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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN 
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 3851/2024

Suman Kumari D/o Shri Bahadur Singh, Aged About 31 Years,

R/o  Ward  No.9,  Sonthali,  Nawalgarh,  District  Jhunjhunu,

Rajasthan.

----Petitioner

Versus

1. State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  Its  Principal  Secretary,

Ayush,  Homeopathic,  Uninani  Department,  Secretariat,

Jaipur, Rajasthan.

2. Director, Ayurved Department, Government Of Rajasthan,

Ajmer, Rajasthan.

3. Dr.  Sarvepalli  Radhakrishnan  Rajasthan  Ayurved

University, Through Registrar.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Pramod Kumar Saini

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Bhuwnesh Sharma, AAG with Ms. 
Malti, AGC
Mr. Vishesh Sharma for Mr. Y.C. 
Sharma

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE GANESH RAM MEENA

Judgment / Order

04/04/2024

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

with the prayer to issue direction to the respondents to consider

the candidature of the petitioner for appointment on the Post of

Compounder/Nurse  Junior  Grade  Non-TSP  in  pursuant  to  the

advertisement dated 06.10.2023. 

2. Counsel  for the petitioner submits that the petitioner

submitted online application form on 01.11.2023, being an eligible

candidate as per the terms and conditions of the advertisement.
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Counsel further submits that the petitioner has not been called for

the  document  verification  alongwith  other  candidates  for  the

reason that in the online application form submitted by her, she

did not make entries in regard to B.Sc. qualification. Counsel also

submits  that  while  submitting  the  online  application  form,  the

petitioner  inadvertently  or  by  an  human  error  could  not  make

entries on the portal in regard to the details of B.Sc. qualification.

He  further  submits  that  this  being  an  human  error,  the

respondents be directed to allow the petitioner to make entries in

the online  application form in  regard  to  B.Sc.  qualification and

further be directed to consider the candidature of the petitioner for

recruitment to the Post of Compounder/Nurse Junior Grade Non-

TSP.

3. Mr. Bhuwnesh Sharma, AAG assisted by Ms. Malti, AGC

appearing for respondent Nos.1 & 2 and Mr. Vishesh Sharma, Adv.

appearing  for  respondent  No.3,  which  is  the  recruiting  agency,

submit  that  while  issuing  the  said  advertisement,  specific

instructions  were  mentioned  for  the  candidates,  including  the

instructions that  a candidate must  fill  up the online application

form by incorporating all  the required entries.  Counsels  further

submit that because of non submitting the details in regard to the

qualification etc. or because of incorrect entries made in the online

application form, the application is liable to be rejected for which

the  candidate  himself/herself  is  responsible.  Counsels  further

submit that the process of due document verification has already

been completed on 11.03.2024. It is also submitted that there are

other  312  candidates  of  whose  candidature  has  not  been

considered by the respondents for the said recruitment. Counsel
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also submits that in case any of the candidates is allowed to make

entries or correction/ amendment in the online application form at

this  stage,  the other  candidates  may also  approach the  Court,

which  will  adversely  hamper  the  recruitment  process.  The

respondents  are  under  obligation  to  complete  the  recruitment

process at its earliest in the public interest.

4. Considered  the  submissions  made  by  counsels

appearing for their respective parties.

5. The facts  borne out  from the pleadings are that  the

respondents  issued  an  advertisement  dated  03.10.2023  for

inviting online application forms from the eligible candidates for

recruitment to the Post of Compounder/Nurse Junior Grade. The

petitioner submitted online application form on 01.11.2023 and in

the column of educational qualification, she made entries in regard

to the secondary examination and senior secondary examination

but she did not mention the details in regard to the qualification of

Bachelor of Science (B.Sc.). As per the advertisement, the criteria

for  selection  is  the  marks  secured  by  the  candidates  in  B.Sc.

examination and the bonus marks to the credit of the candidates.

