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Order

13/04/2026

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 3586/2026:-

By way of filing the present writ petition, the petitioner has

prayed for the following reliefs:-

"It is, therefore, humbly and respectively prayed that
your lordship may graciously be pleased to accept and allow
this writ petition and call for the entire record of the case
and
A. By an appropriate writ order or direction, any order
denying the candidature of the petitioner for the post of
Fourth-class Employee in pursuance of the advertisement
dated 03.03.2025 (Annex-1) against the category of EWS
BLV may kindly be quashed and set aside.

B. By an appropriate writ order or direction, the respondents
may kindly be directed to consider the actual category of the
petitioner i.e. EWS BLV instead of OBC BLV and permit the
petitioner in the further selection process for the post of
Fourth-class in pursuance of the advertisement dated
03.03.2025.

C. By an appropriate writ, order or direction, the
respondents may kindly be directed to not to deny the
selection and appointment and not to reject the candidature
of the petitioner on the ground of filling of wrong category
l.e. OBC BLV Instead of EWS BLV.

D. Any other appropriate writ, order or direction which this
Hon'ble Court may deem just and proper in the facts and
circumstances of the case may kindly be passed in favour of
the petitioner.

E. Writ petition filed by the petitioner may kindly be allowed
with costs.”

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 3953/2026:-

By way of filing the present writ petition, the petitioner has

prayed for the following reliefs:-

"It is, therefore, humbly and respectfully prayed that
this writ petition of the petitioner may kindly be allowed: -
A. By an appropriate writ order or direction, any order
denying the candidature of the petitioner for the post of
Class-1V Employee in pursuance of the advertisement dated
12.12.2024 (Annex-4) for Non-TSP Area against the
category of OBC Widow may kindly be quashed and set
aside.

B. By an appropriate writ order or direction, the
respondents may kindly be directed to consider the actual
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category of the petitioner i.e. OBC Widow instead of OBC
and permit her in the further selection process for the post
of Class-IV Employee in pursuance of the advertisement
dated 12.12.2024 for Non-TSP Area.
C. By an appropriate writ, order or direction, the
respondents may kindly be directed to afford appointment
to the petitioner on the post of Class-IV Employee as per
her marks. in of the advertisement pursuance 12.12.2024
for Non-TSP Area against the category of OBC Widow with
all consequential benefits. D. By an appropriate writ, order
or direction, the respondents may kindly be directed to not
to deny the selection and appointment and not to reject the
candidature of the petitioner on the ground of filling of
wrong category i.e. OBC instead of OBC Widow.
E. Any other appropriate writ, order or direction which this
Hon'ble Court may deem just and proper in the facts and
circumstances of the case may kindly be passed in favour of
the petitioner.
F. Writ petition filed by the petitioner may kindly be allowed
with costs.”

2. The present writ petitions have been filed by the petitioners

challenging the denial of correction in their respective categories,
namely, EWS (BLV) instead of OBC (BLV) in S.B. CWP No.
3586/2026, and OBC (Widow) instead of OBC in S.B. CWP No.
3953/2026.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that at the
time of filling the application forms pursuant to Advertisement No.
19/2024 issued wunder the Rajasthan Class-IV Services
(Recruitment and Other Service Conditions) Rules, 1999 for the
post of Class-IV employee, the petitioners, due to inadvertence
and lack of knowledge, submitted their applications under
incorrect categories. It was further submitted that if the
petitioners are permitted to rectify the errors/mistakes committed
by them, they would fall within the zone of merit.

4.  Per contra, learned counsel for the respondents submitted

that Clause 17 of Advertisement No. 19/2024 dated 12.12.2024
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specifically provided that a candidate would be granted one
opportunity to make corrections in the application form after the
cut-off date upon payment of a fee of Rs. 300/-. It was submitted
that the petitioners failed to avail such opportunity. Learned
counsel further submitted that the respondents also issued a press
note dated 07.10.2025 granting an additional opportunity to
candidates to make necessary corrections in their application
forms during the period from 06.10.2025 to 16.10.2025; however,
the petitioners again failed to avail the said opportunity.

5. Learned counsel for the respondent submitted that once the
petitioners failed to make the necessary corrections in their
application forms despite being afforded repeated opportunities,
they are not entitled to any relief from this Court. It was further
submitted that the issue involved in the present case is squarely
covered by the orders dated 01.04.2026 passed by this Court in
S.B. CWP N0.4599/2026, titled "Munni Devi vs. State of Rajasthan
& Anr”, and order dated 06.04.2026 passed in S.B. CWP
No.2821/2026, titled “Kiran Kanwar vs. State of Rajasthan & Anr.”.
6. Heard.

7. Clause 17 of the advertisement dated 12.12.2024 issued by

the respondent-Board is reproduced below for ready reference:

17, STl 3Ided H GAEE Pl GBAr— IS FINT
SIS 3de H HIET &G Pl SberigT HrfT gF
YIBIR TEl a7 ST §18 T OfeT [3sisT faid 14.
07.2023 T Jic [l 3m+=7eff &I 3797 OTR 4 &I &
TFE fAar & TrE, ST U forT d gRad= &ver & ar
SV WITTH 379 3TN,/ STT3TER § gRac— &ear—T 81T
dqeErd OTR WP Q¥ BF &1 §C Q&I ST [oread

