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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

SLP(C) N0.21084/2014
In the light of the orders passed in  SLP(C)...

.CC
N0.13278/2014, the present special leave petition ie. S



LP(C)
No0.21084/2014 stands dismissed.

W.P.(C) NOS.595, 537 & 751 OF 2013

The petitioners seek to challenge the select list d
ated
25.5.2013, by which respondent Nos.4 to 21 came to be appointed by
orders dated 15.7.2013 and by posting order dated 16.7.2013 in the
Higher Judicial Service, Rajasthan and also seek for a direction
for preparing a fresh final Select List while challenging Rule 41
and Schedule IX (renumbered as VIl) of the Rajasthan Judic
ial
Service Rules, 2010 as unconstitutional to the extent it has been
amended vide Notification dated 10.6.2011 and thereby introduced
the provision of minimum/cut off marks for interview.
In the light of the fact that the petitioners participated in
the selection and were unsuccessful, following the order d
ated
25.08.2014 in SLP(C)....CC N0.13278/2014, we are not inclined to
examine the challenge made to the Select List dated 25.5.2013 and
the consequent Appointment Orders issued as well as issuance of
mandamus to prepare a fresh list.

Therefore, to that extent the writ  petitions  shall s
tand
dismissed. The writ petitions, however, shall remain  pe
nding

insofar as it related to the challenge to Rule 41 and Schedule IX
etc.
Tag with W.P.(C) No.471 of 2009.
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