In  the  advertisement,  the  specific  instructions  have  also  been

mentioned  for  the  candidates  for  submitting  online  application

form. The said instructions are quoted as under:-
“vfr egRoiw.kZ fcUnq@uksV %&
1- vH;FkhZ   Online Application Form esa  viuk ogh
eksckbZy uEcj o bZ&esy vkbZ-Mh- vafdr djsa ftl ij og nLrkost
lR;kiu bR;kfn laca/kh Hkkoh lwpuk SMS & E-Mail ds ek/;e
ls pkgrk gSA vkWuykbZu vkosnu esa vafdr eksckbZy uEcj o bZ&esy
vkbZ-Mh- cnyus@cUn gksus @ usVodZ leL;k gksus ij lwpuk,a izkIr
ugha gksus ij vH;FkhZ dh Lo;a dh ftEesnkjh gksxhA
2- vkosnd viuk vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= /;kuiwoZd HkjsaA vkosnd
viuk vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= vfUre :i ls Hkjus ls iwoZ mldh
leLr izfof’V;ksa  ls vk”oLr gks ysa  fd lHkh izfof’V;ka lgh&lgh
Hkjh xbZ gSA vkosnd }kjk vkosnu esa Hkjh xbZ izfof’V;ksa dks gh lgh
ekudj Mk0 loZiYyh jk/kkd`’.ku jktLFkku vk;qosZn fo”ofo|ky;]
tks/kiqj }kjk vkxs dh dk;Zokgh dh tk;sxhA
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3- vH;FkhZ }kjk fu/kkZfjr le; lhek esa vkosnu dh vfUre fnukad
dk bUrtkj fd;s fcuk viuk vkWuykbZu vkosnu djsa] vU;Fkk fdlh
izdkj dh dksbZ usVodZ leL;k ds fy, foHkkx ftEesnkj ugha gksdj
vH;FkhZ Lo;a ftEesnkj gksxkA
4- vkosnd }kjk Lo;a @ bZ&fe= @ vU; fdlh L=ksr ls vkWuykbZu
vkosnu&i= Hkjrs  @ Hkjokrs  le; fdlh izdkj dh dksbZ  xyr
izfof’V @Hkwyo”k =qfV gks tkrh gS] rks bldh lEiw.kZ ftEesnkjh Lo;a
vkosnd dh gksxhA blfy, vkosnd loZizFke vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i=
ds  Preview  esa  viuh  tkfr  @ oxZ  @ Js.kh]  vk;q  ¼tUe
fnukad½] ;ksX;rk bR;kfn laca/kh =qfV;ksa dh tk¡p vko”;d :i ls
djus ds i”pkr~ gh mUgsa  lq/kkjrs gq, vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= dks
submit djsa vkSj mldk fizUV ysdj mldh tk¡p vko”;d :i
ls iqu% dj ysosaA vxj fQj Hkh dksbZ xyrh ;k =qfV ikbZ tkrh gS]
rks fo”ofo|ky; }kjk vkosnu i= esa la”kks/ku dh mi;qZDr fu/kkZfjr
izfØ;k vuqlkj la”kks/ku vko”;d :i ls dj ysosaA blds i”pkr~
fdlh izdkj dk dksbZ vkWuykbZu ;k vkWQykbZu la”kks/ku @ ifjorZu
Lohdkj  ugha  fd;k  tk,xk  ,oa  ,slh  fdlh  Hkh  =qfV  dk  lEiw.kZ
