HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 18045/2025

Yaduraj Singh Foujdar S/o Pushpendra Singh, Aged About 40
Years, R/o Behind Kotwali, Near Narottam School, Kumher Gate
Road, Bharatpur, Rajasthan.

----Petitioner
Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Principal Secretary,
Department Of Higher Education, Secretariat, Jaipur.

2. The Commissioner, College Education, Shiksha Shankul,
JIn Marg, Jaipur

3. The Rajasthan Public Service Commission, Ajmer Through
Its Secretary

----Respondents
Connected With
S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 18127/2025

1. Pooja D/o Lakhveer Singh, Aged About 26 Years, R/o Vpo
Manota Kalan, Tehsil Nagar, District Deeg (Raj.) - 321205
2. Rahul Yadav S/o Rajender Prasad, Aged About 24 Years,

R/o Village Ramsar, Post Pacheri Chhoti, Tehsil Buhana,
District Jhunjhunu (Raj.) - 333515

3. Shrikant Soni S/o Bajrang Lal Soni, Aged About 37 Years,
R/o 25 A Bhairav Nagar Mansarovar, Kalyanpura Road,
New Sanganer Road, Tehsil Sanganer , District Jaipur,
(Raj.)-302020

4, Rahul Kumar S/o Ramji Lal Bunkar, Aged About 31 Years,
R/o Ward No. 9 Bunkar Mohlla, Village Nijhar, Post
Chhapura Kalan, Tehsil Shahpura, District Jaipur, (Raj.) -
303103

----Petitioners
Versus

1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Secretary, Education
Department, Government Of Rajasthan, Secretariat,
Janpath, Jaipur.

2. Rajasthan Public Service Commission, Through Its
Secretary Ghoogra Ghati Ajmer, Rajasthan -305001

3. The Commissioner, College Education Department, Block-
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Iv, Dr. S. Radhakrishnan Shiksha Sankul, Jawaharlal
Nehru Marg, Jaipur.

----Respondents

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 18837/2025

Pradeep Kumar Son Of Sh. Jaggu Ram Jat, Aged About 30
Years, Resident Of Plot No. 31, Balaji Vihar-7, Macheda, Jaipur
(Raj.) 302013
----Petitioner
Versus
1. The State Of Rajasthan, Through Its Principal Secretary,

Education Department, Government Of Rajasthan,
Government Secretariat, Rajasthan, Jaipur.

2. Rajasthan Public Service Commission, Through Its
Secretary, Ghoogra Ghati, Ajmer, Rajasthan- 305001

3. The Commissioner Of College Education, Block-Iv, Dr. S.
Radhakrishnan Shiksha Sankul, Jawahar Lal Nehru
Marg, Jaipur (Raj.)

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Ram Pratap Saini
Mr. Aamir Khan
Mr. Arvind Kumar Sharma
Mr. B.L. Nasuna

For Respondent(s) :  Mr. M.F. Baig with
Mr. Govind Gupta
Mr. Ram Niwas Mehta, Secretary
RPSC
Ms. Saba Naz for
Ms. Mahi Yadav, AAG

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK KUMAR JAIN

Order

03/12/2025

1.  All these writ petitions were filed in relation to Recruitment
Advertisement dated 18.09.2025 for recruitment on 575

posts of Assistant Professors in 30 subjects under Rajasthan
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Education Services (College Branch) Rules, 1986. These writ
petitions raise common questions, therefore, they are tagged
together and we are considering writ petitions with a
common order.
The contention of the petitioner is that earlier 575 posts
were advertised by RPSC for recruitment on post of Assistant
Professor in 30 subjects vide notification dated 13.12.2024
and a corrigendum was issued on 10.01.2025. Thereafter, a
fresh advertisement dated 18.09.2025 is issued by RPSC, for
said recruitment. The RPSC contends that the advertisement
dated 13.12.2024 and corrigendum dated 10.01.2025 has
been withdrawn on 18.09.2025 and a public notification has
been issued and published in all daily newspapers across the
State of Rajasthan.
The controversy in the instant case are that RPSC is
organizing examination from 07.12.2025 to 20.12.2025 but
without duly publishing the syllabus of 30 subjects for which
the recruitment process is initiated. The counsels have
referred following paragraph from page no. 5 of the
advertisement:

e IS WU H (Online/Offline) & SRR | A1 Ued 9w UPHR &

BT | TET B ARG UIegsH SN @ J9Ese W Wy & 9 )

TG |
After considering the submissions of learned counsel for the
parties, on 02.12.2025, we directed to RPSC to submit an
affidavit of the Secretary of RPSC with the details about
release of syllabus, post advertisement dated 18.09.2025.

Pursuant to order dated 02.12.2025 Mr. Ram Nivas Mehta,
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Secretary, RPSC, has filed an affidavit stating that the RPSC
has uploaded revised syllabus on 08.10.2025 under the
directions of the Chief Controller of Examination, RPSC, but
the release date of syllabus was mentioned as 26.03.2025 as
there was no change in previous syllabus. It has been
mentioned that it was done under the written directions of
the Chief Controller of Examination, RPSC, on 08.10.2025.

In support of the contention, the Joint Director, System
Analyst, RPSC, issued a certificate on 02.12.2025 indicating
that syllabus of 30 subjects for Assistant Professor (College
Education), 2025 was uploaded on website on 08.10.2025
but release date was kept as 26.03.2025 as there was no
change in syllabus. A copy of internal note sheet is also
placed on record which was in fact initiated in the office on
08.10.2025 and concluded with compliance on 08.10.2025.
The RPSC has also submitted one Annexure RR/3 indicating
that syllabus for 30 subjects was revised in the year 2020,
2023, March 2025 but syllabus of GK of Rajasthan, which is

common for all subjects was revised in 2020.

