
ITEM NO.42               COURT NO.1               SECTION III-A

               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 (C)  No(s).  10495/2026

[Arising out of impugned judgment and order dated 18-02-2026 in
WPPIL  No.  70/2025  passed  by  the  High  Court  of  Uttarakhand  at
Nainital]

ANIL CHANDRA BALUNI                                Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF UTTARAKHAND & ORS.                        Respondent(s)

(IA No. 93397/2026 - AMENDMENT OF THE PETITION, IA No. 84421/2026 -
EXEMPTION  FROM  FILING  C/C  OF  THE  IMPUGNED  JUDGMENT,  IA  No.
83745/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT, IA
No. 84425/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. and IA No. 83746/2026 -
EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.)
 
WITH

SLP(C) No. 11783/2026 (III-A)
(IA No. 95270/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT and IA No. 95273/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.)
 
Date : 16-04-2026 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JOYMALYA BAGCHI
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIPUL M. PANCHOLI

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Gyanendra Kumar Sharma, Adv.
                   Mr. Rajeev Giri, Adv.
                   Ms. Manisha, Adv.
                   Ms. Khusboo Tiwari Sharma, Adv.
                   Mr. Sandeep Singh, AOR
                                      
For Respondent(s) : Mr. Jitendar Kumar Sethi, Sr. Adv.

Mr. Sudarshan Singh Rawat, AOR
Mr. Sunny Sachin Rawat, Adv. 

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

                             O R D E R

1. The petitioners’ Writ Petition(s) have been allowed by the

Division  Bench  of  the  Uttarakhand  High  Court  vide  impugned
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judgment(s) dated 18.02.2026; however, they are still dissatisfied

as,  according  to  them,  various  other  prayers  like  initiating

disciplinary action, etc., have not been expressly adverted to by

the High Court.  

2. We have heard learned counsel for the petitioners.  Since it

is not borne out from the contents of the judgment that any further

relief was sought by the petitioners before the High Court, we are

not inclined to entertain the Special Leave Petitions.  The same

are  disposed  of  with  liberty  to  the  petitioners  to  move  an

appropriate  application  before  the  Division  Bench  of  the  High

Court.  It goes without saying that the High Court may consider

such an application in the manner it may deem fit and proper.

3. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand closed.

(NITIN TALREJA)                              (PREETHI DILEEP KUMAR)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                        ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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