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Reportable 
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN 

AT JODHPUR

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1107/2026

CNR: RJHC010968912026 | URN: SAW / 2273U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through Its

Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan,  Jaipur  Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Pratapgarh.

4. Shyam  Lal  Salvi  S/o  Nanu  Ram  Salvi,  R/o  Molvipura

Nimbaheda Road, Tehsil Chotisadri, District Pratapgarh.

5. Smt.  Manisha  Salvi  W/o  Shyam  Lal,  R/o  Molvipura

Nimbaheda Road, Tehsil Chotisadri, District Pratapgarh.

----Respondents

Connected With

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1092/2026

CNR: RJHC010970362026 | URN: SAW / 2255U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through Its

Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati. Age 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan,  Jaipur.,  Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Commissioner Of Police, Jodhpur

4. Suresh  S/o  Mishrilal,  R/o  159,  R/o  Village  Khara  Bera,

Raibirio Ka Bas Bhimavatan, District Jodhpur.

5. Sharvan S/o Mishrilal,  R/o Village Khara Bera, Raibirio Ka

Bas Bhimavatan, District Jodhpur.

----Respondents
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D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1093/2026

CNR: RJHC010968852026 | URN: SAW / 2256U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati. Aged About 37 Years

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh

4. Shankar Lal S/o Not Known, R/o Patta No. 7, R/o Village

Kodiya Kheri  Gram Panchayat  Langach,  Tehsil  Kapasan,

District Chittorgarh.

5. Smt Bali Bai W/o Shankar Lal, R/o Village Kodiya Kheri

Gram  Panchayat  Langach,  Tehsil  Kapasan,  District

Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1094/2026

CNR: RJHC010968732026 | URN: SAW / 2257U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office Shantivan Building.

11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through Its Authorized Officer

Sh. Gaurav Bhati Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Pratapgarh

4. Smt Manju Bala Jain W/o Dilip Kumar Jain, R/o Ward No.

03,  Sadar  Bazar Gadola  Village And Panchayat  Gadola,

District Pratapgarh.

5. Bhavi Jain S/o Dilip Kumar, R/o Ward No. 03, Sadar Bazar

Gadola Village And Panchayat Gadola, District Pratapgarh.

6. Divyanshi Jain D/o Dilip Kumar, R/o Ward No. 03, Sadar
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Bazar  Gadola  Village  And  Panchayat  Gadola,  District

Pratapgarh.

7. Smt Kamla Bai Jain W/o Shanti Lal Jain, R/o Ward No. 03,

Sadar  Bazar  Gadola  Village  And  Panchayat  Gadola,

District Pratapgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1096/2026

CNR: RJHC010968762026 | URN: SAW / 2259U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan  Jaipur  Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Pratapgarh

4. Rajput Krishi Farm, At Patta No. 47, Book No. 114, Misal

No.  70,  Village  Hadmatiya  Kundal  Gram  Panchayat

Simarthali Tehsil And District Pratapgarh.

5. Bhawar Singh Rajput S/o Shambhu Singh, R/o Patta No.

Book No.  114,  Misal  No.  70,  Village Hadmatiya  Kundal

Gram Panchayat Simarthali Tehsil And District Pratapgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1098/2026

CNR: RJHC010967962026 | URN: SAW / 2263U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura Jodhpur Through

Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati,aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.
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4. Badri  Lal  Suthar  S/o  Not  Know,  R/o  Ward  No.  16,

Bharampuri, Tehsil Kapasan, District Chittorgarh.

5. Smt  Kailashi  Bai  W/o  Badri  Lal,  R/o  Ward  No.  16,

Bharampuri, Tehsil Kapasan, District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1099/2026

CNR: RJHC010968522026 | URN: SAW / 2264U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police  Rajasthan,  Jaipur  Police

Head Quarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Teju Banjara S/o Not Known, R/o Patta No 4 Book No 34

Village Gundarel Tehsil Nimbaheda District Chittorgarh.

5. Smt Sangeeta Banjara W/o Not Known, R/o Patta No 4

Book No 34 Village Gundarel  Tehsil  Nimbaheda District

Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1101/2026

CNR: RJHC010969822026 | URN: SAW / 2267U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through Its Authorized

Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Jaisalmer.

4. Kamal Handicraft, Address - Emporium Fort Jaisalmer.

5. Shanti  Lal  Rathi,  R/o Plot  No.  737,  Gandhinagar Vistar
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Yojna, Jaisalmer.

6. Dharmendra Rathi, R/o Plot No. 737, Gandhinagar Vistar

Yojna, Jaisalmer.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1108/2026

CNR: RJHC010969492026 | URN: SAW / 2274U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Hanumangarh.

4. Mander Singh S/o Mansha Singh, R/o Ward No. 2, Tehsil

And District Hanumangarh.

5. Angrej Singh S/o Mander Singh, R/o Ward No. 2, Tehsil

And District Hanumangarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1109/2026

CNR: RJHC010968272026 | URN: SAW / 2275U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. Ambika Tea And Nasta Centre, Through Proprietor Kishore

Bhuralal  Patidar  At  Patta  No.  6,  Book No.  166,  Village

Samliya  Gram  Panchayat  Samliya,  Panchayat  Samiti

Sagwada, District Dungarpur.

3. Kishore  Bhuralal  Patidar  S/o  Bhuralal  Patidar,  R/o  Near

Exma  Kirana  Shop,  Krishna  Nagar,  District  Varda

Maharashtra.
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4. Smt  Sangeeta  Patidar  W/o  Kishore  Patidar,  R/o  Temba

Falla Village Samliya, District Dungarpur.

5. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

6. The Superintendent Of Police, Dungarpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1110/2026

CNR: RJHC010961182026 | URN: SAW / 2280U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Commissioner Of Police, Jodhpur Metropolitan.

4. Ramdev  S/o  Tulcha  Ram,  R/o  Godawas  Jato  Ka  Bass,

District Jodhpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1115/2026

CNR: RJHC010967992026 | URN: SAW / 2288U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor

Shantivan Building 11Th A Road Sardarpura Jodhpur Through Its

Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan  Jaipur  Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh

4. Shiv Kirana Store At, Village Khermaliya, Tehsil Badisadri,

District Chittorgarh.

5. Dinesh  Tak  S/o  Gorilal,  R/o  Village  Khermaliya,  Tehsil
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Badisadri, District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1120/2026

CNR: RJHC010970242026 | URN: SAW / 2303U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur, Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretory  Of  Home  Department,  Government  Of

Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarters ,lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Dungarpur.

4. Nakul Patidar S/o Late Bhurji Patidar, R/o Patidar Mohalla

Mukam  Post  Devda  Chota,  Tehsil  Sagwada,  District

Dungarpur.

5. Smt. Savita Patidar W/o Late Bhurji Patidar, R/o Patidar

Mohalla  Mukam  Post  Devda  Chota,  Tehsil  Sagwada,

District Dungarpur.

6. Shankar  Patidar  S/o Hakar  Ji,  R/o  Village Badgi  Chitri,

District Dungarpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1121/2026

CNR: RJHC010970122026 | URN: SAW / 2304U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through Its Authorized

Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. Narendra S/o Pabu Ram, R/o Baldero Ka Bas Shiv Nagar

Rasmasni, Jodhpur.
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4. Manju Devi Alias Manudi W/o Manudi W/o Pabu Ram, R/o

Baldero Ka Bas Shiv Nagar Rasmasni, Jodhpur.

5. The Superintendent Of Police, Jodhpur Rural

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1129/2026

CNR: RJHC010977252026 | URN: SAW / 2313U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Rameshwar  Lal  Gadari,  R/o  Rudadi  Chittorgarh,

Hathiyana, Chittorgarh.

5. Badri  Lal  Gadari,  R/o  Rudadi  Chittorgarh,  Hathiyana,

Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1130/2026

CNR: RJHC010967492026 | URN: SAW / 2314U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5  Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11 Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur, Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Churu

4. Nizamuddin  S/o  Dilip  Khan,  Residents  Of  Village  Raiya

Tunda, Tehsil Taranagar, District Churu.

5. Suman  W/o  Nizamuddin,  Residents  Of  Village  Raiya
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Tunda, Tehsil Taranagar, District Churu.

