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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 7120/2026

Nirmala Sharma D/o Sampat Kumar Sharma W/o Lokesh Kumar
Sharma, Aged About 44 Years, R/o Ward No. 41, Sukh Sagar
Apartment, Flat No. 108, Rani Sati Road, Sikar, District Sikar
(Raj.)
----Petitioner
Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Principal Secretary, Depart-
ment Of Administrative Reforms, Govt. Of Rajasthan,
Jaipur (Raj.)

2. The Rajasthan Staff Selection Board, State Agriculture
Management Insitute Premises, Durgapura, Jaipur (Raj.)
Through Secretary.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. R.K. Gouttam
For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Kartikeya Sharma

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAVI CHIRANIA
Order

22/04/2026

1. The petitioner has filed the instant writ petition challenging
the action of the respondents as they are not considering her
candidature in the matter of advertisement No0.19/2024 dated
12.12.2024 for the post of ‘Class-IV Employee’ in the 'General
Widow E.W.S.' category for which the cut-off is 0.017, whereas,
she has secured 1.6178 marks as per the result declared by the
respondents.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner

was issued the E.W.S. certificate on 11.02.2026 and she is eligible
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and entitled to submit the certificate prior to the date of appoint-
ment.

3. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of respondent-
Rajasthan Staff Selection Board strongly opposed the submissions
made by learned counsel for the petitioner.

4. This Court notes that the petitioner appeared in the
recruitment process for the advertised post under the ‘General
Widow’ category for which the cut-off was declared as 30.6569,
whereas she secured 1.6178 marks. Further, when she failed to
pass the selection process under the 'General Widow’ category,
she obtained a E.W.S. certificate on 11.02.2026, i.e., after the
declaration of the result dated 06.02.2026. On account of failure
to get her name in the final merit-list, she obtained the said
certificate post the result and prayed that her candidature be
considered under the ‘General E.W.S. Widow' category as she had
secured marks higher than the cut-off for the ‘General E.W.S.
Widow’ category.

5. In view of the above, it is clear that the petitioner was not
having certificate of ‘General E.W.S.” category at the time of
submission of the application as well as at the time of declaration
of result dated 06.02.2026, therefore, now she cannot pray for a
change of category, more so when she failed to get selected in the
respective category in which she applied initially.

6. The Co-ordinate Bench of this Court have considered a
similar issue in the matter of ‘Kavita Sharma Vs. Rajasthan
Staff Selection Board’” in S.B. Civil Writ Petition
No0.2491/2026 dated 19.03.2026 wherein the following order

was passed:-
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"1. Although, the matter was listed on
application for stay vacation. With the consent of
parties, arguments on writ petition were heard
finally.

2. The above writ petition has been filed by
the petitioner challenging the denial of correction
in her category in the recruitment process for
the post of Class-1V employees.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits
that the petitioner participated in the direct
recruitment process for the post of Class-1V
employee initiated by Rajasthan Staff Selection
Board, Jaipur.

4. In the present writ petition, petitioner
belongs to 'General EWS Widow' category. On
account of the fact that the petitioner is less
educated and has no knowledge with regard to
computer or the process of filing the online
application form, got her form filled through
third person/E-Mitra, who instead of showing the
category of petitioner as 'General EWS Widow',
showed the petitioner as 'General Widow'.

5. It is also submitted by learned counsel for
the petitioner that after filing the application
form, the petitioner participated in the written
examination and although, she secured more
marks than the cut-off marks declared for
'‘General EWS Widow' candidate, yet only on
account of human error occurred while
submitting the application form, the petitioner
was not considered in the category of 'General
EWS Widow'.

6. It is further submitted by learned counsel
for the petitioner that after declaration of result,
petitioner also submitted application/affidavit
seeking correction in her category, yet no action
was taken by the respondent-Board. It is also

submitted that, in case, the petitioner was
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treated in the category of 'General EWS Widow',

then she would have secured proper place in the

merit list for further consideration in the
recruitment process.
7. I have heard learned counsel for the

petitioner and perused the record.

8.

Clause 17 of the advertisement issued by

respondent-Board is reproduced hereunder:

“17. TS SdeT H HIET P AHAT—
9IS §IT SIITclig 31daT § HIET &g PIg
SITHATST T UF WIBR T&l 131 ST |
g g GRlI @€ e 14.07.
2023 GIRT Il faredt aveff @l a9 OTR
WY @ T, [Oar & 9, TEarer v forr 4
gRadT @aT & df 9W TIGTH 3T
SN,/ GTH3IEN. H gRad—  &varar 8177

aaearqg OTR &hIT U Bd PT g7 QaT
EIIT o7t SITETR,/ STl § &of 7d1 STeT
gWd OTR H ¥aa: & 3T Wi | sredl &l
397 OTR H 3RV s, [aeqrrorT vl vq

7ol [9arT 4 qifesad GeET dvd B AT &1

7s & el wWengs v % Quvd &)

STTAIET T Y/ e argeff wdf @

SIS 3deT HAHS HY FHl & df V!
Regfar d 3ifqoris= 3rdeT 4 TorErT Hvd @)
Ay & ST M 99 W@ @ T, fUar &
T, Saer vq form d gRadT @1 srgald
T8 Erft) epEff @ Ffe aeErTT
st/ fRegrrorT  &1vf /qer AT H A9
Hvd & a Ygel 9W OTR U U¥ 37V
sf / fRegrrorT &/ qe Aard H A9
BT BT 9% OV ¥qT P 3ITollgT 3daT
7 qd d W T Ve 8ol ferrorT
sl /HeT fAard H HIRET Hd BT [Apey
Qycrel g W, ford SUIRT H oy a8
giford INET BV WHal 8/ STelgTd 3de
Submit &3 5 @ geEiq Ife sTded Bl
f&<dl gbv @1 FIc @1 gar airar & al sl
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3TTonigT 3de d Wil EWIEY Vd 9T
@ s gRafda 98 &% gre ot see
OTR & WHY Tof @ &/ A Gaamil 4 TF
G [FIgER BV GHar &—

i. gfe &I argeff s SiersT 3deT
YIYIIETT NIl FEdl & dl Sdad T @l o
a7 femiad @& geanq o7 faaw @ Hiav fAEiRa