nkf;Ro Lo;a vH;FkhZ  dk gh gksxkA lkFk gh vkosnd dks ;g hkh
fgnk;r nh tkrh gS fd vkosnd vxj bZ&fe= vFkok vU; L=ksr ls
vkosnu djokrk gS] rks vkosnd Lo;a bZ&fe= vFkok vU; L=ksr ij
tkdj vkosnu djok;saA bZ&fe= vFkok vU; L=ksr ds Hkjksls u NksMs+
fd muds }kjk vkidk vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= lgh&lgh Hkj fn;k
gksxk@tk;sxkA
5- ;fn vkosnd }kjk viuh Js.kh ls fHkUu Js.kh esa vkosnu fd;k
tkrk gS rks bls vf/kdkjksa dk ifjR;kx ekurs gq;s vkosnu i= esa
la”kks/ku  dh mi;qZDr fu/kkZfjr vof/k  ds  i”pkr~  mldh Js.kh  esa
lq/kkj dh lqfo/kk ugha  nh tk,xhA vuqlwfpr tkfr @ vuqlwfpr
tutkfr @ vfr fiNM+k oxZ @ vkfFkZd :i ls detksj oxZ @
HkwriwoZ lSfud @ fo/kok @ ifjR;Drk @ fodykaxrk @ vU; oxZ
ds  vH;FkhZ  Online  Application  Form  izLrqr
(Submit)  djrs  le; vius  oxZ  dk  Li’V :i ls  mYys[k
fu/kkZfjr  dkWye  esa  djsa  vU;Fkk  Online  Application
Form  izkfIr dh vfUre fnukad i”pkr~  @ la”kks/ku djus  dh
vof/k lekIr gksusa ds ckn oxZ ifjorZu ugha fd;k tk;sxk vkSj ,sls
vH;fFkZ;ksa dks tks fd mDr oxZ dk mYys[k ugha djrs gS rks oxZ
fo”ks’k  dk ykHk foKkfir inksa  gsrq  ns; ugha  gksdj vkosnd }kjk
vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= esa tks Js.kh @ oxZ  Hkjh @ Hkjk gS] mlh
Js.kh  @ oxZ  esa  gh  ekudj  dk;Zokgh  dh  tk,xhA  vH;FkhZ  @
vkosnd }kjk ftl Js.kh @ oxZ esa vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= Hkjk gS
ml lacaf/kr oxZ  @ Js.kh  ls  lacaf/kr izek.k&i= nLrkost ;Fkk
le; izLrqr ugha djus ij vkosnd @ vH;FkhZ dks oxZ fo”ks’k gsrq
vkjf{kr oxZ ds foKkfir inksa  dk ykHk ns; ugha gksxk rFkk mls
vukjf{kr Js.kh esa ekurs gq, dk;Zokgh dh tkosxh vkSj vH;FkhZ dks
vukjf{kr Js.kh dk fu/kkZfjr “kqYd dk Hkqxrku djuk gksxkA
6- Mk0 loZiYyh jk/kkd’̀.ku jktLFkku vk;qosZn fo”ofo|ky;] tks/kiqj
}kjk vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= esa Hkjh xbZ lwpukvksa ds vk/kkj ij gh
vH;fFkZ;ksa  dh  ik=rk  ¼vk;q]  ;ksX;rk  bR;kfn½  dh  tk¡p  dh
tk,xhA ;fn vkosnd }kjk Hkjh xbZ lwpuk ds vk/kkj ij og vik=
ik;k tkrk gS rks mldk vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= vLohd`r dj fn;k
tk,xk] ftldh leLr ftEesnkjh Lo;a vkosnd dh gksxhA