6. Kalu  Khan  S/o  Nizamuddin,  Residents  Of  Village  Raiya

Tunda, Tehsil Taranagar, District Churu.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1132/2026

CNR: RJHC010979782026 | URN: SAW / 2316U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Having Its Registered

Office  At  19A Dhulasar  Garden,  Ajmer  Road  Jaipur  Rajasthan

302001.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan  Jaipur  Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Sriganganagar

4. Girdhari  Lal  S/o  Ramuram,  R/o  Village  9-W  Ramgarh

Sandhar  Post  Office  25-H  Dalpatsinghpur  Tehsil

Srikaranpur Dist. Sriganganagar 335073

5. Sunita  D/o  Gopalram,  R/o  Ward  No.  4  Kpd  4  K.p.d.

Gadsana Dist. Sriganganagar -335023

6. Jagdish Kumar S/o Ramuram, R/o Ward No. 8 W Dist.

Sriganganagar -335023

7. Ramuram  S/o  Harjiram,  R/o  Ward  No.  5  Village  9W

Ramgarh Sundhar Post Office 25-H Dalpatsinghpur Tehsil

Srikaranpur Dist. Sriganganagar-335073

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1133/2026

CNR: RJHC010968182026 | URN: SAW / 2317U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhp4Ur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.
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2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur

3. The  Superintendent  Of  Police,  Rajasthan  Jaipur  Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

4. Jhavarlal S/o Sukhdev, R/o Guchio Ki Gali, Village Lordiya,

Tehsil And District Phalodi.

5. Smt Akadishi W/o Jhavarlal, R/o Guchio Ki Gali, Village

Lordiya, Tehsil And District Phalodi.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1134/2026

CNR: RJHC010978522026 | URN: SAW / 2318U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. Badri  Lal  Suthar  S/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Ward  No.  16

Bhrampuri Near Mandir Kapasan, Tehsil Kapasan, District

Chittorgarh.

3. Smt Kailashi Bai Suthar W/o Not Known, R/o Ward No. 16

Bhrampuri Near Mandir Kapasan, Tehsil Kapasan, District

Chittorgarh.

4. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

5. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1136/2026

CNR: RJHC010970342026 | URN: SAW / 2320U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur, Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretory  Of  Home  Department,  Government  Of

Rajasthan, Jaipur.
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2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarters ,lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Rameshwar  Lal  Gadari,  R/o  Patta  No.3,  Book  No.26,

Village Rudri  Gram Panchayat  Hatyana,  Tehsil  Kapasan,

District Chittorgarh.

5. Badri  Lal  Gadari,  R/o  Gadario  Ka  Mohalla  Gram Rudri

Tehsil Kapasan, District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1141/2026

CNR: RJHC010961102026 | URN: SAW / 2325U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur, Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretory  Of  Home  Department,  Government  Of

Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarters ,lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Commissioner Of Police, Jodhpur Metropolitan.

4. Rajuvan  S/o  Chandravan,  R/o  Samiyo  Ka  Bas  Asanda

Banar, Jodhpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1142/2026

CNR: RJHC010967682026 | URN: SAW / 2326U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. Madhu  Lal  S/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Village  Turkiya  Kalan,

District Chittorgarh.

3. Smt Papudi  W/o Madhu Lal,  R/o  Village Turkiya  Kalan,
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District Chittorgarh.

4. Gopal S/o Madhu Lal, R/o Village Turkiya Kalan, District

Chittorgarh.

5. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

6. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1144/2026

CNR: RJHC010982002026 | URN: SAW / 2332U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Having Its Registered

Office At 19A Dhulasar Garden, Ajmer Road Jaipur Rajasthan -

302001.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan  Jaipur  Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Jodhpur Rural.

4. Pukha  Ram  Alias  Pukh  Raj  S/o  Poona  Ram,  R/o  108

Lavarimarg  Khurd  Ka  Pass,  Gadhsuriyan,  Tehsil  Bilara

District Jodhpur.

5. Smt Savpali W/o Pukharam, R/o 108 Lavarimarg Khurd

Ka Pass, Gadhsuriyan, Tehsil Bilara District Jodhpur.

6. Vishan  Singh  S/o  Dalpat  Singh,  R/o  148  Lavarimarg

Khurd Ka Pass Gadhsuriyan Tehsil Bilara District Jodhpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1149/2026

CNR: RJHC010979632026 | URN: SAW / 2337U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 39, 5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Having

Its Registered Office At 19A Dhulasar Garden, Ajmer Road Jaipur

Rajasthan - 302001.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief
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Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur, Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, District Sirohi.

4. Radha Devi W/o Satyanarayan, Ro Ward No. 4, Kharoliya

Kherpur, District Bhilwada.

5. Mahaveer  Kharol  S/o  Satyanarayan,  Ro  Ward  No.  4,

Kharoliya Kherpur, District Bhilwada.

6. Shiv  Lal  Kharol  S/o  Satyanarayan,  Ro  Ward  No.  4,

Kharoliya Kherpur, District Bhilwada.

7. Mukesh  Kharol  S/o  Satyanarayan,  Ro  Ward  No.  4,

Kharoliya Kherpur, District Bhilwada.

8. Smt  Seema  Dev,  Ro  Ward  No.  4,  Kharoliya  Kherpur,

District Bhilwada.

9. Pooja  Kharol  W/o  Mukesh  Kharol,  Ro  Ward  No.  4,

Kharoliya Kherpur, District Bhilwada.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1152/2026

CNR: RJHC010980482026 | URN: SAW / 2340U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Jodhpur Rural.

4. Balu Singh Panwar S/o Hanuman Singh, R/o 2894 Royalty

Naka Mandore Jodhpur.

5. Smt.  Baby  W/o  Balu  Singh,  R/o  2894  Royalty  Naka

Mandore Jodhpur.

6. Hanuman Singh S/o Dhan Singh, R/o 2894 Royalty Naka

Mandore, Jodhpur.

----Respondents
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D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1153/2026

CNR: RJHC010982062026 | URN: SAW / 2341U / 2026

Au Small  Finance Bank Ltd.,  Having Its  Office At ,  5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh

3. Raj  Kumar  Jat  S/o  Heralal  Jat,  R/o  Jat  Mohalla  Nanga

Khedi Tehsil Badi Sadri, District Chittorgarh.

4. Smt  Sangeeta  W/o  Rajkumar,  R/o  Jat  Mohalla  Nanga

Khedi Tehsil Badi Sadri, District Chittorgarh.

5. Heera Lal S/o Prithviraj Jat, R/o Jat Mohalla Nanga Khedi

Tehsil Badi Sadri, District Chittorgarh.

6. Kalu Lal Jat S/o Lobhchand, R/o Jat Mohalla Nanga Khedi

Tehsil Badi Sadri, District Chittorgarh.

7. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur, Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1154/2026

CNR: RJHC010982152026 | URN: SAW / 2342U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Jodhpur Rural.

4. Shokat  Khan  S/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Khasar  No  166/1,

Balesar Durgavata Balesar District Balesar.

----Respondents
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D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1156/2026

CNR: RJHC010979512026 | URN: SAW / 2344U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 39, 5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building,  11Th-A Road, Sardarpura,  Jodhpur Having

Its  Registered  Office  At  19-A,  Dhulasar  Garden,  Ajmer  Road,

Jaipur Rajasthan- 302001.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, District Sirohi.

4. Sharif Khan S/o Noor Khan, R/o Janapur, Tehsil Pindwada,

District Sirohi.

5. Smt. Roshan Bano W/o Sharif Khan, R/o Janapur Tehsil

Pindwada, District Sirohi.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1158/2026

CNR: RJHC010968062026 | URN: SAW / 2346U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Commissioner Of Police, Jodhpur.

3. Sadik Khan S/o Satar Khan, R/o 1474, Subhash Colony,

Sojat Road, District Pali.

4. Smt Sharifa Bano W/o Yasin Khan, R/o 1474, Subhash

Colony, Sojat Road, District Pali.

5. Firoz Khan S/o Satar  Khan,  R/o Faulad Road,  Subhash

Colony, Sojat Road, District Pali.

6. Satar Khan S/o Fateh Mohd., R/o 1474, Subhash Colony,

Sojat Road, District Pali.

7. Satar Khan S/o Asin Khan, R/o 1474, Subhash Colony,
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Sojat Road, District Pali.

8. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1159/2026

CNR: RJHC010979152026 | URN: SAW / 2347U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 39, 5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Having

Its  Registered  Office  At  19  A  Dhulasar  Garden,  Ajmer  Road

Jaipur Rajasthan 302001.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, District Sirohi.

