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 It  was submitted  that  selection and recruitment  qua the

year 1995 with respect to post of PTI Grade-III in Dausa District
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Dausa was initiated in the petition. It was submitted that certain

candidates were given appointment based on forged documents

and bye-passing the procedure in illegal and unfair manner. This

court while considering the said claim had directed for enquiry to

the concerned Superintendent of Police way back in the year 2012

and as a result of which FIR No. 3981/2012 was registered. In

spite of the directions of the court, investigation was carried out at

a snale and tortuous phase and the challan was submitted as on

28.07.2021 that too in shoddy and bounced manner. 

In this background, learned AAG has submitted that in the

instant  matter  two  FIRs  were  registered  (i)  92/2012  and  (ii)

398/2012. It is submitted by the learned State counsel that in the

first  FIR,  trial  has  taken  place  and  the  single  co-accused  Anil

Kumar Son of Hari Narayan has been discharged. It is submitted

that  against  the  order  passed  on  25.07.2018, no  appeal  or

further proceedings are preferred. 

It  is  further  submitted  by  the  learned  AAG  that

Superintendent  of  Police  under  directions  of  this  court  has

submitted  the  enquiry  report.  The  relevant  portion  of  which  is

reproduced as below:
“12240@7@73&95&98 fnukad 26-04-1995 }kjk tkjh funsZ'k  ,oa jktLFkku
vf/kuLFk f'k{kk lsok

1971 ds rgr 'kkfjfjd f'k{kk HkrhZ çfØ;k iw.kZ djuh Fkh ijarq rRdkyhu ftyk
f'k{kk vf/kdkjh ekå nkSlk }kjk fu;qfä çfØ;k dk ikyu ugha fd;k x;k gSA
ofj;rk fu/kkZj.k lfefr

}kjk 570 vkonsu i=ksa  dk voyksdu dj rS;kj vLFkk;h ofj;rk lwfp dks
uksfVl cksMZ ij pLik

dj vH;fFkZ;ksa ls vkifÙk;ka ekaxuh Fkh ,oa vkifÙk;ksa dk fujkdj.k dj LFkkbZ
ojh;rk lwph tkjh djuh Fkh vxj mä çfØ;k fof/kor iwjh gksrh rh tks =qfV;k¡
Fkh mudh mlh oä lq/kkj gks

tkrk fu;qfä vf/kdkjh }kjk xfBr jktå vf/kuLFk lsok fu;e 1971 ds rgr
p;u lfefr
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ftlesa 3 lnL; 1& la;kstd ,oa fu;qfä vf/kdkjh 2& ftyk f'k{kk vf/kdkjh
Nk= @ çkFkfed f'k{kk …& lacaf/kr mifuns'kd }kjk euksfur ç/kkuk/;kid Lrj
dk  vf/kdkjh  gksrk  vf/kdkjh  }kjk  LFkk;h  ojh;rk  lwph  esa  ls  83 'kkfjfjd
f'k{kdksa dks jksLVj ds eqrkfcd p;u djrk ,oa vkosnu

dks çkIrkad çfr'kr esa ykHk nsus ckcr vH;FkhZ —".kkorkj 'kekZ o fo".kq 'kekZ dk
çkIrkad çfr'kr

800  gksus  ds  ckotwn  750  esa  ls  fudkyk  gSA  mä vkosnu  Q‚eksZa  ij  Jh
jkethyky eh.kk

v/;kid o rRdkyhu ftyk f'k{kk vf/kdkjh nkSlk o rkjkpan tSu ç/kkukpk;Z ds
gLrk{kj gS] pwafd

mä Nk= —".kkorkj 'kekZ }kjk ukSdjh T;kbZu ugh dh ,oa fo".kq iq= Hkxorh
'kekZ dk çkIrkad

800 esa ls Hkh çfr'kr fudkyk tkrk rks mä HkrhZ esa p;u dekad 21 ij gksrkA
750 esa ls izfr”kr fudkyus ls vkjksih fo’.kq “kekZ dk p;u Øekad 07 izkIr
gqvk gSA “

 Upon placing reliance upon the same. It is reflected that the

observation of Shri Anil Kumar the then Superintendent of Police,

District  Dausa,  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  selection  process

which was started under the advertisement dated 26.04.1995 qua

the physical teachers was not in accordance with law and the due

compliance  to  the  specified  procedure  was  not  carried  out.

Detailed  findings  are  specified  in  the  report  which  prima  facie

reflects that there were anomalies in the appointment.

In this background, counsel for the petitioner has submitted

that  once  upon  directions  of  this  court  officer  of  the  Rank  of

Superintendent  of  Police  has  carried  out  investigation  and

submitted his report, the entire proceedings are vitiated in this

background. The prayer made by the petitioner should be allowed.

It  is  further  submitted  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner  Mr.  Sexana  that  the  entire  proceedings  qua  the

advertisement in the year 1995 which upon directions of this court

in the year 2012 were taken up after a lapse of almost 17 years

and  the  challan  filed  therein  in  the  year  2021  shows
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inefficiency/shoddiness on the part of police authorities and the

nature of investigation.

 This court considers that appropriate application on affidavit

be filed by the petitioners in this regard. Learned Superintendent

of  Police mark her presence on the given date if  there are no

exceptional and unavoidable reasons, she can remain present on

virtual  hearing qua the remaining officer,  attendance is  relaxed

and officer in-charge shall remain present along with records on

given date.

List on 31.05.2024 in the supplementary list.
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