7- vkosnd ftuds vkWuykbZu vkosnu i=] vkosnu&i= izkfIr dh
vfUre  fnukad  rd Mk0  loZiYyh  jk/kkd`’.ku  jktLFkku  vk;qosZn
fo”ofo|ky;] tks/kiqj dk;kZy; dks iw.kZ lwpuk lfgr izkIr gkssaxsa] ,sls
vkosndksa dh fo”ofo|ky; }kjk ik=rk dh tk¡p nLrkost lR;kiu
ds  le;  dh  tk;sxhA  lR;kiu  ds  le;  vkosnd  dks  foLr`r
vkosnu&i= nks izfr;ksa esa leLr vko”;d nLrkostksa dh Loizekf.kr
QksVks  izfr;ksa  fo”ofo|ky; esa  izLrqr djuk gksxkA Mk0 loZiYyh
jk/kkd̀’.ku vk;qosZn jktLFkku fo”ofo+|ky;] tks/kiqj }kjk mEehnokj
dh ik=rk dh tk¡p djrs le; rFkk ewy izys[kksa ls ik=rk dh tk¡p
djrs le; ;fn vk;q] “kS{kf.kd ;ksX;rk o vU; “krksaZ dh ikyuk ugha
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djus ds dkj.k ;fn vH;FkhZ  dh vik=rk dk irk pyrk gS rks
ik=rk  jn~n  dh  tk  ldrh  gS]  ftldh  leLr  ftEesnkjh  Lo;a
vH;FkhZ dh gksxhA
8-  ekuuh;  mPp  U;k;ky;]  t;iqj  }kjk  D.  B.  Special
Appeal  Writ  No.  1631/2017  vkjih,llh  cuke
fiz;adk tSu o vU; ds izdj.k esa ikfjr fu.kZ; fnukad 01-11-2017
ds vuqlkj vkWuykbZu vkosnu&i= izkfIr dh vfUre fnukad rd
fo/kok @ ifjR;Drk oxZ esa vkosfnr efgyk }kjk vkosnu i= izkfIr
dh vaafre fnukad ds i”pkr~ iqufoZokg dj fy;k tkrk gS rks Hkh mls
fo/kok @ ifjR;Drk oxZ dk ykHk fn;k tk;sxkA lkFk gh fo/kok @
ifjR;Drk Js.kh dh efgyk dks vkWuykbZu vkosnu dh vafre fnukad
rd iqufoZokg ugha fd;s tkus laca/kh ;k fo/kok @ ifjR;Drk Js.kh esa
gksus  laca/kh  “kiFk  i= nLrkost lR;kiu ds  le; izLrqr  djuk
gksxkA
9- vkosnd mDr in gsrq rHkh vkosnu djsa tc og mDr in gsrq
foKkiu esa  fuf”pr fuEu o mPp vk;q lhek ds vUrxZr okafNr
“kS{kf.kd ;ksX;rk lacaf/kr lEiw.kZ  ekun.M @ ekin.M iw.kZ  djrk
gksA  lkFk  gh  bl  foKkiu  esa  nh  xbZ  mDr  okafNr  “kS{kf.kd
;ksX;rk ,oa vuqHko ds vfrfjDr vU; fdlh ;ksX;rk ,oa vuqHko dks
Mk0 loZiYyh jk/kkd`’.ku jktLFkku vk;qosZn fo”ofo|ky;] tks/kiqj }
kjk  Lohdkj  ugha  fd;k  tk;sxkA  vkosnd  ds  ikl  foKkiu  esa
mYysf[kr  vuqlkj  “kS{kf.kd  @  iz”kS{kf.kd  ;ksX;rk  ,oa  vuqHko
izek.k&i=  gksusa  ij  gh  ik=  ekuk  tk;sxk  vU;Fkk  vik=  ekuk
tk;sxkA
10-  vkosnd dks  bl foKkiu esa  nh  xbZ  vk;q  lhek esa  NwV ds
vfrfjDr vU; fdlh izdkj dh dksbZ fuEure vk;q ,oa vf/kdre
vk;q laca/kh NwV ugha nh tk;sxhA”