4. Naresh  Chandra  S/o  Vithla,  R/o  Near  Bansla  Ram  Ji

Mandir Banswara.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1161/2026

CNR: RJHC010977972026 | URN: SAW / 2349U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 39, 5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Having

Its  Registered  Office  At  19-A,  Dhulasar  Garden,  Ajmer  Road

Jaipur, Rajasthan- 302001.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Prakash  Sharma  S/o  Bansi  Lal,  R/o  Deenwa  Jawada,

District Chittorgarh.

5. Smt.  Chandri  Bai  Sharma W/o Unkar  Lal,  R/o  Deenwa

Jawada, District Chittorgarh.
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----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1162/2026

CNR: RJHC010981622026 | URN: SAW / 2350U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th-A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Prakash  Sharma S/o  Bansilal,  R/o  Patta  No.49,  Village

Dhinwa  Gram  Panchayat  Jawada,  Tehsil  Nimbaheda,

District Chittorgarh.

5. Smt. Chandri Bai Sharma W/o Unkar Lal, R/o Patta No.

49,  Village  Dhinwa  Gram  Panchayat  Jawada,  Tehsil

Nimbaheda, District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1167/2026

CNR: RJHC010981452026 | URN: SAW / 2357U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Buiding, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through Its Authorized

Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Udaipur

4. Himmat  Lal  Khatik  S/o  Shiv  Lal  Khatik,  R/o  Malio  Ka

Mohalla  Vallahab  Nagar,  Udaipur  Also  At  Patta  No.  -

56462 Misal No. 74, Sankalp - 03 Village Vallabh Nagar,

District Udaipur.

5. Smt  Sharda  W/o  Chandra  Lal,  R/o  Malio  Ka  Mohalla
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Vallahab Nagar, Udaipur

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1184/2026

CNR: RJHC010981722026 | URN: SAW / 2384U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh

4. Shivam Hair Saloon, At Village Tasvariya Post Bhatton Ka

Bamniya Tehsil Kapasan, District Chittorgarh.

5. Sampat  Lal  Sen  S/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Village  Tasvariya

Post  Bhatton  Ka  Bamniya  Tehsil  Kapasan,  District

Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1185/2026

CNR: RJHC010981292026 | URN: SAW / 2385U / 2026

Au  Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through Its Authorized

Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The  State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  The  Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General  Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Bhilwara.

4. Nathu Lal Teli S/o Devi Lal Teli, R/o Balaiyo Ka Mohala,

Nandsa Jageer, District Bhilwara.

5. Kamla Devi Teli W/o Not Known, R/o Balaiyo Ka Mohala,

Nandsa Jageer, District Bhilwara.
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----Respondents

*****

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1123/2026

CNR: RJHC010968222026 | URN: SAW / 2306U / 2026

Au Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan Jaipur Police

Head Quarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Phalodi.

4. Jethusingh  A Rajpurohit  S/o  Aman Singh,  R/o  Village

Gogo Ka Bas, Bavadi Kala Tehsil And District Phalodi.

5. Smt  Lila  Devi  Rajpurohit  W/o  Jethusingh,  R/o  Village

Gogo Ka Bas, Bavadi Kala Tehsil And District Phalodi.

----Respondents

Connected With

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1114/2026

CNR: RJHC010969762026 | URN: SAW / 2287U / 2026

Au Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. Shivam  Hair  Saloon,  Address  Village  Tasvariya,  Post

Bhatton Ka Bamniya, Chittorgarh

3. Sampat Lal S/o Not Known, R/o Village Tasvariya, Post

Bhatton Ka Bamniya, Chittorgarh.

4. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

5. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh
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----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1118/2026

CNR: RJHC010969992026 | URN: SAW / 2300U / 2026

Au Small  Finance Bank Ltd.,  Having Its  Office At  5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur,  Through  Its

Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati,

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional  Chief

Secretory  Of  Home  Department,  Government  Of

Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarters ,lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Jodhpur Rural.

4. Abdul  Rashid,  R/o  Near  Vyapario  Ki  Masjid,  Pipar

Jodhpur.

5. Smt. Aslam, R/o Near Vyapario Ki Masjid, Pipar Jodhpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1125/2026

CNR: RJHC010969552026 | URN: SAW / 2308U / 2026

Au Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Is  Officer  At  5Th  Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Age 37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Superintendent Of Police, Hanumangarh.

3. Manoj  Kumar  S/o  Ved  Prakash,  R/o  5  Chn Chanibadi

Tehsil Bhadra, District Hanumangarh.

4. Smt  Monika  W/o  Manoj  Kumar,  R/o  5  Chn  Chanibadi

Tehsil Bhadra, District Hanumangarh.

5. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1126/2026

(Uploaded on 29/10/2026 at 02:23:04 PM)
(Downloaded on 29/10/2026 at 02:32:11 PM)



                
[2026:RJ-JD:52513-DB] (21 of 54) [SAW-1107/2026]

CNR: RJHC010968322026 | URN: SAW / 2309U / 2026

Au Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. Krishna Kirana Store At, Through Ghasi Bai R/o Tejpura

Ki Dhani Tejpura Dist. Chittorgarh

3. Suresh Chand S/o Rameshwarlal, R/o Tejpura Ki Dhani

Tejpura Dist. Chittorgarh

4. Mukesh Chand S/o Rameshwarlal, R/o Tejpura Ki Dhani

Tejpura Dist. Chittorgarh

5. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

6. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1143/2026

CNR: RJHC010970292026 | URN: SAW / 2327U / 2026

Au Small  Finance  Bank  Ltd,  Having  Its  Office  At  5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its  Its  Authorized  Officer  Sh.  Gaurav  Bhati,  Aged  About  37

Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. Roshan  Lal  Jat  S/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Jato  Ka  Mohalla

Sandiyardi Kapasan, Chittorgarh.

3. Manju  Devi  W/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Jato  Ka  Mohalla

Sandiyardi Kapasan, Chittorgarh.

4. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

5. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

----Respondents
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D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1145/2026

CNR: RJHC010982132026 | URN: SAW / 2333U / 2026

Au Small  Finance Bank Ltd.,  Having Its  Office At  5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional  Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh

4. Pawan Mehara  S/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Village  Sulimagra

Tehsil Begun District Chittorgarh.

5. Gopal  Mehara  S/o  Not  Knwon,  R/o  Village  Sulimagra

Tehsil Begun District Chittorgarh.

6. Puja  Mehara  W/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Village  Sulimagra

Tehsil Begun District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

*****

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1097/2026

CNR: RJHC010961062026 | URN: SAW / 2260U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Jodhpur Rural.

4. Sayar  Ram S/o  Jagan  Ram,  R/o  Meghwalo  Ka  Bass

Somesar Setrawa, Shergarh Jodhpur (Rural).

5. Parvati  W/o  Sayar  Ram,  R/o  Meghwalo  Ka  Bass

Somesar Setrawa, Shergarh Jodhpur (Rural).
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----Respondents

Connected With

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1100/2026

CNR: RJHC010969702026 | URN: SAW / 2265U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur Through

Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati Aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Smt. Shyamu Ahir W/o Ratan Lal, R/o Bawalaas Tehsil

Rashmi District Chittorgarh.

5. Kanhaiya  Lal  S/o  Ratan  Lal,  R/o  Bawalaas  Tehsil

Rashmi District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1103/2026

CNR: RJHC010961142026 | URN: SAW / 2269U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its  Its  Authorized Officer  Sh.  Gaurav  Bhati,  Aged

About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Pali.

4. Madan  Lal  S/o  Mohanlal,  R/o  Kumharo  Ka  Bass

Murlidhar Ji Ka Chouk Chandwal, District Pali.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1104/2026
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CNR: RJHC010961312026 | URN: SAW / 2270U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Sirohi.

4. Puna Ram Kumhar S/o Hakmaram Kumhar, R/o Sadar

Bazar Pindwara, District Sirohi.

5. Hakmaram S/o Ruparam, R/o Sadar Bazar Pindwara,

District Sirohi.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1105/2026

CNR: RJHC010969422026 | URN: SAW / 2271U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its  Its  Authorized Officer  Sh.  Gaurav  Bhati,  Aged

About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. Mehra Kirana Store, 7 Jsl Gadhi Channi, Tehsil Bhadra,

District Hanumangarh.