During course of argument,

Secretary,

Mr.

Ramnivas Mehta,

the

RPSC, has submitted printout of examination

dashboard from RPSC portal which indicated as under:
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The above document clearly indicated that syllabus was
updated on 26.03.2025 but nowhere it has been mentioned
that the syllabus has been updated on 08.10.2025. Similarly,
the recruitment advertisement was updated on 13.10.2025
and application last date was 19.10.2025, whereas last date
for editing in application was 29.10.2025. Besides above, the
last updation is done on 28.11.2025 whereas in the instant
writ petition Mr. M.F. Baig has accepted notice on behalf of
RPSC on 26.11.2025.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of petitioners referred a
press note dated 26.03.2025 to show that the syllabus for
recruitment examination for the post of Assistant Professor,
(College Education Department), 2024 is uploaded/published
on website of RPSC and same can be accessed in the name
of http://rpsc.rajasthan.gov.in. This press note is signed by
Mr. Ashutosh Gupta, who was Chief Controller of
Examination, RPSC.

In the entire affidavit nowhere a statement is made that
pursuant to advertisement dated 18.09.2025 the syllabus
has been updated on website of RPSC, and followed by a
press note. The Counsel appearing on behalf of RPSC and
the Secretary have failed to answer the query posed to them
about the difference in process adopted in previous
examination and in current examination. We have considered
the process adopted by RPSC in declaring scheduled date for
conducting examination particularly without declaring the

syllabus or keeping the suspense about the syllabus.
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It is duty of every examination conducting body that the
syllabus of the examination be published in advance to
standardize what is to be tested so that all candidates are
assessed against the same defined content and competency.
The declaration of syllabus also makes the examination more
transparent as the candidates can reasonably expect that
the question paper will be framed within the notified syllabus
and pattern. The syllabus also helps aspirants or the
candidates to choose right books, notes, and reading
material avoiding the unnecessary or irrelevant content.

The clearly defined syllabus is necessary for preparation of
any competitive exam so that the candidate or the aspirant
is able to know what to study, how deep to study, and on
what parameters, he/she will be tested in the examination.
If any public examination body fails to adopt fair and
transparent procedure in conducting examination, it simply
means that it is helping the coaching institutes which have
become an almost unavoidable part of the competitive
examination ecosystem and they are by and large damaging
the system of public examination. Nowadays, the public
examination bodies are normally adopting the methods
adopted by the big coaching institutes, which has raised not
only inequality among the candidates but in fact increased
the commercialization in preparation of competitive
examination. It is sufficient to ruin and destroy entire
education system.

We are fully aware about the fact that 94,000 students have

filed applications pursuant to advertisement dated
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18.09.2025 to compete for 575 posts, therefore it is
necessary for the RPSC first to declare or clarify about the
syllabus of examination and then give 30 clear days to the
candidates for appearing in the examination. Else, it will help
and promote the ecosystem of commercial coaching
institutes, who are already aware of questions, likely to
come up and from which syllabus. A commercial network is
well aware about the examination pattern and possible
question Bank, used by the paper setters to prepare
question papers for RPSC. These question banks are not
available to a student, belong to poor and downtrodden
class, particularly who hails from rural area. Thus, non-
disclosure of syllabus in time also promotes discrimination,
and the actions on part of RPSC are not sufficient to
presume that RPSC is promoting a level playing field for all
candidates.

I am so surprised that despite the serious allegation of
malpractices in some of the previous examination from
paper leak to paper selling and mass level cheating in the
public examination conducted by the RPSC, still RPSC is
pushing the opaque system and same is contrary to general
principle of fairness and transparency.

Considering aforesaid, we are not satisfied with the
submission of learned counsel for RPSC and the Secretary,
RPSC that the syllabus of the examination was in fact
published on 08.10.2025 and every candidate became aware

about the publication of syllabus on 08.10.2025. Not a single
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document is available in public domain to show that the
syllabus is published on 08.10.2025.

The RPSC has placed reliance upon internal noting and the
certificate issued by Joint Controller, System (Analyst) but
there is nothing available on internet which was accessed
before the court by the Secretary of RPSC. If we consider
that in intranet (within internal system of RPSC) the syllabus
was uploaded on 08.10.2025 then there has to be a public
mention of updation on exam dashboard but same is not
available. The internal note sheet may be an afterthought
process adopted by the RPSC so as to overcome the
embarrassment faced in the instant case. Therefore, we
disagree with the contention raised by learned counsel for
RPSC or the Secretary, RPSC that the syllabus is uploaded
and updated on 08.10.2025 pursuant to advertisement
dated 18.09.2025. If any syllabus is published or updated or
previously uploaded syllabus is adopted then there has to be
a press note of 08.10.2025 as that of 26.03.2025.

In view of the reasons as assigned hereinabove the
respondent-RPSC is directed to upload and publish syllabus
for 30 subjects for which recruitment process was initiated
pursuant to advertisement dated 18.09.2025 and only after
30 days of publication or uploading the syllabus, the
examination be conducted for recruitment on 575 posts
advertised vide advertisement dated 18.09.2025.

Till the time of publication of syllabus in public domain, no
such examination shall be held pursuant to advertisement

dated 18.09.2025.
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18. List these petitions for final disposal on 15.12.2025. The
counsel for RPSC is directed to file reply, if he desires to file,
in remaining matters and if learned counsel for petitioner(s)
desires to file rejoinder he may file within 3 days from date
of receipt of copy of the reply.

19. Liston 15.12.2025 at 2.00 PM.

(ASHOK KUMAR JAIN),]

PREETI VALECHA /310-311 AND 25