6. In the advertisement itself it was mentioned that if any

candidate  feels  that  he/she  has  made  incorrect  entries  in  the

online  application  form or  inadvertently  omitted  to  submit  the

details  then  he/she  was  allowed  three  days’  time  i.e.  up  to

08.11.2023  to  make  correction/amendment  in  the  online

application form.

7. As per the settled law, the candidature of a candidate is

to be considered for recruitment/selection on the basis of entries

made  by  him/hrt  in  the  online  application  form,  including  the

amendment/correction allowed by the respondents.

8. On consideration of submissions made by counsel for

the petitioner and perusal  of  the documents made available on

record, this court finds that the petitioner has not mentioned the

details of  B.Sc. Qualification, whereas B.Sc.  course is the main

source/qualification  for  placing  a  candidate  in  the  selection  list
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because the criteria for preparing the selection list is the marks

obtained in B.Sc. course. Though, the counsel for the petitioner

submits  that  non  submitting  the  details  about  B.Sc.  is  an

inadvertently mistake on the part of E-mitra through which the

petitioner  submitted  the  online  application  form  and  also  an

human error and therefore, the candidature of the petitioner may

be considered and be allowed for making correction/amendment in

the  online  application  form  in  regard  to  details  of  B.Sc.

qualification.

9. Counsel for the petitioner has placed reliance on order

dated 25.11.2020 passed by Co-ordinate Bench at Principal Seat

Jodhpur in case of Suman Inaniyan Vs. State of Rajasthan &

Anr. (S.B. Civil Writ Petition No.4465/2020). The Co-ordinate

Bench  at  Principal  Seat  Jodhpur  in  case  of  Suman  Inaniyan

(supra) has observed as under:-
“38. So  far  as  the  arguments
regarding condition of advertisement is
concerned,  true  it  is  that  in  normal
circumstances  candidates  should  be
careful  enough  to  fill  in  correct
particulars, but one cannot forget:  ‘to
err is human and to forgive is divine’,
this Court feels that when the State is
dealing with the fate of a citizen, more
particularly  unemployed  youth,  it
should  show  large  heartedness  to
ignore  such  inadvertent  errors,
especially when the errors are bonafide
and do not reflect upon a candidate’s
conduct.
39 Things  may  be  slightly  different
when  a  candidate  has  given  other
incorrect/insufficient  information  such
as  category  etc.  to  take  perhaps  to
avail  chance  in  more  than  one
category. But when it comes to marks
obtained in qualifying exam or course,
some  liberal  and  pragmatic  approach
needs to be adhered to.
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40. No doubt, the petitioner was not
careful  enough  to  fill  correct
particulars,  but  then,  a  lesser
meritorious candidate cannot thrive on
her fault.
41. No  right  accrues  to  a  candidate
even if his/her name has been shown
in the select list. In the present case,
even final list was not issued and even
first  appointment  order  came  to  be
issued on 28.04.2020. Hence, bogy of
other candidate’s rights being affected
cannot be countenanced by this Court.
42. As  an  upshot  of  discussion
aforesaid, the writ petition is allowed.
The impugned order dated 31.03.2020
is  quashed and  set  aside.  Competent
authority  is  directed  to  call  the
petitioner for  document verification in
the  second  week  of  December,  2020
and  verify  the  assertion  of  marks  so
made by her.
43. In  case,  petitioner’s  assertion  is
correct  that  she  had  secured  1582
marks,  she  be  placed  at  appropriate
position in the select list and accorded
appointment within a period of 60 days
from today, if she is otherwise eligible.”

10. Counsels  appearing  for  the  respondents  have  placed

reliance on order dated 19.03.2021, passed by Hon’ble Division

Bench  of  this  Court  in  case  of  Rajasthan  Public  Service

Commission  Vs.  Yogita  Yaduvanshi  (D.B.  Civil  Special

Appeal  (Writ)  No.804/2020).  The  Hon’ble  Division  Bench  in

case  of  Rajasthan  Public  Service  Commission  (supra) has

observed as under:-
“Admittedly,  the  respondent  had

not sought online correction within the
stipulated period i.e. from 12.5.2018 to
18.5.2018.  In  these  circumstances,  in
view of the decision relied upon by the
learned  counsel  for  the  appellant,  the
writ petition filed by the respondent was
liable to be dismissed.

In  Sonal  Tyagi  vs.  State  of
Rajasthan  &  Ors,  D.b.  Civil  Writ
Petition No. 7840/2019, decided on
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12.7.2019,  the  Division  Bench  had
observed as under:-
“4. This court is of the opinion that the
later Division Bench Ruling in the case
of Kavita Choudhary (supra) cannot be
treated  as  a  binding  precedent.  It
clearly ignored the previous Rulings of
this  Court  of  a  Coordinate  Bench
Strength  (DB)  without  referring  to  a
Larger  Bench.  Furthermore,  the  view
that  no-one  would  be  prejudiced  if
mistakes are corrected, in the respectful
opinion of this court, is unacceptable.”