3. Dara Singh S/o Gopal Singh, 7 Jsl Gadhi Channi, Tehsil

Bhadra, District Hanumangarh.hanumangarh

4. Gopal  S/o  Bhura  Ram,  7  Jsl  Gadhi  Channi,  Tehsil

Bhadra, District Hanumangarh.

5. Bharat  Singh  S/o  Gopal  Singh,  7  Jsl  Gadhi  Channi,

Tehsil Bhadra, District Hanumangarh.

6. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police
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Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

7. The Superintendent Of Police, Hanumangarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1113/2026

CNR: RJHC010969852026 | URN: SAW / 2285U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur  Through  Its

Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Pali.

4. Shokat Ali S/o Gafur Khan, R/o Kheda Ka Jav Jojawar,

District Pali.

5. Pharukh  Khan S/o  Gaphur  Khan,  R/o  Kheda  Ka  Jav

Jojawar, District Pali.

6. Gaphur  Khan  S/o  Khume  Khan,  R/o  Kheda  Ka  Jav

Jojawar, District Pali.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1116/2026

CNR: RJHC010970022026 | URN: SAW / 2298U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

37 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Jodhpur Rural.

4. Bhawar Lal Sharma S/o Kanhaiya Lal, R/o Jalwala Bass
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Joshiyo Ki Pole Mathaniya Jodhpur.

5. Kanhaiya Lal S/o Ramniwas, R/o Bijli Ghar Ka Samne

Mathaniya Jodhpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1117/2026

CNR: RJHC010967642026 | URN: SAW / 2299U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur,

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretory  Of  Home  Department,  Government  Of

Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarters ,lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Ashwira Stone, Having Its Office At Ward 05, Bhalot

District Chittorgarh.

5. Anish  Khan,  R/o  Patta  No  02,  Ward  No  Bhadesar

District Chittorgarh.

6. Smt Shabhina W/o Anish Khan, R/o Patta No 02, Ward

No 5 Bhadesar District Chittorgarh.

7. Akbar Khan, R/o R/o Patta No 02, Ward No 5 Bhadesar

District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1119/2026

CNR: RJHC010969782026 | URN: SAW / 2301U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur,

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief
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Secretory  Of  Home  Department,  Government  Of

Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarters ,lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Bhilwara.

4. Neetu  Suwalka  W/o  Late  Chotu  Lal  Suwalka,  R/o

Village  Gadri,  Gram  Panchayat  Reeth  Tehsil  Kotdi,

District Bhilwara.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1122/2026

CNR: RJHC010961242026 | URN: SAW / 2305U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Pushkarnath  S/o  Shobhanath,  R/o  Bandai  Javda

Panchayat  Samiti,  Bhesrodgarh,  Tehsil  Rawatbhata,

District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1124/2026

CNR: RJHC010969212026 | URN: SAW / 2307U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th-A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur.

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.
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2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Bikaner.

4. Jaitan  Lal  Nayak  S/o  Laxman  Ram,  Aged  About  54

Years,  Resident  Of  Nokha  Road,  Nayo  Ka  Mohalla,

Gangashahar, District Bikaner.

5. Laxmi  Devi  W/o  Jaitan  Lal  Nayak,  Aged  About  50

Years,  Resident  Of  Nokha  Road,  Nayo  Ka  Mohalla,

Gangashahar, District Bikaner.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1127/2026

CNR: RJHC010971792026 | URN: SAW / 2310U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Commissioner Of Police, Jodhpur Metropolitan.

4. Jawari  Lal  S/o  Pappa  Ram,  R/o  Vishnoiyo  Ka  Vas

Village, Khudala, District Jodhpur.

5. Manoharlal  S/o  Pappa  Ram,  R/o  Vishnoiyo  Ka  Vas

Village, Khudala, District Jodhpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1128/2026

CNR: RJHC010969342026 | URN: SAW / 2312U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through  Its  Authorized  Officer  Sh.  Gaurav  Bhati.  Age  36

Years.

----Appellant

Versus
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1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan,  Jaipur,

Police Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Commissioner Of Police, Jodhpur

4. Parvat Singh S/o Uday Singh, R/o 220 Bhilo Ka Bas,

Balarva, District Jodhpur.

5. Parvat Singh S/o Uday Singh, R/o Patta No. 70, Book

No. 05, Misal No. 62, Gram Panchayat, Balarva, District

Jodhpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1131/2026

CNR: RJHC010967722026 | URN: SAW / 2315U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Chittorgarh.

4. Shivraj Singh Sisodia S/o Shri Vijay Singh, R/o Village

Chiksi Tehsil And District Chittorgarh.

5. Vijay Singh Sisodia S/o Shri Indra Singh, R/o Village

Chiksi Tehsil And District Chittorgarh.

6. Bhagwant Kanwar W/o Indra Singh, R/o Village Chiksi

Tehsil And District Chittorgarh.

7. Bheru Singh S/o Indra Singh, R/o Village Chiksi Tehsil

And District Chittorgarh.

8. Gajraj Singh S/o Indra Singh, R/o Village Chiksi Tehsil

And District Chittorgarh.

9. Girja Kanwar W/o Vijay Singh, R/o Ward No.53, R/o

Village Chiksi Tehsil And District Chittorgarh.
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10. Samandra Singh S/o Tej Singh, R/o Village Bhatio Ka

Khesa Tehsil And District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1135/2026

CNR: RJHC010970142026 | URN: SAW / 2319U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan,  Jaipur,

Police Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Bikaner.

4. Ajit Singh S/o Umaid Singh, Resident Of Near Thakur Ji

Mandir Lakhasar Dungargarh, District Bikaner.

5. Madan  Singh  S/o  Umaid  Singh,  Resident  Of  Near

Thakur  Ji  Mandir  Lakhasar  Dungargarh,  District

Bikaner.

6. Parvati  W/o  Ajit  Singh,  Resident  Of  Near  Thakur  Ji

Mandir Lakhasar Dungargarh, District Bikaner.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1137/2026

CNR: RJHC010970202026 | URN: SAW / 2321U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan,  Jaipur,

Police Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.
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3. The Superintendent Of Police, Hanumangarh.

4. Ajit  Jha  S/o  Rampreet,  R/o  Ward  No.  16,  Near

Shamshan Bhabhuta Singh Colony, Tehsil And District

Hanumangarh.

5. Dayanand Jha S/o Rampreet, R/o Ward No. 16, Near

Shamshan Bhabhuta Singh Colony, Tehsil And District

Hanumangarh.

6. Vidhya  Devi  W/o  Mukhram,  R/o  Ward  No.  23,  Near

Shamshan Bhabhuta Singh Colony, Tehsil And District

Hanumangarh Also At Patta No. 1147, Bhabhuta Singh

Colony, Nagar Palika, Hanumangarh.

7. Rampreet Jha S/o Rmalalkhan, R/o Ward No. 16, Near

Shamshan Bhabhuta Singh Colony, Tehsil And District

Hanumangarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1138/2026

CNR: RJHC010969652026 | URN: SAW / 2322U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its  Its  Authorized Officer  Sh.  Gaurav  Bhati,  Aged

About 36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. Mahaveer General Store, Through Proprietor Mahaveer

Prasad S/o Kundan Lal, R/o Bhangarh Tehsil  Bhadra,

District Hanumangarh.

3. Mahaveer Prasad S/o Kundan Lal, R/o Bhangarh Tehsil

Bhadra, District Hanumangarh.

4. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

5. The Superintendent Of Police, Hanumangarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1139/2026

CNR: RJHC010969262026 | URN: SAW / 2323U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,
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Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur,

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretory  Of  Home  Department,  Government  Of

Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarters ,lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Commissioner Of Police, Jodhpur.

4. Kishan Singh S/o Karan Singh, R/o 152 Krishna Nagar,

Mata Ka Thank, Near Rto Office, Bjs, District Jodhpur.

5. Smt.  Sajjan  Kanwar  W/o  Jagannath  Singh,  R/o  152

Krishna Nagar, Mata Ka Thank, Near Rto Office, Bjs,

District Jodhpur.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1140/2026

CNR: RJHC010969392026 | URN: SAW / 2324U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Is Officer At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan Jaipur, Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Hanumangarh.

4. Subhash Chandra S/o Prabhu Ra, Resident Of Ward No.

3, Vpo, Ashakheda, Tehsil Dhabvali, District Sirsa.