Yok 300,/— WYY THY SIS T 3deT H

TR BN AHAT &/ SAeNsd dEeT H
areff wlel gvamRN U9 9T QaTel @l
yRafda 78 &+ greer &if 8@+ OTR & &aT
gof @ & g T Qar &1 T o),
ferr ganfe) o glaffear & Gener far
ST R IEforE grgar 4 spreff sifaw
[afr & gearq 07 feaw # & HIET BV
¥ed & gHe gearq delie Irgar @
Pl H qI8/ favqfdenera &1 TH Ve A,
Savf 9f g § @i @ g7 T By
GBI G NI GRI Praferd RY [RTId

27.07.2023 @ SR JTAGT 3EAGT P [ord

One Time Registration (OTR) #
efors grgar ¥ dacT A7 THIIT T
@1 sgAfa & W 21 wagerm srefl ot
OTR # 3leifores Jraar 4 aifed woeT &Y
od | Svgefl  HIerT #vd @ JUNI &l
STTNET 3T Y/ Ife aryeff wdff @
SITAIST 31deT HIMHT BN gHT & al Vel
Reffer & srreff @1 ieifores graar 5 wemerT
Fv? &g UEW, OTR U9 §v wW@Wq I
7o Jrgar § WO BVl 8NIT 399 9

Serfore grgar § 9T By BT [dbod &g

@ STclIgT 3TaeT H STl T ded Bl
TNfET BN B AT @ G YT VBT,
ot SUaRT H v g8 Slefore grgar d
giford INET BV WHal 8/ STelgTd 3de
A G 8 FEIRT W WHT @R @)
ibar JegT AT BT Bl Glhar &
w4 & 8l

[CW-7120/2026]
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ii. Iic f&dr s=rell & SiiTengT 3maeT H
JIC ¥8 Wrdl & o g8 vl BIRUae Sde
Hvd P SffaF faTie @ gemig 7 fkaw @
TV g7 SJiTorisT 3deT H WIT &g T8l
&Y GIar & df 99 3UT 3JTeigT 3deT H
T BN BT VB SR AT Y GYIET
ST @ qeErq  Sidesd  Flc AT
8g V& Afaa w7y fagr T fored el
3G ITelIgT 31deT @I FIS Bl SHITeAST
GINET BN THIT | TAeAIgT 3daT d TerT
8 a1 va FHT @ I gAd W qIS Bl
dgwIgc @ HRIH W &1 RFfT ST [HEia
THT F opygeff sy 3ifengT SdeT H
FEIRe G &7 gob 300,/ — WUI SHITATgT
AT PN DI GHAT B FHAT YIAT BV
9T &7 BY THIT] "

9. Aforesaid Clause of the advertisement would
make it clear that in order to obviate any possibility
of discrepancies in the application as well as to
grant opportunities to the candidates for making
necessary correction in the application form,
provisions have been made, where on two different
occasions rectification in the application form was
allowed. Firstly, the candidate could have made
rectification within seven days from the last date of
filing of application form and as per Clause 17(ii) of
the advertisement, and even if any candidate fails
to make rectification and could not avail the first
opportunity then, after completion of examination,
second opportunity would be granted to the
respective candidate for making necessary
corrections.

10. In the instant case, before appearing in the
examination, the petitioner was issued admit card,
in which also category of the petitioner was shown
as 'General Widow' and not as 'General EWS
Widow', even then, the petitioner did not raise any

objection and appeared in the examination as
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'‘General Widow' candidate. Even after examination,
Board has issued one press note as well as
published it on its official website granting
opportunity of rectification in the application form
even after completion of examination. However, the
petitioner even then did not submit any application
for seeking the necessary rectification.
11. It is only after declaration of result, when the
petitioner found that she has not secured proper
place in the selection list as per the category filed
by her, she submitted application for rectification,
which was not entertainable as per the Scheme of
examination declared by respondent-Board.
12. It is settled proposition of law that category of
the candidate cannot be allowed to be changed at
subsequent stage, as held by the Co-ordinate
Bench of this Court at Principal Seat, Jodhpur in
D.B. Civil Writ Petition No0.15900/2021
(Mustak Khan Vs. The Rajasthan High Court
Jodhpur & Ors.), the relevant portion of the
aforesaid order is reproduced as hereunder: -

"5.  On the other hand, learned counsel

for the respondents while relying on the

judgment of this Court in Sunil

Bhanwariya v. Registrar, Examination

Cell, RHC, Jodhpur & Anr. submits that

the petitioner having participated in the

preliminary examination in 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
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change his category in the application
form from General to OBC (NCL)."

13. In the light of above discussion as well as the
observations made by the Division Bench of this
Court, this Court does not find any ground to
interfere in the instant writ petition and, the same,
is hereby, dismissed.

14. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand

disposed of.”

7. In view of the above, this Court finds no merits in the
present writ petition. Consequently, this writ petition is dismissed.

8. All pending applications, if any, stand disposed of.

(RAVI CHIRANIA),]

Dushyant/16



