
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN 
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 5341/2025

Mohammad  Ibaduddin  S/o  Gayasuddin,  Resident  Of  Kharadi

Mohalla, City Sawai Madhopur.

----Petitioner

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  Principal  Secretary,

Forest Department, Government Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Principal Chief Conservator Of Forest (Wildlife) And

Chief Wildlife Conservator, Jaipur (Rajasthan).

3. Chief Conservator Of Forest (Wildlife) And Field Director,

Ranthambore Tiger Project, Sawai Madhopur.

4. The Deputy Conservator Of Forest (Tourist), Ranthambore

Tiger Project, Sawai Madhopur.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Tarun Jain 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPMAN

Order

28/04/2025

1. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that according to

the minutes of meeting, it  appears that respondents are facing

shortage  of  EDC (Eco-Development  and  Conservation)  guide  in

Zone Nos. 6, 7, 8, 9 & 10 in Ranthambore Tiger Project, Sawai

Madhopur. Counsel submits that petitioner is a member of EDC.

Counsel submits that now, two months’ training for EDC guide is

scheduled from 01.05.2025 but petitioner has not been selected

for training despite the fact that petitioner is a member of EDC. 

2. In  view  of  above  submissions,  issue  notice  of  this  writ

petition  as  well  as  stay  application  to  respondent  Nos.1  to  4,

through  both  the  process,  returnable  on  next  date  of  hearing.
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Requisites be filed within a period of one week, failing which, this

petition shall stand dismissed without any further reference to the

bench.

3. If requisites are filed within given time, list this matter after

six weeks.

4. Considering the overall facts and circumstances of the case,

especially the fact that petitioner is a member of EDC which is

evident from Annexure-2, as an interim measure, respondents are

directed  to  provide  training  of  EDC  guide  to  the  petitioner  on

provisional basis.

5. It is made clear that no equity would rise in favour of the

petitioner only on the strength of this interim order.

(ANIL KUMAR UPMAN),J

LALIT MOHAN /52


