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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT
JODHPUR

D.B. Spl. Appl. Writ No. 1219/2024

The  Secretary,  Rajasthan  Public  Service  Commission

Ajmer,rajasthan.

----Appellant

Versus

1. Mahendra  Choudhary  S/o  Shri  Sukha  Ram Choudhary,

Aged  About  28  Years,  R/o  P.no.  53  Khasra  No  28/2

Sriramnagar Nandri, Jodhpur,district Jodhpur,rajasthan.

2. State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Secretary,urban

Development  And  Urban  Housing

Department,government Of Rajasthan,secretariat, Jaipur.

----Respondents

For Appellant(s) : Mr. Khet Singh Rajpurohit

For Respondent(s) : 

HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE PUSHPENDRA SINGH BHATI 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MUNNURI LAXMAN

Order

09/12/2024

1. Learned counsel for the appellant submits that the impugned

order passed by learned Single Judge of this Court is based upon

the  order  passed  in  S.B.  Civil  Writ  Petition  No.2784/2024,

(Anirudh Sharma vs. RPSC & Anr.). 

2. Learned  counsel  for  the  appellant  has  shown  the  order

passed by a Division Bench of this Court at Jaipur Bench in the

case  of  Lokesh  Meena  vs.  Anirudh  Sharma  (D.B.  Special

Appeal  Writ  No.523/2024),  on  19.09.2024,  which  reads  as

follows:-

“Heard.
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Mr.  Sandeep  Pathak,  learned  counsel  enters
appearance on behalf of respondent No.1 and takes
notice. 
Mr.  Dilip  Singh,  learned  counsel  enters  appearance
and takes notice on behalf of respondent No.2-RPSC.
Mr. Vigyan Shah, learned Additional Advocate General
enters  appearance  and  takes  notice  on  behalf  of
respondent No.3. 
Accordingly, service is complete. 
In  the  meanwhile,  taking  into  consideration  that
without any equivalence having been drawn by the
State/employer, the relief has been granted to private
respondent  based  on an  equivalence  drawn by  the
Dean  of  the  educational  institution,  effect  and
operation  of  the  impugned  order  shall  remain  in
abeyance.
Counsels for the respondents are granted two weeks’
time to  file  reply  to  stay  application/application for
vacation of order.”

3. Issue notice to the respondents, returnable within a period of

four weeks.

4. In the meanwhile, effect and operation of the order dated

30.07.2024  passed  in  S.B.C.W.P.  No.11655/2024,  shall  remain

stayed.

(MUNNURI LAXMAN),J (DR. PUSHPENDRA SINGH BHATI),J

71-devrajP/-
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