
ITEM NO.32               COURT NO.17               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 (C)  No(s).  29972/2017

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 01-08-2017 
in DBSAW No. 391/2017 passed by the High Court of Judicature for 
Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur)

RAJASTHAN AGRICULTURE UNIVERSITY BIKANER THRU 
REGISTRAR & ANR.   Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

DR. RAJESH CHARAN SAXENA                           Respondent(s)

 
Date : 21-03-2023 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ABHAY S. OKA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH BINDAL

For Petitioner(s) Ms. Christi Jain,Adv.
Mr. Puneet Jain,Adv.
Mr. Yogit Kamat,Adv.
Mr. Mann Arora,Adv.
Mr. Umang Mehta,Adv.
Ms. Shruti Singh,Adv.
Ms. Akriti Sharma,Adv.
Mr. Shailendra Sharma,Adv.
For Ms. Pratibha Jain, AOR

                   
For Respondent(s)  Mr. H. D. Thanvi, Adv.
                   Mr. Achal Singh Bule, Adv.
                   Mr. Nikhil Kumar Singh, Adv.
                   Mr. Mahendra Singh Inda, Adv.
                   Mr. Rishi Matoliya, AOR                         

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

Heard  the  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the

petitioners.

After completing 23 years of service, the respondent

has superannuated and the present age of the respondent

is about 80 years.  The only question involved in this
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petition is whether service of about 2 years and 5 months

rendered  by  the  respondent  on  ad-hoc  basis  can  be

considered for grant of selection scale under the Career

Advancement Scheme.  Based on certain decisions, the High

Court has accepted the plea of the respondent and has

directed the petitioners to consider the said period.

The learned counsel appearing for the petitioners

submits that an important question of law is involved and

therefore, the same needs decision at the hands of this

Court.

Considering the peculiar facts of the case which we

have stated earlier, we find that this is not a fit case

to interfere under Article 136 of the Constitution of

India.   The  Special  Leave  Petition  is  accordingly

dismissed.

However,  we  make  it  clear  that  questions  of  law

urged  by  the  petitioners  are  kept  open  which  can  be

considered in an appropriate case.

Pending application, if any, also stands disposed

of.

(ANITA MALHOTRA)                       (A.V.G.V.RAMU)
   AR-CUM-PS                            COURT MASTER
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