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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN 
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 10793/2023

URN: CW / 20451U / 2023

1. Banarashi  Devi  W/o  Shri  Leela  Ram,  Aged  About  47

Years,  R/o  Ward  No.  30,  Jagdhamba  Colony,  Peeprali

Road,  Sikar  At  Present  Working  As  Cook,  Swasthkar

Hostel, Sikar.

2. Koyali  Devi  W/o  Shri  Prakash  Chand,  R/o  Near

Government Hospital, Alwar At Present Working As Cook,

Ac Hostel, Thanagaji, Alwar.

----Petitioners

Versus

1. State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  Shaasan  Sachiv,  Social

Justice  And  Empowerment  Department,  Rajasthan

Government, Jaipur.

2. Director,  Social  Justice  And  Empowerment  Department,

Near 22- Godam, Jaipur.

----Respondents

Connected With

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 4964/2023

URN: CW / 8753U / 2023

1. Bhanwari Bai W/o Shri Dhanna Lal, Aged About 50 Years,

R/o  Chardana  Presently  Working  Cook  -  Government

Hostel, Chardana, District Baran.

2. Kanchan  Bai  W/o  Shri  Babu  Lal,  R/o  Behind  Atru

Panchayat Samiti, Presently Working Cook - Government

Hostel, Atru, District Baran.

----Petitioners

Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Secretary, Social Justice And

Empowerment Department, Govt. Of Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. Director,  Social  Justice  And  Empowerment  Department,

Near 22- Godam, Jaipur.

3. Deputy  Director,  Social  Justice  And  Empowerment

Department, Baran.

----Respondents
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S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 17523/2023

URN: CW / 34640U / 2023

Fula Bai  W/o Moolchand, Aged About 45 Years, R/o Chardana

Atru  District  Baran,  Rajasthan  At  Present  Chokidar  Rajasthan

Girls Hostel, Chardana.

----Petitioner

Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Secretary, Social Justice And

Empowerment  Department,  Government  Of  Rajasthan,

Jaipur.

2. Director,  Social  Justice  And  Empowerment  Department,

Near 22-Godam, Jaipur.

3. Deputy  Director,  Social  Justice  And  Empowerment

Department, Baran.

----Respondents

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 2220/2024

URN: CW / 4154U / 2024

Kamla Devi W/o Shri Teekam, Aged About 47 Years, R/o Ward

No.  06,  Jatav  Basti  Ke Paas,  Pansedi  Mohalla,  Nadbai  District

Bharatpur, At Present Working In Govt. Ambedkar Hostel Nadbai,

District Bharatpur.

----Petitioner

Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Secretary, Social Justice And

Empowerment Department, Govt. Of Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. Director,  Social  Justice  And  Empowerment  Department,

22- Godam Ke Paas, Jaipur.

----Respondents

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 18443/2024

URN: CW / 38570U / 2024

Rekha  Wife  Of  Shri  Tillu,  Aged  About  38  Years,  R/o-  Bundi

Presently Working As Cook Babu Jagjeevan Ram Girls, Hostel,

Nainwa Road, Bundi.

----Petitioner
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Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Secretary, Social Justice And

Empowerment  Department,  Government  Of  Rajasthan,

Jaipur.

2. Director,  Social  Justice  And  Empowerment  Department,

Near 22 Godam, Jaipur

3. Deputy  Director,  Social  Justice  And  Empowerment

Department, Bundi.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Ms. Nidhi Sharma, for 
Mr. Kailash Chander Sharma

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Manish Bhardwaj, for 
Mr. Amitosh Pareek

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE GANESH RAM MEENA

Order

10/07/2026

1. Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  agitated  in  the

present bunch of writ petition that petitioners are being denied the

minimum pay-scale of Class-IV employee for want of the requisite

qualifications, though the petitioners have experience of working

of Class-IV employee with the respondents for last more than 20

years. 

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

issue agitated in the present writ petition has already been put to

rest by the Hon'ble Division Bench of this Court in case of  State

of Rajasthan and Ors. Vs. Pryagwati and Ors. (D.B. Special

Appeal Writ No. 97/2025) decided on 22.01.2026. 

3. Learned counsel for the respondents fairly states that

the issue raised in the present bunch of writ petitions has been
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put to rest by the judgment of the Hon'ble Division Bench in case

of Pryagwati (Supra).

4. In case of  Pryagwati (Supra),  the Hon'ble  Division

Bench observations are as under :-

"4. We notice that the impugned order passed
by the learned Single Judge directs the appellants
to grant relief to the respondents-writ petitioners
as  the  same  terms  as  directed  in  an  earlier
judgment  passed  in  the  case  of  Anokh  Bai  Vs
State of Rajasthan & Ors; S.B. Civil Writ Petition
No.372/2013 which is reproduced as under:-“In
the  light  of  the  discussion  made  above,  I  am
inclined  to  accept  the  prayer  made  by  the
petitioners  for  grant  of  wages  at  the  rate  of
minimum of the pay scale for the post of Cook
and  Watchman  while  denying  the  benefit  of
regularisation sought by them, as otherwise not
pressed by the petitioners. All the writ petitions
are accordingly allowed with the direction to the
respondents to pay wages to the petitioners at
the rate of minimum of the pay scale. The benefit
aforesaid would be given to the petitioners from
the date of pronouncement of the judgment. The
compliance of this judgment would be made by
the respondents within a period of four months
from the date of receipt of copy of this order.”
5. Thus, we find that only minimum pay scale
of the post has been directed to be paid from the
date of pronouncement of the judgment.
6. In our considered opinion, for the purpose
of  grant  of  minimum  of  the  pay  scale,  the
requirement  of  educational  qualification  would
not  come  in  way,  as  the  person  is  not  being
directed to be regularized. Even for the purpose
of  regularization,  we  notice  that  the  judgment
passed  by  the  Hon’ble  Supreme  Court  in
Bhagwati  Prasad  Vs.  Delhi  State  Mineral
Development  Corporation  (supra) clearly  holds
that denial on the ground of lack of qualification
would be an illegality.
7. We,  therefore,  are  unable  to  accept  the
contention made by the learned counsel that the
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respondent’s  case  should  be  treated  differently
from  the  other  writ  petitioners.  She  would
therefore,  be entitled  to  the  same  benefits  as
granted  to  the  others  from  the  same  date  as
directed by learned Single Judge." 

5. In view of the submissions made by the counsel for the

petitioners and the admission made by the learned counsel for the

respondents  that  these  cases  are  squarely  covered  by  the

judgment  of  the  Hon'ble  Division  Bench  passed  in  case  of

Pryagwati  (supra),  this  Court  deems  it  just  and  proper  to

dispose  of  the  present  writ  petitions  and  the  same  has  been

disposed of in the light of the observations made by the Hon'ble

Division Bench in the case of Pryagwati (supra). 

6. Accordingly,  the  directions  issued  by  the  Hon'ble

Division Bench in case of Pryagwati (Supra) shall apprise to the

present case also.

7. Stay application/s as well  as pending application/s, if

any, also stand disposed of. 

(GANESH RAM MEENA),J

89 to 93 /SHRUTI SHARMA