Learned Single Judge had allowed
the  writ  petition  basing  reliance  on
decision  of  Division  Bench  in  Kavita
Choudhary’s case (supra), but in Sonal
Tyagis’s  case  (supra),  it  has  been
observed by the Division Bench that it
cannot  be  treated  as  a  binding
precedent.  Therefore,  keeping  in  view
the facts and circumstances of the case
and the Division Bench judgments relied
upon  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the
appellant, the appeal is allowed..

The  impugned  order  dated
24.08.2020  passed  by  learned  Single
Judge  is  set  aside.  Consequently,  the
writ  petition  filed  by  the  respondent
stands dismissed.”

11. Counsels  for  the  respondents  have  also  referred  the

judgment  dated  10.04.2018  passed  by  the  Division  Bench  at

Principal Seat Jodhpur in case of Piyush Kaviya & Ors. Vs. The

Rajasthan Public  Service Commission & Ors.(D.B.  Special

Appeal  Writ  No.198/2018) with  other  connected  appeals  in

which the Division Bench has observed as under:-
“25. In view of the unambiguous and clear
language in the advertisement which gave
one  month  time  after  the  last  date  for
submitting  on-line  applications  for
corrections to be made and clearly indicated
that no application for correction in the on-
line  application  forms  would  be  accepted
thereafter,  there  is  no  scope  to  interpret
Note No.5 in the admit card as done by the
learned  Single  Judge.  That  apart  the
language  of  the  Note  admits  of  no  two
interpretations.  The  language  is  clear.  It
permits the applicants to bring to the notice
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of the Commission any error in the admit
card  concerning  the  candidate  and  said
error  has  to  be  a  mismatch  between  the
particulars disclosed by the candidate in the
on-line  application  and  admit  card.  Thus,
the  question  of  any  promissory  estoppel
binding the Commission does not arise. 
26. As  regards  the  decisions  cited  by
learned  Senior  Counsel  for  the  writ
petitioners, in Smt. Kirti’s case applicability
of Rule 10(4)of the applicable Rules came
up for consideration. The Rules of1962 were
amended in the years 1982 and 1984. As
amended  the  Rule  required  change  of
preference to be indicated for a particular
service  desired  to  be  accepted  within  30
days  of  declaration  of  the  result  of  the
written  examination.  The  writ  petitioner
successfully  established  that  she  had  no
knowledge of the amended Rules and when
she applied to the Government Press for the
Rules to be issued to her in the year 1992,
the  original  Rules,  sans  the  amendment
were provided to her.  In that view of  the
matter  relief  was  granted  to  her  with
additional  reason  that  in  the  original
application  form  there  was  no  stipulation
that  a  candidate would  not  be  allowed to
change his/her preference. 
27. As noted hereinabove, in the instant
case advertisement clearly indicated to the
candidates that no change in the application
forms would  be permissible  after  the  mid
night of 25thJuly, 2016 
28. The decisions in Ram Kumar Gijroya’s
case and Seema Kumari Sharma’s case do
not  apply  in  the  instant  case.  In  Ram
Kumar’s case the issue concerned the date
by  which  an  OBC  certificate  had  to  be
submitted  and  the  decision  in  Seema
Kumari  Sharma’s  case  concerned
assignment  of  marks  for  candidates
belonging to backward areas and belonging
to  IRDP  families.  The  applicants  had
submitted the IRDP certificate late. 
29. It  needs  to  be  highlighted  that
seeking public  employment the number of
applicants  swell  into  thousands  for  every
appointment  offered.  The  cumbersome
process  of  processing  the  applications
manually and at each stage of the selection
process  manual  intervention  being  time
consuming,  aid  of  technology  is  being
taken.  On-line  applications  are  being
received. Opportunities to correct mistakes
in the on-line application forms are provided
by  opening  a  window  period.  When  the
window  period  closes,  the  forms,
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applications etc. as amended are processed.
The  computer  generates  the  admit  cards.
The results  of  the  examination are  fed in
the computer for various categories of posts
and in the instant case, the number being
30,  select  list  based  on  merits  and
categories are generated by the computer.
The  candidates  need  to  be  vigilant  and
specially  when,  as  in  the  instant
advertisement,  they  were  cautioned  time
and again to check their particulars and a
window  period  within  which  corrections
could be made was made available to the
candidates.
30. Whilst  it  may  be  true  that  every
endeavour  should  be  made  to  induct
meritorious candidates but at the same time
administrative  inconvenience  caused  by
permitting  applicants  to  correct  errors
committed by them has to be kept in mind.
It serves public interest that appointments
to civil posts are made as early as possible 
31. Thus, the conflict between merit and
public interest subserved by timely filling up
of  public  posts  has  to  be  balanced.  The
balance  is  stuck  in  the  instant  case  by
giving a window period to the candidates to
correct  the  on-line  application  forms.  The
balance  was  stuck  by  prohibiting  any
application to be submitted after last date
notified. 
32. The  writ  petitioners  were  negligent.
They  never  disclosed  in  the  on-line
application forms submitted that they were
non-gazetted Government employees. Thus,
it was too late in the day for them to seek
change in the category in which they had
applied after  the admit  cards were issued
by  informing  the  Commission  that  they
were non-gazetted Government employees.
33. The  appeals  are  allowed.  Impugned
orders of even date i.e. 24.11.2017 are set
aside.  S.B.  Civil  Writ  Petition
No.4440/2017filed  by  Sajjan  Singh,  S.B.
Civil  Writ  Petition  No.10812/2017  filed  by
Birda  Ram  Bishnoi  and  S.B.  Civil  Writ
Petition No.4466/2017 filed by Purshpendra
Singh Rajawat are dismissed.”

