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ITEM NO.40                    COURT NO.8             SECTION XV

              S U P R E M E      C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                              RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).13100-13112/2012

(From the judgement and order        dated 21/02/2012 in DBCWP
No.882/2012,DBCWP       No.883/2012,DBCWP       No.885/2012,DBCWP
No.886/2012,DBCWP       No.887/2012,DBCWP       No.889/2012,DBCWP
No.1004/2012,DBCWP     No.1024/2012,DBCWP      No.1045/2012,DBCWP
No.1136/2012,DBCWP     No.1137/2012,DBCWP      No.1153/2012,DBCWP
No.1466/2012 of The HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JAIPUR)

PAWAN KR.VASHISTHA                                     Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN JODHPUR & ORS                  Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

WITH

SLP(C) NO. 13662-13668 of 2012
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 30/04/2012    These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.M. LODHA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s)      Mr.    Pallav Shishodia, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr.    Alok Bhachawat, Adv.
                       Mr.    Syed Hasan Isfahani, Adv. for
                       Ms.    K.V.Bharathi Upadhyaya,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

              Heard Mr. Pallav Shishodia, learned senior counsel

       for the petitioners.

              Learned senior     counsel for   the petitioners    placed
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reliance upon a decision of the Allahabad High Court in

Sanjay Agarwal vs. State of U.P. and others 2007(5) ALJ

328(DB) and a decision of the Madhya Pradesh High Court in

Smt. Jyoti Gupta vs. Registrar General, High Court of M.P.

2008 Law Suit (MP)715            decided on May 7, 2008.

          The       view   of   the   Allahabad      High   Court   and   Madhya

Pradesh     High       Court    supports       the   petitioners    while    the



Rajasthan High Court in the impugned orders has taken a

different view.

          In view of the divergence of opinion amongst the High

Courts, we are satisfied that notice deserves to be issued

in these Special Leave Petitions.

          Issue notice returnable in ten weeks.

          Dasti, in addition to the ordinary process.

          In    the        meanwhile,   in      case    written     examination

pursuant       to    the    Notification       No.   Estt(RJS)111/2011      dated

July 19, 2011 is held, the petitioners shall be permitted to

appear in such examination provided they                       are otherwise

eligible.       However, the result of such written examination

insofar as petitioners are concerned, shall not be declared

until further orders.

    (Pardeep Kumar)                                         (Renu Diwan)
      Court Master                                          Court Master


