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1. The  present  writ  petition  has  been  filed  by  the  petitioner

challenging  the  impugned  medical  assessment  done  by  the

Medical  Board,  SMS  Hospital,  Jaipur  at  the  instance  of  RPSC,

whereby her physical disability has been assessed as 26%.

2. Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that  petitioner

applied for the post of State Administrative Services in pursuance

of the advertisement dated 02.09.2024. Learned counsel further

submits that initially in the year 2018, she was assessed with 45%

disability,  thereafter  AIIMS  Jodhpur  assessed  her  disability  as

59%. However, in terms of the directions of the RPSC, when she

appeared for the physical medical examination before the Medical

Board of the SMS Hospital, Jaipur, she was assessed to have 26%

disability by assessment/certificate dated 22.03.2025. 
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3. Learned  counsel  further  submits  that  there  is  serious

variation in the assessment by the Medical Board and therefore,

same cannot be accepted. 

4. Learned counsel further submits that the petitioner came to

know about the change in category on account of the variation in

the disability assessment subsequent to the declaration of result

and  therefore,  she  approached  this  Court  after  the  result  was

declared and there is no delay on her part. 

5. In  view  of  the  above,  issue  notice  to  the  respondents

returnable within a period of four weeks.

6. In  the  meanwhile,  the  selection  process  qua  the  post  of

physical  disabled  candidates  shall  remain  subject  to  the  final

outcome of the writ petition, insofar as it concerns the petitioner. 
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