12. Taking into consideration the facts of the case and the

observations  made  by  the  Hon’ble  Division  Bench,  no  such

correction or entry in the online application form can be allowed

after  the  last  date  of  submitting  the  application  form  or  any
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extended  period  allowed  by  the  respondents.  Since  the

advertisement  itself  provides  for  specific  instructions  to  the

candidates  for  submitting  their  online  application  form,  which

clearly speak that a candidate before uploading online application

form must go through the entries made in the online application

and after due verification, should upload the same. The petitioner

admittedly did not submit details in regard to B.Sc. qualification

which is the basic qualification for preparing the merit list. Such

failure on part of the petitioner in no manner can be said to be

inadvertent  or  human  error.  It  shows  the  negligence  of  a

candidate.

13. The Hon’ble Apex Court in case of  Rajasthan public

Service Commissioner, Ajmer & Anr. Vs. Shikun Ram Firoda

& Anr. (Civil  Appeal No.8146/2018) decided on 25.10.2019

has  also  deprecated  the  prayer  for  allowing  any  amendment/

correction in online application form after passing of the period

during  which  a  candidate  may  correct  or  amend  the  online

application form.

14. Taking into consideration the facts of the case and law

referred above, this Court can safely held that the candidature of

a candidate can only be considered on the basis of  the entries

made by  a  candidate  in  his/her  online/offline  application  form,

including  the  correction/amendment  made  in  such  application

form within the period allowed by the recruiting agency.

15. A  candidate  cannot  be  permitted  to  make

correction/amendment in the online application form after the last

date of submitting the application form or up to the period and

opportunity  allowed  to  the  candidate  for  making
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correction/amendment in the application. Hence, this Court finds

no merit in the instant petition.

16. The instant writ petition is accordingly dismissed.

17. Since the main petition has been dismissed, the stay

application  and  all  pending  application/s,  if  any,  also  stand

dismissed.

(GANESH RAM MEENA),J

ARTI SHARMA /347
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