5. Tarachand  S/o  Gopiram,  Resident  Of  Ward  No.  17

Dhaba, 6 Vgp Tehsil  Sangaria, District  Hanumangarh

Also At- Gram Panchayat Dhaba Patta No. 24, Tehsil

Sangaria, District Hanumangarh.

6. Lalit Kumar S/o Om Prakash, Resident Of Ward No. 20,
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Godara Basti, Tehsil Sangaria, District Hanumangarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1147/2026

CNR: RJHC010978612026 | URN: SAW / 2335U / 2026

Au Small  Finance  Bank Ltd.,  Having  Its  Office  At  39,  5Th

Floor, Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur

Having Its Registered Office At 19A Dhulasar Garden, Ajmer

Road Jaipur Rajasthan - 302001 (Through Authorized Officer

Gaurav Bhati S/o Purshottam Bhati Age 36 Years).

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Head Quarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, District Sirohi

4. Kailash Jat S/o Champalal, R/o Village Suthar Kheda

Tehsil Badi Sadri District Chittorgarh.

5. Gopal Lal Jat S/o Champalal, R/o Village Suthar Kheda

Tehsil Badi Sadri District Chittorgarh.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1150/2026

CNR: RJHC010978472026 | URN: SAW / 2338U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur  Having  Its

Registered Office At 19A Dhulasar Garden, Ajmer Road Jaipur

Rajasthan - 302001

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Jodhpur Rural, Jodhpur.

4. Mohammad  Asalam  S/o  Mohammad  Satar,  R/o

Vapariyo Ka Mohalla Ward No - 53 Pipad City District
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Jodhpur (Rural)

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1151/2026

CNR: RJHC010980862026 | URN: SAW / 2339U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At , 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Rajasthan,  Jaipur,

Police Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, District Bhilwara.

4. Himmat Lal Sen S/o Not Known, R/o 127 Janta Marg

Khatik Ward No. 38 Udaipur

5. Smt. Jyoti Sen W/o Himmat Lal, R/o 127 Janta Marg

Khatik Ward No. 38 Udaipur

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1157/2026

CNR: RJHC010980142026 | URN: SAW / 2345U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan Building, 11Th A Road, Sardarpura, Jodhpur

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, District Bikaner.

4. Raju Ram S/o Ram Chandra, R/o Ward No 13, Upni

Tehsil Dungargarh District Bikaner.

5. Shankar  Lal  Kaswan  S/o  Ramchandra,  R/o  Gram

Panchayat  Patta  No  31,  Book  No  53,  Upni  Tehsil

Dungargarh District Bikaner.

----Respondents
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D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1160/2026

CNR: RJHC010980352026 | URN: SAW / 2348U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd., Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur  Through  Its

Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Balotra.

4. Jeeva  Ram  S/o  Not  Known,  R/o  Budiwada,  Tehsil

Siwana, District Balotra.

5. Smt. Somti Devi W/o Jeeva Ram, R/o Budiwada, Tehsil

Siwana, District Balotra.

6. Mohammad Jahid S/o Not Known, R/o Sipahio Ka Bas,

Tehsil Siwana, District Balotra.

----Respondents

D.B. Special Appeal Writ No. 1183/2026

CNR: RJHC010968422026 | URN: SAW / 2383U / 2026

Au Small Finance Bank Ltd, Having Its Office At 5Th Floor,

Shantivan  Building,  11Th  A  Road,  Sardarpura,  Jodhpur

Through Its Authorized Officer Sh. Gaurav Bhati, Aged About

36 Years.

----Appellant

Versus

1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through The Additional Chief

Secretary Department Of Home, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Director General Of Police, Rajasthan, Jaipur Police

Headquarter, Lal Kothi, Jaipur.

3. The Superintendent Of Police, Pratapgarh.

4. Bhanu Pratap Singh S/o Devi Singh, R/o Patta No. 09,

Book No. 58, Survey No. 571, Misal No. 108, Village

Magroda, Tehsil And District Pratapgarh.

5. Devi Singh S/o Jujhar Singh, R/o Patta No. 09, Book
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No.  58,  Survey  No.  571,  Misal  No.  108,  Village

Magroda, Tehsil And District Pratapgarh.

6. Smt. Krishna Kanwar W/o Devi Singh, R/o Patta No.

09,  Book  No.  58,  Survey  No.  571,  Misal  No.  108,

Village Magroda, Tehsil And District Pratapgarh.

----Respondents

For Appellant(s) : Mr. Vijay Purohit.

For Respondent(s) : Mr. B.L. Bhati, AAG with
Mr. Deepak Chandak, AAAG
Mr. Sukhdev Sharma, AGC.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINIT KUMAR MATHUR 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRA SHEKHAR SHARMA

Judgment

BY THE COURT: (PER HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VINIT KUMAR MATHUR)

1. Date of conclusion of argument 26.10.2026

2. Date  on  which  the  judgment  was
reserved

26.10.2026

3. Whether  the  full  judgment  or  only
operative part is pronounced

Full Judgment

4. Date of Pronouncement  29.10.2026

1. The  present  batch  of  special  appeals  arise  out  of  the

common order  and  involve  the  same question  based  on  same

facts,  therefore,  the  same  are  being  decided  by  this  common

judgment.

2. For  convenience,  the  facts  mentioned  in  appeal  No.

1107/2026 are taken into consideration for deciding the present

controversy.

3. The present special appeals have been filed against the order

dated 12.08.2026 passed by the learned Single Bench, whereby

the  writ  petitions  filed  by  the  petitioners-appellants  have  been
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disposed of and the demand raised by the police authorities for

police  protection  charges  sought  under  Section  14  of  the

Securitisation  and  Reconstruction  of  Financial  Assets  and

Enforcement of Security Interest Act, 2002 (hereinafter referred to

as “the SARFAESI Act”) has been upheld, and a direction has also

been issued to levy the charges as per Rule 10 of the Rajasthan

Police Rules, 2008.

4. The essential facts, as projected in the present appeals, are

that the appellant-Bank is a secured creditor within the meaning

of the SARFAESI Act, and is engaged in the business of providing

financial facilities. The private respondents, being borrowers, had

availed  financial  facilities  from the  appellant-Bank  but  failed  to

discharge  their  repayment  obligations,  pursuant  to  which  their

loan account was classified as a Non-Performing Asset (NPA).

5. Consequent thereto, the appellant-Bank initiated proceedings

under the SARFAESI Act for enforcement of its security interest

and recovery of its outstanding dues. The appellant-Bank issued a

demand  notice  under  Section  13(2)  of  the  SARFAESI  Act  and

thereafter  initiated  the  requisite  statutory  measures  for  taking

possession of the secured asset. However, despite such measures,

the appellant-Bank could not obtain actual and physical possession

of the secured asset, a fact which has also been noticed in the

impugned judgment dated 12.08.26.

6. In view of the aforesaid circumstances, the appellant-Bank

approached the competent Designated Authority under Section 14

of  the  SARFAESI  Act  by  submitting  an  appropriate  application

seeking statutory assistance for taking physical possession of the
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secured asset.  Upon being satisfied with the requisite statutory

requirements,  the  Designated  Authority  passed  an  order  under

Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act directing the deployment of police

personnel  to  assist  the   appellant-Bank  in  obtaining  physical

possession of the secured asset.

7. During the course of implementation of the aforesaid order,

the respondent-police authorities raised a demand towards police

charges/fees for  the deployment of  police personnel  to  provide

assistance in taking physical possession of the secured asset. The

said  demand  was  raised  with  reference  to  the  circular  dated

03.02.2026 and other executive orders governing the levy of such

charges.

8.  Aggrieved by the aforesaid demand notice/order, as well as

the underlying circular dated 03.02.2026 and the other executive

orders/instruments,  the  appellant-Bank  preferred  writ  petitions

before learned Single Judge, challenging the legality and validity

of the demand raised by the respondent-police authorities.

