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Order

20/01/2026

Heard  on  the  application  No.1/2025  filed  by  the

respondent under Order  1 Rule 10 CPC for impleading the

applicant-Ms.  Raj  Bai  Solanki  @  Raj  Sankhla  as  party

respondent in the present appeal.

Counsel for the respondent submits that the respondent

in  her  writ  petition  claimed  parity  with  similarly  situated

employee namely Ms. Raj Bai Solanki @ Raj Sankhla and the

learned Single Judge has allowed her writ petition along with

other connected petitions, therefore, Ms. Raj Bai Solanki @

Raj Sankhla is a necessary party in the present controversy.

We have perused the record.

Admittedly Ms. Raj Bai Solanki @ Raj Sankhla was not

party before the learned Single Judge, therefore we are not

inclined to implead her party respondent herein.

In that view of the matter, the application filed by the

respondent under Order 1 Rule 10 CPC stands dismissed.
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