SITETN,/ THIITEIN d gof FdI SIeT 99 OTR H vad: &l
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T ST epeff @l dmge OTR H gRerr A
RIS 4 v HeT [Hard d qifed weET R bl
sgAld & T &/ efl W @¥d @ JUNId &
SITTTIST 31 ¥ | Ifa 3rgeff vl &1 3if7ers— e
WeAT @Y gaT & al Vel Refd H siiaensT SdeT o
FIET BV Bl G B GINTT o SW W @ T75, far
P T ST U [T § ufRadT @) srgafa & 8ft
sreff @l afe 3ReoT S/ [REATTSTT 4vi,/qeT [Hard H
WO @NT & dl Usal SW OTR Yol GV SIN&T
st/ fReTTToTT &Yl qeT [AarT H e B ERIT
S B WT P SlIclgT e 4 Yd d ¥Y T 3NET
st /feerTorT 8 /qeT [ard H  HIRT B @l
fawey Qucrer 8 W, ford SUINT H oldby g8 qifed
TITT HY THdT &/ s 3ds  Submit [T G
P gIEIq Jie 31d]d Bl [l gBR Bl Flc B g
AT & al et siraegT sdeT # Biel EwiEN U9
97 qael @I Raldad T8 ¥ 9 oif 997 OTR &
T T @ &/ AT GIeN 4 g8 GANT [TIgER B
wHar &—

i. gl pIg argeff 319+ SiTTorIs 3daT d TET BT
FIEaT & al SdeT kT @l Jfaq femie @ gemiq o7
feaw & Hiav [FEiRa ged 300,/— ®GI IBY STelIgT
STAGT H HINETT BV THT &/ 377IgT 3daT 7 3regeff
BIcl, §¥aRY U9 97 §arel &I gRafkia T8 &% qrgr
off 997 OTR @ WAY o Pl & J7 717, foar &7 7
Tt o geaifa ] 9T miafdrfeeyr 4 e faar o
TPIT | FeIfors irar 7 el sifaw [afr & ggmig o7
fead & & W @x HHd 8/ AP GIEAnT
Serfores Jrgar @ dlad H IS/ [Q9afdenery &1 T,
NIeT 7, Scivf ¥ SIeT H BIS AT T8I BV TP
I GRT G Braferd 3e¥ [Q9Id 27.07.2023 & SN
3IIIeIgT 37T @ [ord One Time Registration
(OTR) H i/ Irvgar 4 #acT 719 VHINT \9ET
@ sigAfa & Th &1 wdvem sryeff syT OTR H
SforeE T d qifed GO BY ofd | 3rgeff wenerT
HVT P IUNT 8 3T 39qT ¥/ Ifa geff ydf
BT STTeTIZT 3ae" WaHe HY gol & ar vl Refa
srreff bl Sleifiren Irgar 4 HOlE &Y &g Uge, OTR
U9 GV ¥q P! eI AT d T BN T §9
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97 IEIfors Fyar § WO N &1 [ddbed ¥ P
SITTeTIgT 3TdeT & 3iclig 3llde &I TIfed HvT Pl
3afer @ G SYerel 8V o SUINT H ofeY d8
Serfores Irgar ¥ qifsd TOET BY THaT 8/ STesT
31AGT H WO 8G [MEIRT WIT AT BRIT P GIAT
STl 39T BN Pl Gibar & THrT & 8rft)

i. gfc faredt spereff @ SifaengT aimdeT d Fic V& wirdl &
TAT TE [H¥ BRUGST 3deT BN Bl SfaF fE B
g 7 QAW P HIav 3G STcIsT EdeT H AIET
T&l BV gIar & f 9% 37T g T ST H FIET
BN BT Vb SN SAF aHY GNIET ST B GIEr
SIengT IS WAlT & VP [99Td FHI [QAT GRFIT
foread srgeff 3rqe SiIenig T e @ Fic Bl ITearg T
WO BY  HDAT| SidclisT 3ded H WIUlET &G
fesie vq WY @l AT YUAH H §Ie Bl dGHIsC D
qETH W & SR Saa [AEiRa wHT J srreff g
SIeTgT 3ded H [FEiRa GeET Yok 300,/— WYY
STelIg 3457 BN DI GBIl & FH YA BN
TITETT BN TDT |

jiii. 9B GG 3oz 3lacd H [d¥dl TBHR BT
T / GRaTT YfIBIN T8 a7 STRINIT T O¥ [t

oI 3 @1 G 1 sveff @T 8T

8. Having heard learned counsel for the parties and upon

perusal of the material available on record, this Court finds merit
in the submissions advanced on behalf of the respondents that
despite being granted more than two opportunities to rectify
mistakes in the application forms, the petitioners failed to avail
the same. The Hon’ble Division Bench of this Court, in D.B. Civil
Writ Petition No. 15900/2021 (Mustak Khan vs. The Rajasthan
High Court, Jodhpur & Ors.), while rejecting a request for change

of category at a belated stage, has held as under:
"5. On the other hand, learned counsel for the
respondents while relying on the judgment of this
Court in Sunil Bhanwariya Registrar, Examination
Cell, RHC, Jodhpur & Anr. submits that the petitioner
having participated in the preliminary examination in
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the General category cannot raise this issue at
belated stage after declaration of the result for the
post of District Judge.

8. In the considered opinion of this Court, having
participated in the examination and knowing that he
has applied in the General category, he cannot be
allowed to change his category from General to OBC
(NCL) category. No prima facie case is made out by
the petitioner. He did not file any proof to the effect
that he made any endeavour to change his category
in the application form from General to OBC (NCL).”

9. In light of the above discussion as well as the observations
made by the Hon’ble Division Bench, this Court does not find any
ground to interfere in the present writ petitions. The same are,
accordingly, dismissed.
10. The stay petition(s) as well as all pending application(s), if
any, stand disposed of.

(KULDEEP MATHUR),J
100 & 102 divya/-