9. The  learned  Single  Judge,  while  disposing  of  the  writ

petition, directed that the respondent-police authorities could raise

a demand for  providing  police  assistance pursuant  to  an order

passed under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act only at the rates

prescribed under Rule 10 of the Rajasthan Police Rules, 2008. In

doing so, the learned Single Judge proceeded on the premise that

the  police  authorities  were  entitled  to  levy  charges/fees  for

providing police  assistance in  taking physical  possession of  the

mortgaged/secured property.
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10. Being  aggrieved  by  and  dissatisfied  with  the  impugned

judgment  passed  by  the  learned  Single  Judge,  particularly  the

finding  recorded  by  the  learned  Single  Judge  recognizing  the

entitlement  of  the  respondent-police  authorities  to  levy

charges/fees for  such police assistance,  the appellant-Bank has

preferred  the  present  Special  Appeal  (Writ),  challenging  the

impugned order to the extent indicated herein above.

11. Hence, the present Special Appeals have been filed by the

appellant-Bank.

12. Learned counsel appearing for the appellant-Bank submitted

that  the  learned  Single  Judge  erred  in  law  in  treating  the

deployment of police personnel pursuant to an order passed under

Section 14 of the Securitisation and Reconstruction of Financial

Assets  and  Enforcement  of  Security  Interest  Act,  2002

(hereinafter  referred  to  as  “the  SARFAESI  Act”)  as  a  private

commercial service rendered to the appellant-Bank. He submitted

that  once  the  competent  Designated  Authority  had  passed  an

order under Section 14 of the Act of 2002 directing or authorising

the use of necessary force for securing possession of the secured

asset,  the  police  assistance  so  provided  was  in  aid  of  the

implementation of a statutory order and could not be equated with

a private security arrangement between the appellant-Bank and

the police authorities.

13. Learned  counsel  further  submitted  that  Section 14 of  the

SARFAESI Act provides a special statutory mechanism for enabling

a  secured  creditor  to  obtain  possession  of  the  secured  asset

through the assistance of the competent Magistrate. In particular,
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sub-section (2) of Section 14 empowers the Magistrate to take or

cause to be taken such steps and to use, or cause to be used,

such force as may be necessary for securing compliance with the

order passed under the said provision. He, therefore, submitted

that  the  deployment  of  police  personnel  in  the  present  case

constituted an incident of the statutory mechanism contemplated

under Section 14 and could not be regarded as an independently

procured  service  for  which  the  appellant-Bank  was  necessarily

liable to pay charges.

14. Learned  counsel  submitted  that  the  learned  Single  Judge

failed  to  appreciate  the  legal  consequences  flowing  from  the

aforesaid  statutory  character  of  the  police  assistance  and

erroneously proceeded on the principle of quid pro quo to sustain

the levy of police charges. According to learned counsel, the police

authorities  were  acting  in  furtherance  of  the  statutory  process

initiated  under  the  SARFAESI  Act  and  pursuant  to  the  order

passed by the competent Designated Authority. 

15. Learned counsel submitted that Section 46 of the Rajasthan

Police  Act,  2007,  provides  for  the  levy  of  charges  in  the

circumstances  contemplated  therein,  and  the  same  may  be

attracted  only  in  the  cases  involving  occupations,  gatherings,

exhibitions,  sales,  entertainments  and  other  activities  falling

within  the  ambit  of  the  said  provision,  where  additional  police

force  is  required  for  purposes  of  public  security  or  the

maintenance of public peace and order. He submitted that the said

provision does not expressly contemplate the levy of charges for

the deployment of police personnel in aid of the implementation of
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an  order  passed  by  a  competent  Designated  Authority  under

Section  14  of  the  SARFAESI  Act.  The  learned  Single  Judge,

therefore,  erred  in  extending  the  operation  of  Section  46  of

Rajasthan  Police  Act,  2007  to  a  situation  not  covered  by  its

express language.

16. Learned  counsel  further  submitted  that  a  provision

authorising  the  levy  of  a  monetary  charge  must  be  construed

strictly, and the scope of such a provision cannot be enlarged by

analogy, administrative convenience or executive practice. Learned

counsel emphasised that the expressions employed in Section 46

of  the  Rajasthan Police  Act,  2007 cannot  be  disregarded while

determining the circumstances in which the State is authorised to

recover charges for  the deployment of  police personnel.  In the

absence  of  a  clear  statutory  provision  covering  the  present

deployment, the impugned demand could not be sustained merely

on  the  ground  that  the  appellant-Bank  stood  to  benefit  from

obtaining possession of its secured asset.

17. Learned  counsel  submitted  that  the  learned  Single  Judge

proceeded  on  the  premise  that,  since  the  secured  asset  was

private property and the recovery of possession thereof advanced

the  commercial  interests  of  the  appellant-Bank,  the  police

assistance  provided  in  that  regard  constituted  a  private

commercial service. He submitted that such reasoning overlooked

the distinction between the ultimate benefit accruing to a secured

creditor and the legal character of the statutory process through

which possession is obtained. The mere fact that the exercise of a

statutory remedy advances the interests of a private party does
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not, by itself, transform the performance of a statutory function

into a commercial service.

18. Learned  counsel  also  assailed  the  reliance  placed  by  the

learned Single Judge upon Rule 10 of the Rajasthan Police Rules,

2008, which prescribes rank-wise rates for police services. It was

pointed  out  that  Rule  10  itself  contemplates  the  levy  of  user

charges in accordance with Section 46 of the Rajasthan Police Act,

2007.  Consequently,  Rule 10 is  necessarily  subordinate to,  and

dependent upon, the substantive provision contained in Section 46

and cannot enlarge the scope of the said provision or create an

independent category of liability not contemplated by the parent

enactment. He, therefore, submitted that the question of applying

the rates prescribed under Rule 10 could arise only after it was

first established that the deployment in question fell  within the

ambit  of  Section  46  or  not.  According  to  learned  counsel,  the

learned  Single  Judge  failed  to  take  into  consideration  this

important aspect of the matter.

19. Learned counsel  further  submitted that  the learned Single

Judge had himself recognised that an order passed under Section

14 of the SARFAESI Act constitutes a statutory direction requiring

administrative and police assistance for the delivery of possession

of the secured asset. Having acknowledged the statutory character

of such assistance, the learned Single Judge erred in subsequently

treating the same as a private commercial service availed by the

appellant-Bank.  He  submitted  that,  once  the  deployment  was

recognised  as  assistance  required  for  implementation  of  the

statutory mechanism under Section 14, the applicability of Section
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46 of  the Rajasthan Police Act,  2007, had to be independently

examined on the basis of its express language.

20. Learned counsel further submitted that the direction issued

by the learned Single Judge to the effect that the respondent-

police authorities could raise revised demand bills only at the rates

prescribed under Rule 10 of the Rajasthan Police Rules, 2008, did

not  afford  complete  and  effective  relief  to  the  appellant-Bank.

Learned counsel submitted that the appellant's principal challenge

was not confined to the quantum of charges demanded, but even

to levy such charges for providing police assistance in connection

with an order under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act, itself not in

accordance with law. Accordingly, learned counsel submitted that,

if Section 46 of the Rajasthan Police Act, 2007 was inapplicable to

the deployment in question, the entire demand was liable to be

quashed, rather than merely recalculated at the rates prescribed

under Rule 10.

21. Per  contra,  Mr.  B.L.  Bhati,  learned  Additional  Advocate

General,  appearing  on  behalf  of  the  respondent  authorities,

vehemently  opposed  the  present  batch  of  special  appeals  and

submitted that the mortgaged asset constitutes private property

and that taking of physical possession thereof ultimately serves

the commercial interests of the appellant-Bank. It was contended

that  the  deployment  of  police  personnel  for  facilitating  the

recovery of  such assets  does not  constitute a routine law-and-

order duty of the State, but rather amounts to the provision of an

additional service to the secured creditor, for which charges are

required to be recovered on the principle of quid pro quo.
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22. Learned Additional Advocate General, appearing on behalf of

the  respondent-police  authorities,  vehemently  opposed  the

submissions advanced by learned counsel for the appellant-Bank

and supported the order dated 12.08.2026 passed by the learned

Single  Judge.  He  submitted  that  the  learned  Single  Judge had

rightly held that the respondent-police authorities were entitled to

levy  charges  for  providing  police  assistance  in  taking  physical

possession of the mortgaged/secured asset pursuant to an order

passed under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act. Learned Additional

Advocate General further submitted that the learned Single Judge

had correctly directed that such charges could be levied only at

the rates prescribed under Rule 10 of the Rajasthan Police Rules,

2008. Accordingly, it was contended that the impugned order does

not warrant any interference by this Court and that the present

special appeals are liable to be dismissed.

