,

323,  and  341  IPC  and  upon  receiving  the  injury  report  on

19.10.2019, the petitioner promptly added Section 307 IPC and

personally  took  over  the  investigation.  On  23.10.2019,  the

petitioner arrested two accused persons, recovered the weapon

used, and sent them to judicial custody. The victim unfortunately

succumbed  to  his  injuries  on  03.11.2019,  whereupon  the

petitioner  immediately  added  Section  302  IPC,  and  thereafter

arrested the third accused on 05.11.2019, sending him to judicial

custody as well. However, on 26.05.2020, the Inspector General of

Police, Ajmer Range, issued a notice to the petitioner under Rule

17 of the CCA Rules, 1958, to which the petitioner submitted a

detailed  written  reply  on  28.05.2020.  The  petitioner  was

summoned for a personal hearing on 28.07.2020, following which

the disciplinary authority passed an impugned order imposing a

penalty  of  stoppage  of  two  annual  increments  without  future

effect.  The  petitioner  preferred  an  appeal,  and  the  appellate

authority  reduced  the  penalty  to  stoppage  of  one  annual
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increment  without  future  effect.  The  petitioner  thereafter

submitted a representation to the Additional Chief Secretary, but

no action has been taken to date. 

3. Learned counsel  for  the petitioner at  the outset,  makes a

limited  submission  that  the  petitioner  has  preferred  a  revision

against  the  appellate  order  dated  26.07.2024,  however,  the

revision is still pending with the respondents. He, thus, prays that

the  respondents  may  be  directed  to  decide  the  revision  in  an

expeditious manner.

4. Learned counsel  for  the respondents  does not  oppose the

prayer made by the learned counsel for the petitioner.

5. In  view  of  the  limited  submissions  made  and  taking  into

consideration the fact that the revision filed by the petitioner is

pending since August 2024. This Court deems it  appropriate to

direct  the  respondents  to  decide  the  revision  filed  by  the

petitioner, if pending, within a period of four weeks from the date

of receipt of certified copy of the order strictly in accordance with

law.

6. With the above directions, the writ petition stands disposed

of. Stay application as well  as any other pending application, if

any, also stand disposed of. 

(DR.NUPUR BHATI),J

104-pradeep/-