23. We have considered the submissions made at the Bar and

have gone through the relevant record of the case.

24. To appreciate  the controversy in  its  proper perspective,  it

would be apposite to reproduce the relevant provisions of Section

14 of the SARFAESI Act and Section 46 of the Act of 2007, which

read as under:-

“Section 14 of SARFAESI Act :- 

14.  Chief  Metropolitan  Magistrate  or  District  Magistrate  to

assist secured creditor in taking possession of secured asset.-

(1) Where the possession of any secured asset is required to

be taken by the secured creditor or if any of the secured asset

is required to be sold or transferred by the secured creditor

under the provisions of this Act, the secured creditor may, for

the purpose of taking Metropolitan Magistrate or the District
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Magistrate within whose jurisdiction any possession or control

of any such secured asset, request, in writing, the Chief such

secured  asset  or  other  documents  relating thereto  may be

situated or found. to take possession thereof, and the Chief

Metropolitan  Magistrate  or,  as  the  case

may be, the District Magistrate shall, on such request being

made to him-

(a)  take  possession  of  such  asset  and  documents  relating

thereto; and

(b)  forward  such  assets  and  documents  to  the  secured

creditor:  

[Provided that any application by the secured creditor shall be

accompanied by an affidavit duly affirmed by the authorized

officer of the secured creditors declaring that-                  

(i) the aggregate amount of financial assistance granted and

the  total  claim  of  the  Bank  as  on  the  date  of  filing  the

application;

(ii)  the borrower has created security interest  over  various

properties and that the Bank or Financial Institution is holding

a valid and subsisting security interest over such properties

and the claim of the Bank or Financial Institution is within the

limitation period;

(iii)  the borrower has created security interest over various

properties giving the details of properties referred to in sub-

clause  (ii)  above;                

(iv) the borrower has committed default in repayment of the

financial  assistance  granted  aggregating  the  specified

amount;          

(v)  consequent  upon  such  default  in  repayment  of  the

financial  assistance  the  account  of  the  borrower  has  been

classified as a non-performing asset;

(vi) affirming that the period of sixty days notice as required

by the provisions of sub-section (2) of section 13, demanding

payment of the defaulted financial assistance has been served

on the borrower;

(vii)  the  objection  or  representation  in  reply  to  the  notice

received  from  the  borrower  has  been  considered  by  the

secured  creditor  and  reasons  for  non-acceptance  of  such

objection or  representation  had  been communicated  to  the
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borrower;           

(viii)  the  borrower  has  not  made  any  repayment  of  the

financial  assistance  in  spite  of  the  above  notice  and  the

Authorised Officer is, therefore, entitled to take possession of

the secured assets under the provisions of sub-section (4) of

section 13 read with section 14 of the principal Act;          

(ix)  that  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  the  rules  made

thereunder  had  been  complied  with:           

Provided further that on receipt of the affidavit from the

Authorised  Officer,  the  District  Magistrate  or  the  Chief

Metropolitan  Magistrate,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  after

satisfying the contents of the affidavit pass suitable orders for

the purpose of taking possession of the secured assets [within

a period of thirty days from the date of application]:

[Provided [also] that if no order is passed by the Chief

Metropolitan Magistrate or District Magistrate within the said

period of thirty days for reasons beyond his control, he may,

after recording reasons in writing for the same, pass the order

within  such  further  period  but  not  exceeding  in  aggregate

sixty days.]              

Provided  also  that  the  requirement  of  filing  affidavit

stated  in  the  first  proviso  shall  not  apply  to  proceeding

pending  before  any  District  Magistrate  or  the  Chief

Metropolitan Magistrate, as the case may be, on the date of

commencement of this Act.]                                

[(1A)  The  District  Magistrate  or  the  Chief  Metropolitan

Magistrate  may  authorise  any  officer  subordinate  to  him,-

(i) to take possession of such assets and documents relating

thereto;  and                 

(ii)  to  forward  such  assets  and  documents  to  the  secured

creditor.]                           

(2) For the purpose of securing compliance with the provisions

of sub-section (1),  the Chief Metropolitan Magistrate of the

District Magistrate may take or cause to be taken such steps

and use,  or  cause to  be  used,  such  force,  as  may,  in  his

opinion, be necessary.                   

(3) No act of the Chief Metropolitan Magistrate or the District

Magistrate [any officer authorised by the Chief Metropolitan

Magistrate or District Magistrate] done in pursuance of this
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section shall be called in question in any court or before any

authority.”

Section 46 of the Rajasthan Police Act, 2007:- 

“46. Payment for police service. - The State Government

may  levy  from  any  person,  who  carries  on  any  such

occupation,  gathering,  exhibition,  sale,  entertainment,  etc.,

for monetary gain, as may, for the purpose of public security

or  for  the  maintenance  of  public  peace  or  order,  require

deployment of additional police force, such user charges as

may be prescribed”. 

25. Section  14(1)  of  the  SARFAESI  Act,  empowers  the  Chief

Metropolitan Magistrate or the District Magistrate, upon a request

being made by  the secured creditor,  to  take possession of  the

secured assets and the documents relating thereto and forward

the same to the secured creditor. Sub-section (2) of Section 14

further empowers the Chief Metropolitan Magistrate or the District

Magistrate to take, or cause to be taken, such steps and to use, or

cause to be used, such force as may be necessary for securing

compliance  with  the  provisions  of  sub-section  (1).  A  conjoint

reading  of  the  aforesaid  provisions  makes  it  evident  that  the

statute not only confers power upon the competent authority to

facilitate the taking over of possession of the secured assets, but

also casts a corresponding duty upon such authority to ensure the

effective implementation of its directions in accordance with law.

Therefore, for effectively implementing the orders passed under

Section 14 of the Act of 2002, the police aid is required. Thus, the

State  Government  is  under  an  obligation  to  provide  the  same

without any charges.
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26. The orders passed by the Chief Metropolitan Magistrate or

the District Magistrate under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act are

statutory in nature as they bear the trappings of judicial orders,

inasmuch  as  they  are  passed  by  a  statutory  authority  in  the

exercise of powers conferred by law. The implementation of such

orders,  therefore,  constitutes  the  discharge  of  a  statutory

obligation in furtherance of the legislative mandate. The effective

implementation of such orders is essential to ensure the fulfillment

of  objects  underlying the SARFAESI Act  and that  the statutory

remedy provided to secured creditors is rendered meaningful and

efficacious and for this purpose, if the police assistance is required

then it is the duty of the State to provide the same without levy of

any charges. The police assistance required in the present case

cannot  be  equated  with  the  police  assistance  sought  for  as

mentioned in Section 46 of  the Act  of  2007, as the assistance

required in the present case is to provide aid to the sovereign

function  for  achieving  the  objectives  enshrined  under  the

SARFAESI Act,  whereas the assistance required for  maintaining

law and order in the private functions can be granted on payment

of cost as mentioned in Section 46 of the Act of 2007.

27. It is also significant to note here that the SARFAESI Act does

not prescribe any separate mechanism for the execution of orders

passed under Section 14. In this backdrop, the specific conferment

of power under sub-section (2) thereof to take such steps and

employ  such  force  as  may  be  necessary  assumes  considerable

significance.  The  said  provision  necessarily  contemplates  the

assistance of the police and other relevant authorities, wherever
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required, to facilitate the implementation of such orders. Where

police  assistance  is  requisitioned  for  discharging  this  statutory

obligation  and  implementing  the  directions  of  the  competent

authority,  the  same  partakes  of  the  character  of  a  sovereign

function of  the State.  Consequently,  the cost  of  providing such

assistance cannot be imposed upon the secured creditor merely

because  the proceedings  arise  out  of  a  commercial  transaction

between the secured creditor and the borrower.

28. A perusal of Section 46 of the Rajasthan Police Act, 2007

indicates that the State Government is empowered to levy charges

for  providing  additional  police  force  in  the  circumstances

contemplated therein,  including where such force is required in

connection with certain occupations, gatherings, exhibitions, sales

or  entertainments  conducted  for  monetary  gain,  or  for  the

purposes of public security, public peace or public order, however,

the provision does not specifically contemplate the levy of charges

for  police  assistance  requisitioned  for  the  implementation  of

statutory orders passed under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act.

The  legislative  scheme,  therefore,  distinguishes  between  the

provision  of  additional  police  force  for  private  purposes  or

activities falling within the ambit of Section 46 of the Rajasthan

Police  Act,  2007,  and  the  deployment  of  police  personnel  in

discharge of a statutory obligation imposed upon the State under

a special enactment.

29. In  the  present  case,  the  police  assistance  sought  by  the

appellant-petitioner was not for any independent private purpose,

but  for  implementation  of  orders  passed  by  the  competent
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authority under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act, with a view to

advancing  the  statutory  objectives  of  the  said  enactment.  The

State,  being  under  an  obligation  to  facilitate  the  effective

implementation of such orders, cannot insist upon the payment of

charges in absence of a clear statutory provision authorising the

levy of such charges in the circumstances in question. The mere

fact that the underlying loan transaction is commercial in nature

does  not  alter  the  character  of  the  statutory  process  through

which possession of the secured assets is sought to be taken.

30. We also find that the learned Single Judge, in paragraph 19

of  the  impugned  order,  has  observed  that  although  the  loan

transaction between the borrower and the bank arises out of a

commercial  arrangement,  the  enforcement  mechanism  is

governed  by  the  statutory  provisions  of  Section  14  of  the

SARFAESI Act, however, the said provision facilitates the taking

over of possession of secured assets through the intervention of

the competent statutory authority, with police assistance wherever

necessary. It has also been recognised by the Hon’ble Supreme

Court that directions issued by the Chief Metropolitan Magistrate

or the District Magistrate under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act

are  statutory  in  nature  and require  the administration and the

police to facilitate the delivery of possession of the secured assets.

Despite such observation, the relief prayed for in the writ petitions

has been denied.

31. In view of the aforesaid statutory scheme and the nature of

the obligation involved, it is incumbent upon the State to ensure

the effective implementation of orders passed under Section 14 of
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the  SARFAESI  Act  by  providing  the  requisite  police  assistance,

without  levying  charges  upon  the  secured  creditor  in  the

circumstances of the present case. Section 46 of the Rajasthan

Police Act, 2007 cannot be construed as authorising the imposition

of such charges where the police force is deployed in aid of the

implementation  of  statutory  orders  passed  by  the  competent

authority  in  effective  implementation  of  the  objects  of  the

SARFAESI Act.

32. In  a  somewhat  similar  matter,  the  Division  Bench  of  the

Allahabad High Court, in PNB Housing Finance Ltd. v. State of

Uttar  Pradesh  (Writ  –  C  No.9723  of  2024),  decided  on

14.11.2024, has held as under:—

“The above quoted provision evidently says that the District

Magistrate or the Chief Metorpolitan Magistrate may authorize

any officer subordinate to him (i) to take possession of such

assets  and  documents  relating thereto;  and (ii)  to  forward

such  assets  and  documents  to  the  secured  creditor.  This

makes intention of the legislature clear, that, it is the

District Magistrate or the Chief Metropolitan Magistrate

(who in the State of U.P. would be the Chief Judicial

Magistrate)  are  obliged  to  take  possession  of  such

assets and documents relating thereto, and to forward

such  assets  &  documents  to  the  secured  creditor.

Therefore,  it  is  not  the  secured  creditor  who  after

obtaining an order under Section 14 of the Act, 2002

who is  supposed to run from pillar to post or  to the

police  personnel  to  get  the  order  executed,  it  is  the

obligation  of  the  aforesaid  officer.  Further,  for  the

purpose of securing compliance with the provisions of

Sub-section (1) of the Act, 2002, the Chief Metropolitan

Magistrate or the District Magistrate may take or cause

to be taken such steps and use, or cause to be used,

such force, as may, in his opinion, be necessary. This

also makes it clear that it is the statutory obligation of

the  District  Magistrate  or  the  Chief  Metropolitan

Magistrate / Chief Judicial Magistrate, to take or cause
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to be taken such steps and use, or cause to be used,

such force, as may, in his opinion, be necessary. In fact,

a separate execution case or enforcement case need not be

registered  either  by  the  District  Magistrate  or  the  Chief

Judicial Magistrate, but after passing of requisite orders under

Section  14  of  the  Act,  2002,  its  execution  should  also  be

ensured and after possession has actually been handed over

to  the  secured  creditor,  only  then  the  proceedings  under

Section 14 should be consigned and treated as concluded, not

prior to it. It appears that after passing of such orders, the

District Magistrates or the Chief Judicial Magistrates leave the

secured creditor to the mercy of the police personnel, as if, it

is  the  secured  creditor  who has  to  get  the  order  enforced

through the police, which is not the correct legal position” 

33. Providing of police assistance at free of cost would facilitate

the  fulfillment  of  the  objectives  and  purposes  for  which  the

SARFAESI  Act,  2002  was  enacted.  For  the  purpose  of  ready

reference, aims and objects of SARFAESI Act reads as under: -

“The financial sector has been one of the key drivers in

India's efforts to achieve success in rapidly developing

its  economy.  While  the  banking  industry  in  India  is

progressively  complying  with  international  prudential

norms and accounting practices there are certain areas

in which the banking and financial sector do not have a

level playing field as compared to other participants in

the financial  markets  in  the  world.  There  is  no  legal

provision for facilitating securitisation of financial assets

of  banks  and  financial  institutions.  Further,  unlike

international banks, the banks and financial institutions

in  India  do  not  have  power  to  take  possession  of

securities and sell them. Our existing legal framework

relating to commercial transactions has not kept pace

with  the  changing  commercial  practices  and  financial

sector  reforms.  This  has  resulted  in  slow  place  of

recovery of defaulting loans and mounting levels of non-

performing  assets  of  banks  and  financial  institutions.

Narasimham  Committee  I  and  II  and  Andhyarujina

Committee constituted by the Central Government for
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the purpose of examining banking sector reforms have

considered the need for changes in the legal system in

respect  of  these areas.  These Committees,  inter  alia,

have  suggested  enactment  of  a  new  legislation  for

securitisation  and  empowering  banks  and  financial

institutions to take possession of the securities and to

sell them without the intervention of the court. Acting

on  these  suggestions,  the  Securitisation  and

Reconstruction of Financial Assets and Enforcement of

Security Interest Ordinance, 2002 was promulgated on

the  21st  June,  2002  to  regulate  securitisation  and

reconstruction  of  financial  assets  and  enforcement  of

security interest and for matters connected therewith or

incidental  thereto.  The  provisions  of  the  Ordinance

would enable banks and financial institutions to realise

long-term  assets,  manage  problem  of  liquidity,  asset

liability mismatches and improve recovery by exercising

powers to take possession of securities, sell them and

reduce non-performing assets by adopting measures for

recovery or reconstruction.”

34. In  view  of  the  above,  this  Court  is  of  opinion  that  an

efficient, robust and expeditious mechanism for the recovery of

outstanding dues would not only instil confidence among banking

institutions in the country to lend money with greater assurance

and security, but would also strengthen the financial ecosystem,

facilitate  the  smooth  flow  of  credit,  and  ultimately  serve  as  a

catalyst for the sustained growth, economic prosperity and overall

development of our nation. Accordingly, we are of the considered

view that the learned Single Judge was not justified in rejecting

the claim of the appellant-Bank and directing it to deposit charges

at  the  rates  prescribed  under  Rule  10  of  the  Rajasthan  Police

(Uploaded on 29/10/2026 at 02:23:04 PM)
(Downloaded on 29/10/2026 at 02:32:11 PM)



                
[2026:RJ-JD:52513-DB] (54 of 54) [SAW-1107/2026]

Rules,  2008,  for  the  provision  of  additional  police  force  to

implement orders passed under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act. 

35. Hence,  the  appeals  merit  acceptance  and  the  same  are,

hereby,  allowed.  The  order  dated  12.08.2026  passed  by  the

learned  Single  Judge  is  quashed  and  set  aside,  and  the  writ

petitions  stand  allowed.  The  respondent-State  is  directed  to

provide  the  requisite  additional  police  force  for  effective

implementation  of  orders  passed  under  Section  14  of  the

SARFAESI Act, without levying any charges in this regard.

36. The  stay  application(s)  and  other  pending  applications,  if

any, also stand disposed of.

(CHANDRA SHEKHAR SHARMA),J (VINIT KUMAR MATHUR),J

Crt_2 (2039)
D-A/66-102 except 67 & 75, S-A/136-142 & 
Today S-A/153-177/-
C.P. Goyal/-
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